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ABSTRACT

The environmental justice movement (EJM) in the United States has grown in size and in its cultural and
political importance in climate and environmental policy circles. This growth has meant that the organizations
and leaders that make up the EJM and their respective areas of focus are also evolving. The social movement
capacities of the EJM are important predictors of the future success of the movement as the climate crisis bears
down on vulnerable communities worldwide. As a part of designing a leadership program for environmental
justice (EJ) activists based at The New School, this landscape assessment surveyed and interviewed more than
200 EJ movement activists across the country to explore the priorities, strategies, challenges, and social
movement capacities of the EJM. The study reveals that EJM activists work across a diverse set of issues and
rank climate justice among their highest priority issues. They overwhelmingly rely on base building, coali-
tions, and organizing strategies to do their work. In reflecting on the movement’s contemporary approaches,
activists articulated the importance of shared frameworks such as climate justice to shift popular narratives and
action on climate change. The climate justice frame reflects a critical, intersectional, and reconstructive
conceptualization of the climate crisis that requires disrupting the status quo approaches to climate change. The
study points to some of the challenges and opportunities ahead for realizing such a contentious and trans-
formative climate justice vision led by EJM activists in a moment of expanding political opportunity and risk.
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INTRODUCTION

The Environmental Justice Movement (EJM) in
the United States has grown and evolved over the past

several decades. This movement is composed primarily of
grassroots organizations representing frontline and fence-
line, Black, Indigenous, People of Color, and low wealth
communities. The EJM has not only grown in terms of the
total number of organizations self-identifying as environ-
mental justice (EJ) but it has also expanded the landscape of
issues and tactics used among movement actors.1
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There is also evidence that the vertical (across move-
ments) and horizontal (within the movement) expansion
of the EJM is resulting in greater involvement of EJM
actors in decision making at multiple scales.2 Although
EJ organizations have expanded their missions and reach,
many share a critical perspective grounded in an analysis
of the root causes of environmental injustice produced by
dominant political and economic forces that require
systemic change.3,4 These critical perspectives carry over
into the EJM’s articulation of climate justice as well.

The literature on social movements helps inform our
understanding of the strategies and impact of the EJM.
According to Sydney Tarrow, social movements such as the
EJM require certain capacities to be successful, including
(1) developing social networks created around solidarity
and connections built on a shared identity, (2) putting in
place organizations that mobilize these social networks, (3)
creating alternative frames and narratives to help people
create meaning and make sense together, (4) taking ad-
vantage of political opportunities, and (5) employing rep-
ertoires of contention in moments of political opportunity,
which push for changes in the status quo.5

Although the study explored these various dimensions
of effective social movement capacities, this article fo-
cuses specifically on (1) how the EJM prioritizes an al-
ternative, critical framing of the climate crisis focused
on climate justice and (2) how this salient framing im-
plicates repertoires of contention to effectively move a
more transformative climate agenda. This assessment sheds
light on the potential of the EJM for advancing climate
justice by using this critical, contentious framing.

METHODS

A landscape assessment study was conducted in an
effort to gather input for the design of a national EJ
leadership program to be housed at The New School. The
assessment set out to better understand the dimensions
of social movement capacities that exist and incorpo-
rate this input into the program’s design. The assessment
used qualitative methods, including surveys and semi-
structured interviews with individuals identifying as part
of the EJM. Although the study reflects the views of
respondents self-identifying as part of EJ organizations

(surveys) or as part of the EJM (interviews), the EJ
movement is not a singular, homogeneous grouping.

The interview instrument included a question ask-
ing respondents to reflect on their engagement with/in
relation to the EJM. This provided some insight into
the views within and among movement actors, while
recognizing that this movement is diverse and reflects
a broad spectrum of perspectives that may not be fully
captured by the scope of this study.

A smaller, purposeful sampling of mainstream environ-
mental organizations was also conducted as part of the survey
for comparative purposes, but those results are not included
in this article as the focus is on the social movement capa-
cities of EJM actors specifically.6 The research proposal
underwent IRB review and was approved, and informed
consent was secured from all participants. This study in-
cludes a total of 48 semi-structured interviews with repre-
sentatives from 39 EJ organizations.7 Subjects for the semi-
structured interviews were identified by using purposive
and snowball sampling from a database of 124 EJM ac-
tivists representing 71 EJ organizations across the country.

Transcripts were provided through the online program
REV and were then coded by using inductive, pattern
matching analysis of the text. NVivo software was utilized
to aid in the grouping and identification of themes across
the interview data. All interviews were conducted confi-
dentially unless the respondent indicated a desire to be
identified in the study results, and respondents were anon-
ymized by using NVivo.

A total of 167 surveys were completed, out of which
116 were self-identified as affiliated with an EJ organi-
zation. Only the responses of individuals self-identified
as part of an EJ organization are reflected in this arti-
cle and characterized as EJM responses. The survey was
disseminated primarily through 17 movement networks,
representing more than 640 member organizations.8

2Gordon Walker. ‘‘Globalizing Environmental Justice: the
Geography and Politics of Frame Contextualization and Evolu-
tion.’’ Global Social Policy 9 (2009): 355–382.

3David Pellow. ‘‘Politics by other Greens: The Importance of
Transnational Environmental Justice Movement Networks.’’ In:
Joanne Carmin and Julian Aygeman (eds). Environmental In-
equalities Beyond Borders: Local Perspectives on Global In-
justices. (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2011), 247–266, 248.

4Laura Pulido and Juan De Lara. ‘‘Reimagining ‘Justice in
Environmental Justice: Radical Ecologies, Decolonial Thought,
and the Black Radical Tradition.’’ Environment and Planning E:
Nature and Space 1 (2018): 76–98.

5Sidney Tarrow. ‘‘States and Opportunities: the Political
Structuring of Social Movements.’’ In: Doug McAdam, John
D. McCarthy, and Mayer N. Zald (eds). Comparative Perspec-
tives on Social Movements: Political Opportunities, Mobilizing
Structures, and Cultural Framings. (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 1996), 41–61.

6The survey tool was approved as part of the IRB review. Survey
respondents were asked to self-identify as being part of an EJ or-
ganization, not part of an EJ organization, or choose not to identify
themselves or organizations. The percentage of respondents are as
follows: 70% (116) EJ organizations (self-identified), 12% (21) not
part of an EJ organization (self-identified), and 18% (30) did not
identify themselves or their organization. Questions in the survey
were not mandatory and could be skipped by the respondent.

7The interview guide was approved as part of the IRB review and
constituted a set of 15 open-ended questions that were the same
across all the respondents. The guide was constructed to explore the
priority issues, strategies, challenges, and key social movement
capacities (based on Tarrow’s article) in use by movement activists.

8The 17 movement networks were identified based on re-
searchers’ knowledge and participation in EJM coalition groups.
These networks were also identified by using purposeful sam-
pling of EJ movement leaders and participant lists from national
EJM convenings. Efforts were made to ensure broad and diverse
geographic representation of networks and organizations across
the country. The membership lists were confirmed by using
network websites and personal communications with networks’
staff. These networks include national groups such as the
Climate Justice Alliance, Building Equity and Alignment for
Impact, Moving Forward Network, Grassroots Global Justice
Alliance, and the Indigenous Environmental Network as well as
statewide or regional networks focused on environmental justice
membership.
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A uniform survey instrument was administered through
a Qualtrics platform, ensuring anonymity and was de-
signed by using a Likert scale and close-ended multiple-
choice questions and two open-ended questions.

One of the key limitations of the study was the in-
ability to capture the full spectrum of EJ organizations
across the United States, particularly those that are less
networked or more geographically or digitally isolated.
The database developed for this study represents a snapshot
of the EJM, with a bias for those organizations that are
well represented in the EJM networks used for sampling.

RESULTS

Movement Priorities

An understanding of the issues that are at the forefront
of a movement’s efforts helps reveal how the move-
ment is framing problems and prioritizing their agenda.9

Among respondents, climate justice (76%) was ranked
most frequently as a priority issue, followed by air pol-
lution and cumulative impacts (52%), just transition (47%),
energy democracy (46%), and toxics and chemicals (30%).
The interview results further support the survey findings
of priorities, with more than half of the interview re-
spondents specifically naming climate justice and just
transition as priority areas of work.

One of the reasons behind this focus on climate justice
and just transition may be the importance of integrating
the intersecting issues that the movement addresses. One
activist describes these priorities, ‘‘What we are seeing
are intersections and the need for alignment between the
issues in our communities and being able to put more of a
just transition lens on the work that we do in addressing,
not only, climate justice but the many harms that com-
munities face’’10 (Interview 3).

Movement strategies

The strategies employed by the surveyed organiza-
tions reflect the underlying values and theory of change
that shape EJM actions. In the survey, EJM respondents
ranked grassroots organizing and base building (72%),
followed by coalition-building (56%), and policy or
public advocacy (52%) as their top strategies. Even with
the rise of horizontal and vertical movement networks,
activists still identified grassroots, place-based work as
critical for movement success: ‘‘We need spaces where
EJ folks nationally or regionally have spaces to network,
coordinate, and work together to become more powerful
for their local work. But in order for the EJ and CJ
[movements] to continue and not die, it’s so important to
continue the model of grassroots work too.’’11 (Interview 6)

Grassroots organizing plays an important role in a
social movement’s effectiveness by mobilizing collective
action frames and building political pressure for larger
societal change.12 For some organizations, base-building
is explicitly tied to a political project of building power
and deepening a critical framework and collective con-
sciousness, ‘‘We really invite people to join because of
the commitment to a vision, not just to whatever issue is
sort of the hot thing of the moment, that could be part of
building a movement and building power at a scale that
we need to see’’13 (Interview 33).

Direct action and civil disobedience were among the
least frequently selected tactics (5%) by survey respon-
dents, despite this being a large part of the legacy of the
EJM. The social movement theory suggests that reper-
toires of contention are critical to a movement’s effec-
tiveness and that conflict is also a productive catalyst for
cognitive liberation in which communities awaken to the
possibilities for challenging and then transforming sys-
tems that produce inequality.14

One interviewee reflects on how direct action builds
collective identity and solidarity: ‘‘.and we do marches,
direct actions, we incorporate this into creating a new
participatory democratic way that differs from just elec-
toral politics.and more and more people participate
and your consciousness starts opening up and you start
finding a lot of commonalities within different commu-
nities that are also struggling or also want to organize’’
(Interview 23).

One activist reflected on the need to invest in more
oppositional, disruptive forms of activism to be able to
achieve success at a scale needed to impact global sys-
tems, ‘‘if are we taking EJ seriously, then it’s not just
about being steeped in our stories, it’s about real tacti-
cal strategic thinking that I don’t think a lot of our
[EJ] movement has..Not knowing the difference of
when you should escalate or when to consider more
options.There’s so many ways to fight a war and we
will verbally say we’re at war but then not educate our-
selves on war tools.How do you get real militant about
this and organize like the Zapatistas.what we’re mes-
sing with is an empire’’ (Interview 43).

Direct action may not be the only expression of con-
tention in use by the EJM. The tactics most frequently
ranked in the survey responses may reflect a spectrum of
approaches that embed contentious forms of organizing,
policy making, and coalition building. The prioritization
of a climate justice framework suggests that EJM activ-
ists are adopting approaches that can upend status quo
approaches to climate change. Although interviewees
recognize the disruptive nature of these models, there are

9Daniel Faber and Deborah McCarthy. ‘‘The Evolving
Structure of the Environmental Justice Movement in the United
States: New models for Democratic Decision-Making.’’ Social
Justice Research 14 (2001): 405–421, 413–414.

10EJ Interview 3. Telephone interview, 11/13/18. (Digital
audio file in possession of co-authors).

11EJ Interview 6. Telephone interview, 11/30/18. (Digital
audio file in possession of co-authors).

12Harvey David. ‘‘The Environment of Injustice.’’ In: Andy
Merrifield and Erik Swyngedouw (eds). The Urbanization of
Injustice. (London: Lawrence and Wishart, 1996), 65–99.

13EJ Interview 33. Telephone interview, 12/17/18. (Digital
audio file in possession of co-authors).

14Doug McAdam. ‘‘Cognitive Liberation.’’ In: David A.
Snow, Donatella della Porta, Bert Klandermans, and Doug
McAdam (eds). The Wiley-Blackwell Encyclopedia of Social
and Political Movements. (Malden, MA: Wiley, 2013).
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still questions about how well equipped the EJM is to
deploy the contentious strategies that these frameworks
necessitate.15

Challenges to the success of the EJM

Despite the growth and influence of the EJM, there are
key challenges that face the success of the movement.16

In the survey responses identifying the greatest chal-
lenges to the EJM, ‘‘funding’’ ranked first (56%), ‘‘po-
litical climate and receptiveness’’ was second (47%),
and ‘‘capacity to organize/expand base’’ and ‘‘inadequate
regulatory and government responses’’ were tied for third
(40%). The EJ organizations have been historically under-
resourced relative to mainstream environmental groups,
thus it is not surprising to see a lack of funding ranked
as one of the greatest challenges.17

This under-resourcing is particularly important to
consider in the context of trying to deploy repertoires of
contention and using alternative climate justice framings
to shift popular narratives in the face of well-funded and
politically powerful reformist groups, the state, and in-
dustry opposition: ‘‘A material difference between the
environmental justice movement and other civil rights, or
even human rights movements, is that we’re regularly
going against industries with very deep pockets and po-
litical influence. And the industries’ power, the sheer fi-
nancial and political weight and the narratives they’re
able to craft and embed in society, will continue to be our
main opposition to overcome.’’18 (Interview 17)

Among the challenges faced by the EJM is not just
government and industry opposition, but also repression,
violence, and criminalization of activists. These concerns
were detailed by one activist, ‘‘I don’t think a lot of
folks that we work with are paying attention to the new
laws that are coming, that are making it illegal to protest,
and the militarization of police forces.I think we’ll
see these types of laws turned in the most sinister way
against Black bodies’’ (Interview 48). As more and more
EJ groups deploy contentious climate justice tactics, these
repressive actions may pose a greater threat to EJM
activists.

Another critical challenge facing the EJM that leaders
reflected in the interviews was the sheer scale and pace of
change needed to move systemic change, particularly
around climate justice. The EJ leaders discussed both the
pragmatic and theoretical struggle to connect their local
work to global efforts, to disrupt the status quo, and to

advance alternatives that can replace current systems,
‘‘To think about rewiring, over a period of time, a new
system is a huge challenge.the big obstacle is at the rate
we need to do it, to get to the level of functional un-
derstanding, to begin to truly disrupt the systems that we
see now. And at the same time, be prepared with the
alternatives. Then to have the ability to make mistakes
and experiment along the way, knowing that new systems
don’t emerge just because the past system is in crisis or is
failing’’ (Interview 46).

In this context, tackling climate change is viewed as
both an ecological and a structural problem with an im-
portant temporal element, ‘‘With climate we have a short
time to do something meaningful and the communities
most directly impacted are least resourced. The nonprofit
structure is not conducive to addressing the reality of the
problem we face’’ (Interview 14). The interviews further
reveal some of the challenges of scaling or connecting
the grassroots work of EJ organizations to national policy
wins and global struggles for deeper transformations on
climate justice, ‘‘.working with groups on the ground,
detecting a pattern from that work, and then marshaling
an effort that can go beyond what any particular com-
munity could do. I think that mode of work is absolutely
essential to the survival and the advancement of the [EJ]
movement at the scale that we need to build in envi-
ronmental justice’’ (Interview 46).

These challenges represent some of the current polit-
ical opportunities and risks facing the EJM.19 The fol-
lowing discussion delves into some of the insights about
the transformative potential of the use of climate justice
as an alternative framing shaping the EJM as well as the
contentious and critical nature of such a framing to ad-
vance climate action.

DISCUSSION

One of the most interesting findings resulting from
this snapshot of the EJM is the shared articulation and
prioritization of climate justice as a critical framework
animating the work of movement activists. This salient
theme can be seen in Figure 1, which illustrates the
themes, strategies, or needs identified from the interviews
conducted with EJM activists. The themes that were most
often mentioned by interviewees included climate jus-
tice, just transition, and energy democracy, with climate
justice being the most frequently mentioned.

Climate justice is not a new issue for the EJM but this
issue has become a more prominent priority issue over
the past two decades. This climate justice framing also
reflects a critical perspective on climate change, chal-
lenging dominant political economic systems, that di-
verges from more reformist climate advocacy.20 The

15David N. Pellow and Hollie Nyseth Brehm. ‘‘From the New
Ecological Paradigm to Total Liberation: the Emergence of a
Social Movement Frame.’’ The Sociological Quarterly 56
(2015): 185–212.

16Ana Isabel Baptista and Adrienne Perovich. Environmental
Justice and Philanthropy: Challenges and Opportunities for
Alignment Gulf South and Midwest Case Studies. (New York,
NY: Tishman Environment and Design Center, 2020).

17Sarah Hansen. Cultivating the Grassroots: A Winning Ap-
proach for Environment and Climate Funders. (National Com-
mittee for Responsive Philanthropy, February 2012).

18EJ Interview 17. Telephone interview, 1/25/19. (Digital
audio file in possession of co-authors).

19Julie Sze. Environmental Justice in a Moment of Danger.
(University of California Press, 2020).

20Robert D. Bullard and Beverly Wright (eds). Race, Place,
and Environmental Justice after Hurricane Katrina: Struggles to
Reclaim, Rebuild, and Revitalize New Orleans and the Gulf
Coast. (Routledge, 2009).
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lineage of the EJM’s climate justice framing can be
traced from the Bali Principles to the Durban Group on
Climate Justice to the World People’s Conference on
Climate Change in Cochabamba (2010).21

Brian Tokar also details four aspects of the cli-
mate justice framework used by the EJM that make it a
transformative and critical approach to climate change:
(1) focus on disproportionate impacts and frontline so-
lutions, (2) links economic policies that drive climate
change to inequality, (3) intersectional approach to cli-
mate, and (4) link up resistance to reconstructive activi-
ties that articulate alternatives.22 These characteristics
suggest that climate justice framings require a robust set
of social movement capacities that can disrupt the status
quo political and economic systems that are driving in-
equality and climate change.

These four characteristics are evidenced in the inter-
views with EJM activists as they reflect on how they
approach climate change. For example, one activist re-
flects on these distinctions, ‘‘These wealthy folks who
care about climate change are coming up with a set of
strategies and solutions. We already know that what
they’re going to come up with are (A), not really going to
get to the root causes of these crises and (B), aren’t going
to really be representative of what frontline communi-
ties need. So where are the examples where frontline
strategies and solutions have arisen or are rising?’’ (In-
terview 10).

Another interviewee reflects on their ability to move a
much more ambitious climate agenda as an alternative to
market based approaches, ‘‘..we’re moving a pretty big
climate justice agenda that draws on intersectionality
using the moment that the Green New Deal has allowed
for our scrappy little organization in [the State] to be able
to get some airtime around what real climate policy looks
like, outside of the marketplace mechanisms that seem to
have captured the imagination of our quote-unquote
’climate champions’ ’’ (Interview 18).

The climate justice frame also embodies both re-
sistance to the status quo and a reconstructive view of

FIG. 1. Emergent themes from EJ leader interviews. The yellow circles indicate issues or needs, the red circles
indicate strategies used by the field, and the purple circles are the overarching themes or frameworks. The size of the
circles reflects the frequency of mention of these terms in interviews or open-ended survey responses. EJ, environ-
mental justice. Color images are available online.

21David Schlosberg and Lisette B. Collins. ‘‘From Environ-
mental to Climate Justice: Climate Change and the Discourse of
Environmental Justice.’’ Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Cli-
mate Change 5 (2014): 359–374, 368.

22Brian Tokar. ‘‘On the Evolution and Continuing Develop-
ment of the Climate Justice Movement.’’ In: Routledge Hand-
book of Climate Justice. (London: Routledge, 2018): 13–25, 11.
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alternative futures. One of the most dramatic examples
of this are the reflections by interviewees (mentioned in
10 interviews) on the significance of the Standing Rock
campaign. The Standing Rock or Dakota Access Pipe-
line (DAPL) protests represented a grassroots movement
to stop the construction of an oil pipeline that would
run near the Standing Rock Reservation. These protests
garnered national and international attention as indig-
enous activists and peaceful protestors were met with
violence.

This protest reflected not only a direct resistance to
fossil fuel industries but also a rejection of capitalistic
aims and an affirmation of indigenous culture and val-
ues that embody an alternative vision of society tied to
ecological and social justice and Indigenous sovereign-
ty.23 The significance of this protest is described by one
activist as, ‘‘Standing Rock shifted the way that we talk
about what needs to happen.for a generation of folks
who have been looking for some sort of hope, some sort
of political platform for climate justice, Standing Rock
is the center of gravity for the way that people talk now
about climate’’24 (Interview 16).

Standing Rock is seen as a solidarity-building moment,
shifting the public narrative around the crisis of climate
change, and as a portal for advancing an alternative vi-
sion to achieve climate justice.25 Although interviewees
suggest that Standing Rock did not result in a clear policy
win, it was still seen as a hopeful marker for the EJM’s
ability to use repertoires of contention to both resist the
status quo and construct transformative alternatives fo-
cused on climate justice.

The interviews also reveal that the increased attention
to climate justice by the EJM may be due in part to a
reaction to external pressures that are both ecological
and political. Interviewees discussed the increasing im-
pacts of climate change on EJ communities already under
immense pressure from a legacy of toxic pollution and
racism. Thus, their prioritization of the issue is a direct
response to these disruptions, ‘‘. the work around cli-
mate change and all the intersections around climate
change is one of the greatest or catalytic movements that
I’ve seen in recent years.There’s just a certain level
of extremeness that is happening in our communities.
and so it leads us to being prepared and having a plan of
action in an extreme situation’’ (Interview 38).

Set in this context, climate change is a significant
external threat to the system that can break open the
kinds of political opportunities that can upend business as
usual. The EJ leaders interviewed reflect on the inherent
risks and opportunities of this context for the movement,
‘‘When I think about the environmental justice move-
ment, climate, of course, is a huge, huge, massive threat
multiplier to all these things.how well equipped is our

movement [EJM] to actually lead on some of these issues
looking towards 2020, the openings for federal climate
legislation and what are the transformative approaches to
dealing with inequality in a climate crisis’’ (Interview 20).

The EJM’s climate justice framing comes at an im-
portant moment when the terms of the debate and responses
to climate change are being actively contested.26,27,28

The unprecedented speed, magnitude, and impact of
climate change can radically transform our global eco-
nomic, social, and political systems within a decade.29

The ability of the EJM to respond to the urgency of the
moment and drive large-scale shifts depends partly on
the robustness of the movement’s capacities (i.e., mobi-
lizing broad base, building effective coalitions, shared
alternative framings, seizing political opportunities, de-
ploying repertoires of contention, etc.).

One EJ leader reflects on the EJM’s readiness for such
a political opening, ‘‘.it’s like these psychic openings,
these forces that all of the sudden break open some-
thing.how does the organizational infrastructure [of the
EJM] then end up advancing to actually make longer
term policy changes? And that’s the part that I don’t
think we’ve [EJM] figured out just yet’’ (Interview 1).
Standing Rock is just one example of how the EJM can
seize openings to advance a climate justice framing using
repertoires of contention, but translating these narrative
shifts into gains on a global scale will require strong
social movement infrastructure. ‘‘At this moment in time,
transition is now inevitable, justice is not’’ (Interview 10).

This study suggests that EJM activists and organiza-
tions are already organizing around a salient and critical
climate justice framing, but there is not a clear indication
of how well equipped these groups are to deploy con-
tentious strategies when the political opportunities arise
to advance this vision.

CONCLUSION

This landscape assessment reveals the key priorities,
strategies, challenges, and social movement capacities
of EJM activists in a moment of political opportunity
and urgent climate risk. The top priorities include climate
justice as well as legacy issues such as air pollution. The
study also explored some of the aspects of social move-
ment capacities within the EJM via in-depth interviews
and confirmed a strong reliance on and capacity for base
building and organizing at the grassroots level.

23Jaskiran Dhillon. ‘‘What Standing Rock Teaches Us About
Environmental Justice.’’ Social Sciences Research Council 2017.

24EJ Interview 16. Telephone interview, 12/11/18. (Digital
audio file in possession of co-authors).

25Paul Almeida. ‘‘Climate Justice and Sustained Transna-
tional Mobilization.’’ Globalizations 16 (2019): 973–979.

26Sheats Nicky. ‘‘Achieving Emissions Reductions for En-
vironmental Justice Communities through Climate Change Mi-
tigation Policy.’’ William & Mary Environmental Law & Policy
Review 41 (2016): 377.

27Fernando Tormos-Aponte and Gustavo A. Garcı́a-López.
‘‘Polycentric Struggles: The Experience of the Global Climate
Justice Movement.’’ Environmental Policy and Governance 28
(2018): 284–294.

28Naomi Klein. This Changes Everything: Capitalism vs. the
Climate. (Simon and Schuster, 2015).

29Rachel Warren and Sally Brown. Not convinced on the Need
for Urgent Climate Action? Here’s What Happens to Our Planet
between 1.5�C and 2�C of Global Warming (The Conversation,
2019).
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There was also evidence of a focus on shifting the
narratives and culture around climate change by using
climate justice as a shared alternative framework. Some
of the greatest challenges that EJ leaders mentioned in-
cluded a lack of funding and opposition in moving policy
wins related to these more transformative frameworks.

The study reveals that the climate justice frame used
by EJM leaders reflects a critical and transformative
framing of climate change relative to status quo climate
responses. However, this climate justice framing implies
an approach that will necessitate more contentious strate-
gies across many systems at a global scale. Although there
seems to be an interest in or appreciation for contentious
strategies among some of the EJ leaders interviewed, di-
rect action tactics were ranked among the lowest for pri-
ority strategies used by EJ activists surveyed.

Thus, there are important questions that remain
about the EJM’s capacity to move large-scale, disruptive
changes rapidly, using robust repertoires of contention.
Key investments in particular social movement capa-
cities, such as repertoires of contention, may be needed
to support the EJM’s leadership at a moment when the
climate crisis demands an unprecedented response.
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