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Climate change sociolegal mobilisation has the been on the rise since the Paris Agreement yet no study has covered both social and legal mobilisation in order to identify the main trends and novelties in the actors and strategies. The aim of this study was to make an assessment of sociolegal mobilisation since Jamison (2010), through the lens of legal struggles (Buckel et al., 2024) so as to uncover emerging trends, conflicts and tensions at the interface between law, climate change and sociolegal mobilisation. We orient toward the underexplored aspect of how processes of sociolegal mobilisation emerge over time in parallel to these structures. This review is concerned with answering the following questions:  1.How has climate change sociolegal mobilisation developed in the last 15 years?  2.How are legal struggles reflected in climate change sociolegal mobilisation? In order to respond to these questions, we explored the strategies and the actors taking part in sociolegal mobilisation, as well as their targets, to identify the trends and novelties over the last 15 years. Moreover, we examined conceptions of the world brought forward by sociolegal climate mobilisations and the conflicts and tensions that arose.  Our findings include new perspectives on the unjust social conditions, their labelling and valuing in law, and the role of actors and science in transformative social change. There remain significant tensions and conflicts in sociolegal mobilisation so as to what constitutes science and scientists as well as the framing of time. Our paper reveals new avenues for research including on the relationship between law, climate change science and mobilisation, the role of intersectionality in climate litigation as well as further research on the global south. By shedding light on the complexity of climate change sociolegal mobilisation our study contributes to larger debates on law, science and society.  

Significance of the work for policy and practice (1) The role of intersectionality is highly relevant in sociolegal mobilisation around climate change. We identified gaps with regards to intersections between intersectionality and litigation and how the claims are brought to courts and evidenced and evaluated.  (2) The literature overlooks processes of labelling and valuing. It could be useful to examine how new legislation could value certain groups, for example, new laws pertaining to indigenous rights and their vulnerability to climate change, or on the contrary reinforce unjust social conditions. (3) If climate change continues in the direction in which it is heading ‘beyond adaptation’, then we predict that there will be more sociolegal mobilisation globally. We identified limitations in the literature as apart from India, Maldives and South Africa there is an absence of Asia and Africa among the studies. Thus, apart from the cases in Latin America and the Caribbean, there is an absence of literature in the Global South. In practice there are many sociolegal mobilisations across the Global South but these are not adequately captured in the literature to date. Legal struggles lens helps to identify the need for broader suite of studies on how sociolegal mobilisation occurs around the world.  




