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In-depth examination of climate change
Climate change has ceased to be a threat and has become a lived experience that contributes to inequalities around the world. There is an uneven distribution of environmental harm as certain populations are more frequently affected by extreme heat and, to a lesser extent, by rising sea levels that can devour island nations. Critical Environmental Justice (CEJ), as advocated by David N. Pellow, provides a lens through which to understand these disparities based on the interaction between power and inequality, as well as structural systems and environmental matters (Pellow, 2018). The value of CEJ  offers and exposes much deeper-rooted social injustices entrenched in the context of global warming. Climate change is both an environmental crisis and a systemic injustice, and the application of the Critical Environmental Justice framework of Pellow can be used to show how marginalized communities bear the causes and effects of climate change, thus needing transformative and equitable policy responses.
The initial dimension of Critical Environmental Justice focuses on the inequality of contribution and responsibility to climate change. Research shows that a small group of countries contributes a large proportion of the global contribution of industrial greenhouse gases. Studies show that only 100 corporations make about  71% of the world's industrial greenhouse gas emissions (Ananda Valayden & Didier Chabaud, 2024). This shows that climate change is entrenched within the practices of the corporations, their approach to operations and management, and their role within the entire economic system of the globe. Moreover, the contribution of industrialized nations, especially in the Global North, contributed the greatest percentage of carbon emissions as compared to that of the developing nations (Ahmed et al., 2022). When this is analyzed through the lens of CEJ, it becomes evident how economic power structures can be used to externalize environmental costs by less powerful forms of power. This level of imbalance contributes to world inequality, as those who are the most beneficiaries of industrialization tend to be insulated against the full impact of industrialization. Thus, climate responsibility should be re-oriented to reflect systemic responsibility (as opposed to individual blame), and why more stringent corporate regulation and international climate justice treaties are necessary.
The second axis of CEJ is the disproportionate effects of climate change on marginalized communities. The experiences of the Maldives and the coastal cities show that the increased sea level threatens the entire population, even though such a community has contributed the least to global emissions (Newton, 2025). Such trends reveal that environmental degradation overlaps with social factors of race, class, and geography. However, through critical analysis, it is clear that climate change does not affect all populations equally; instead, it enforces existing inequalities. Capitalism places a significant emphasis on profit maximization and continued expansion, resulting in the exploitation of marginalized populations who pay for these benefits with their very survival through social and ecological harm (Magdoff & Bellamy Foster, 2011). Due to a lack of financial resources, infrastructural and political resources, the vulnerable populations are more vulnerable to changing climatic conditions, health hazards, and economic instability. This supports the CEJ argument that it is impossible to address environmental problems without referring to more general social justice problems. To combat climate change, such policies therefore should prioritize the needs and voices of the most affected and equitably address adaptation and resilience plans.
The third dimension of CEJ accentuates the significance of systemic change and inclusive resolutions. Conventional environmental policies tend to give technological solutions or market solutions, including carbon trading, but do not address underlying inequalities. Nevertheless, the data obtained in terms of community-driven programs and policy-based interventions indicate that greater effectiveness and fairness of results were achieved through inclusive governance and participation on a grassroots level (Jing et al., 2025). Those cities that execute climate action plans, including those that involve the local communities, would have a better chance of achieving improved environmental and social outcomes. Examination of this in the framework indicates that dominant systems of power should be challenged and that action combats environmental injustice (Klein, 2014). CEJ emphasizes radical change, which includes restructuring economic systems, advocating environmental democracy, and other ways of ensuring the rights of marginalized groups are met. This practice reverses the emphasis from short-term mitigation to long-term justice-based solutions. This means that social equity needs to be incorporated in climate policies, so that solutions do not bring about duplication of preexisting inequalities but rather result in a more just and sustainable future.
Conclusively, the issue of climate change is complex and intertwined with social, economic, and political inequalities. The Critical Environmental Justice framework presents a potent prism through which the issue of responsibility, impact, and solutions can be analyzed as being unevenly represented across the different populations. By highlighting the disproportionality of corporations and developed countries, the increased vulnerability of marginalized groups, and the need for structural change, CEJ emphasizes the need for a justice-centric approach to climate action. Finally, the most effective way to address the problem of climate change is to not only find solutions related to the environment but also be committed to equity, accountability, and systemic change.
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