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Panel Abstract 
The climate crisis is our crisis, but government decision-making makes it worse. Failures in the political sector could threaten 
the future freedom of the people and could upset the balance of power between central and local governments, widening 
the disparity between regions. There is a need for the judicial branch to break down the political decision-making over 
climate change through litigation on administrative cases. 
 
Judiciary tends to respect the decisions of the political sector when it comes to energy policy. Judiciary may limit the plaintiff 
to bring a suit to the court by using standing doctrine. In this panel through climate change litigation, speakers focus on how 
the judiciary shapes a policy through litigation. 
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Title of Paper (Convenor) 
Climate Change litigation in Japan, Thermal Power Plant Cases 

Abstract (Convenor) 
There is a need for the judicial branch to break down the political decision-making over climate change through litigation on 
administrative cases. The courts are also the guardians of democracy under the rule of law. Unlike elected representatives, 
they are the institutions most far away from the voters. The central political branch working on climate change is reluctant 
to talk about the future burden on the people, and the burden of the local regions. It is precise because the voices of local 
residents are not easily reflected in central politics that democracy requires the judicial branch to correct the dysfunction of 
the political process. 
 
Today, the political sector's decision to maintain thermal power plants in order to maintain existing power generation will 
force residents near the plants to bear the burden. The central government's climate change measures pose a burden that is 
not equitable in a democracy. Parties seeking redress from the courts through disputes are concerned about the democracy 
of the political sector. The courts have a role to play in removing the apprehensions of parties who are serious about 
developing their claims. Japanese courts may not grant standing if the burden claimed by the parties in the dispute at hand 
is common. The court has the option of not granting standing if the burden posed by climate change is common and widely 
shared. Only residents in the proximity of a thermal power plant can file an administrative lawsuit. The courts can use the 
doctrine of standing to avoid criticism that the courts are shaping political policy by restricting the standing of residents living 
far away from the effects of the power plant. This is demonstrated by the Kobe thermal power plant lawsuit. A similar case is 
still pending in Yokosuka, Kanagawa. 
 
Brief Biography of Author (Convenor) 
Name: Yuichiro Tsuji  
Professor at Meiji University Law School 
 
LLM & JSD in UC Berkeley Law School, Master of law in Kyoto university, specializing comparative constitutional and 
administrative law. He recently hosted international symposium Climate change law and policy online on 8, January, 2022. 
https://youtu.be/-w2RAV4Ejug 
 
Achievements: 
https://researchmap.jp/TSUJI/ 
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Abstract (Panellist #2) 
Climate change litigation has become hot topic in recent year since the Paris agreement. Originally, most of the cases 
occurred in common law system. Yet recently, such wind blows to traditional continental Europe countries, such as 
Germany. In February 2020, a group of German youth filed a legal challenge to Germany's Federal Climate Protection Act 
(“Bundesklimaschutzgesetz” or “KSG”), arguing that the KSG's target of reducing GHGs 55% by 2030 from 1990 levels was 

https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=979824


insufficient. The complainants alleged that the KSG therefore violated their human rights as protected by the Basic Law, 
Germany's constitution.  
 
Following such trend, climate change litigation issue is raised and heavily debated in Taiwan as well. This year (3 February 
2021), Green peach jointly with Environmental Jurists association and four citizens filed an administrative lawsuit against 
the Ministry of Economic Affairs for setting too low obligation during promulgating sub-law for the implementation of the 
renewable (and storage) portfolio standards on large electricity consumers. This would not be helpful for Taiwan to achieve 
20% renewable target by 2025 and also to fulfill the emission reduction duty of the large electricity users. Since then, as 
Taiwan is considering to revise GHG Reduction Act of 2015 to respond to the EU carbon border tax adjustment scheme, 
legislator jointly with NGOs proposed a public interest litigation clause in such revision.  
 
The main purpose of the presentation is to discuss such the so called first climate litigation in Taiwan. Also, this article will 
provide a in depth review of the proposed climate litigation clause. 
 
Brief Biography of Author (Panellist #2) 
Anton Ming-Zhi Gao（高銘志） is an Professor at the National Tsing Hua University’s Institute of Law for Science and 
Technology. He has devoted himself in energy and climate legal research and projects in Taiwan, including publishing books 
and articles, hosting local and international energy law conferences, and participating in international events. Over the past 
years, he has been very active in international publications involving investigations on global legal issues, as well as 
European, Asian, and Taiwanese energy laws. In recent years, he has remained one of the most productive scholars in the 
field of energy law in Taiwan. 
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Climate Change Litigation: Chronicles of the Global South 

Abstract (Panellists #4 & #5) 
The battles against climate change are being fought at the international level; on the domestic front; on the streets and in 
the courts. Climate change litigation is one such effort. The global expansion in climate litigation gives substance to claims of 
a transnational climate justice movement that casts courts as important players in shaping multilevel climate governance.  
Climate change litigants, lawyers and judges of one country are taking cue from their counterparts in other countries.  They 
are trying to establish the causal links between the environmental damage and the acts and omissions of various 
respondents; struggling with the law of evidence; exploring dispute resolution mechanisms, trying to award and apportion 
environmental damages; and coming up with efficacious judicial remedies.   
 
To attain justice, it is essential to decode the algorithm of power between the regulators and the corporates; ensure that 
rule of law and democracy prevail and make people in power feel far more accountable. There is undoubtably much 
happening in the name of addressing climate change. One such effort is climate change litigation.  
 
However, only the efforts of the Global North have received prominence. The rest of the world is slated to be sleeping 
silently. The authors aim to de-bunk this myth. In doing so, the authors endeavour to highlight important contributions by 
the Courts in the Global South  in furthering the jurisprudence of climate change litigation. 

Brief Biography of Authors (Panellists #4 & #5) 
Dr. K.Sudha has 16 years of teaching experience, was a part of two research projects and a practicing advocate for five 
years.  Her specialization in her masters was constitutional and administrative law. She has also been associated with family 
laws for a long spell. She penned a few articles and case comments in English and Telugu.  Her book titled ‘Prostitution 
Laws: An Enigma and Some Dilemmas’ was recently published by Promilla & Bibliophile South Asia, a Delhi based publishing 
house. She completed her higher education from Acharya Nagarjuna University, A.P. She is currently working on  a project 
that focusses on the aspects of riparian rights in the with specific reference to the State of Andhra Pradesh, India. 
 
Ramanthanan Anjana graduated from Leiden University with an LLM in European and International Human Rights Law 
in August 2019. She wrote her master’s thesis on the conceptual and legal boundaries of anti-discrimination strategies 
and compared how these strategies work in the case of Roma communities in Europe and Dalits in India. 
Anjana received her BA.LLB (Hons.) from DSNLU, Visakhapatnam. After graduation, she worked as an Associate for 18 
months at Varuna Law Associates, Hyderabad. She was actively involved in civil and corporate litigation matters at the 
High Court of Judicature for Telangana and Andhra Pradesh. She has also worked as a Legal trainer for an EU – 
Advocacy programme studying the alarming growth of female foeticide and sex selection in India. The work on the 
programme involved conducting forty legal awareness camps for women in remote rural areas and also representing 
legal issues before different authorities in cases where women required immediate legal assistance. Her research 



interests are Adivasi rights, violence against Dalits and human rights violations of women, children and marginalized 
communities. 
 
She currently teaches and is a Lecturer at the Jindal Global Law School, Sonipat, Haryana, India. 

 


