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Stories and narratives have been used in social scientific research to include perspectives 
of lived experiences in different contexts . In this article, I argue that everyday life stories 
of situated experiences can contribute with rich understandings of different experiences, 
possibilities for change, or abilities to respond to the climate crisis. The article is based 
on theories from within urban studies, everyday life sociology, feminist theory and schol-
ars engaged with stories in in social sciences.  
 
 
Introduction 
 
During the summer of 2018, a number of countries in the Northern hemisphere, among 
these Denmark, experienced a heat wave that lasted several months. A recent study from 
Eidgenössische Technische Hochschule Zürich concludes that the simultaneous occur-
rences of heat waves across the Northern hemisphere in 2018, were caused by human 
activity (Rüegg 2019). In European countries, the consequences of the widespread heat 
wave included deaths, infrastructural damages, and forest fires. The consequences were 
less extensive in Denmark, but during these months of increased temperatures, exception-
ally many hours of sun and a rainfall well below the monthly average of the summer 
months (Danish Meteorological Institute 2018), we felt, saw, smelled, heard, and tasted 
a hitherto unfamiliar version of summer. The heat wave was one of many experienced 
changes. During and after this and similar occurrences, we experience and tell stories of 
the consequences of human impact on the Earth. How the changed climate is experienced 
and storied by people, and what we can learn about possibilities for change or response 
from these stories, are the questions that led to this article.  
 In the decade since COP15, scientists, media, and some politicians have generated 
attention to climate change and its global impact. Much climate change research is rooted 
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in natural science, and the figures, models, and measurements presented seem separate 
from the lived, social lives (Eskjær and Sørensen 2014; Bee, Rice and Trauger 2015; 
Freudendal-Pedersen and Kesselring 2018). In a recent article, Nielsen and Bislev argue 
that a central question for researchers engaged with climate change is how to engage 
politicians and citizens in climate change (Nielsen and Bislev 2018), and others argue for 
a humanistic climate change research that study how people understand and present cli-
mate change (Sørensen and Eskjær 2014). One way of addressing this is to explore how 
the climate crisis is experienced and storied in everyday life. The point of this is not to 
explore ways to place further responsibilities on individuals, as current climate change 
policies have been criticised of doing (e.g. Bee, Rice and Trauger 2015), but to explore 
everyday life understandings that may connect situated understandings to the existing 
research on climate change. With a background in transdisciplinary urban studies, I find 
it essential to study the everyday life aspect of cities and societies, as these situated expe-
riences hold perspectives of irrationalities and conflicts, that are not quantifiable. 
 In this theoretically based article, I argue that focusing attention on the stories of 
the lived, situated experiences of everyday life opens up for richer understandings of the 
experiences, possibilities for change, or abilities to respond to the climate crisis. The aim 
with this article is to conduct a theoretical conceptualisation of different insights that eve-
ryday life stories may bring, about openings for change to social science dealing with 
climate change research. The article is based on theoretical works from within urban stud-
ies, everyday life sociology, feminist theory and scholars engaged with stories in in social 
sciences. First, I present an overview of theoretical arguments for studying everyday life 
and stories in social sciences. Following this, I present a conceptualisation of the different 
openings for change that everyday life stories may contribute with. I have developed the 
conceptualisation on the basis of my work with stories in social science, as I discovered 
that the differences of the openings have to do with different possibilities for change in 
the climate crisis. The conceptualization is based on international research literature 
within urban studies, drawing on examples from Copenhagen that emphasize the im-
portance of context. The current article is theoretical, and as such, it aims to show how 
stories can be used in social scientific research on climate change rather than to tell the 
stories. I focus on the everyday life perspective and the stories related to the everyday 
situated experiences of the climate crisis and openings for change. Others have written 
reviews on narratives and stories of different scales in energy and climate change research 
(e.g. Moezzi, Janda and Rotmann 2017). 
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Everyday life stories 
 
Everyday life as site of social scientific research 
 
Before focusing on the importance of stories in climate change research, I will outline the 
argument for everyday life as a site of social scientific research. Understanding the eve-
ryday experiences of living in the current climate crisis concerns life in rural, suburban 
and urban settings. In this article, I focus on the lived experiences of the climate crisis in 
urban surroundings, since an increasing number of people live in cities. Due to the density 
of cities, environmental issues occur more concentrated here, and cities hold potentials 
for solutions, when the issues are visible and can be recognised as issues (Spirn 1984).  
 Life in the city and the city as a phenomenon transcends traditional disciplines, 
but reaches disciplines such as sociology, anthropology, political science, economy, eth-
nography, and geography. One point of reference of the city is to understand the city as 
part of complex social, political, cultural, geographical, and technological networks, as it 
is understood in the transdisciplinary field of mobilities research (Urry 2000; Graham and 
Marvin 2001; Freudendal-Pedersen and Kesselring 2018). Mobilities research helps us 
understand that local and global movements of people, information, and goods, and the 
unintended consequences that follow, make up the conditions of cities, the social life 
within them and societies in a broader sense (Urry 2000; Sheller and Urry 2006; Urry 
2007; Beck 2009; Freudendal-Pedersen and Kesselring 2018). One of the unintended con-
sequences of the increased movement is climate change (Beck 2009; Urry 2011).  
 Climate change and climate change policies are not detached from social lives, 
but situated in everyday life (Bee, Rice and Trauger 2015). Mobilities researchers have 
pointed to the importance of everyday life perspectives in urban studies due to the com-
plexities, ambivalences, and irrationalities of everyday life (Urry 2007; e.g. Freudendal-
Pedersen 2009; Hartmann-Petersen 2009). Focusing the lens on everyday life in cities 
emphasises the understanding that the climate crisis is a social and cultural, as well as 
environmental, economic or technical matter (Egmose 2015), and that climate change 
research must accommodate the different perspectives. 
 Understanding and being aware of the significance of everyday life experiences 
is of importance to social scientists and to practitioners, politicians and others engaged in 
understanding the social dynamics of cities and societies and possible avenues for change. 
Despite its often mundane and unspectacular character, everyday life contains important 
insights to the experiences of society and urban life, since this is where power relations, 
politics, societal norms and activist practices are acted out every day (Bech-Jørgensen 
1994; Pink 2012; Bee, Rice and Trauger 2015). Further insights may occur when con-
necting macroscale global processes, power relations, and political movements to the mi-
croscale knowledge of everyday life, as it is in everyday life that knowledge, action and 
experience is lived and is ascribed meaning (Rose 1997; Bee, Rice and Trauger 2015).  
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 An everyday life focus in climate research does not provide one universal answer 
to how the climate crisis is experienced but may contribute with nuances of how we as 
researchers understand the complex and differentiated social life in the climate crisis. The 
argument is that knowledge is produced, situated and particular, rather than universal 
(Haraway 1988; Rose 1997), and that there is a need to take into account the particularities 
of everyday life in social scientific research on climate change or sustainability: “It is 
through a theory of practice and place that we can comprehend the material, social, sen-
sory and mediated environments of which everyday life, activism and thus processes 
through which sustainability might be achieved, all form a part” (Pink 2012, 13). Every-
day life is situated in relation to specific environments and surroundings. However dif-
ferently experienced in different surroundings, living with the climate crisis is a condition 
for contemporary everyday life, and studying how this condition is experienced, managed 
and storied brings further insights to climate change research and openings for change. 
 What defines everyday life has been discussed by many, and Bech-Jørgensen 
writes that everyday life “…cannot be defined in sociological terms. Everyday life can be 
described as the life we recreate and reproduce every day. What can be defined, I propose, 
are the conditions of everyday life and the ways in which these conditions are handled” 
(Bech-Jørgensen 1994, 291). Thus, everyday life studies may focus on the activities, re-
lations, and processes that create and recreate everyday life, and everyday life is a pro-
cessual rather than substantial concept (Bech-Jørgensen 1994). Pink writes that everyday 
life is “…where we make our worlds and where our worlds make us” (Pink 2012, 5). This 
reciprocity between everyday life and its surroundings and conditions means that every-
day life can be the venue for change towards sustainability. Everyday life is then a site of 
activism in the reciprocal relations between the everyday actions and the streams of in-
fluence from the wider society and the interconnected networks in and between local 
contexts such as the home, the neighbourhood, the community or the city (Pink 2012). 
 Everyday life is often characterised by predictability and routines that make up 
parts of our daily lives, as ways of navigating without inventing our world anew every 
day. Changes are, however, also an inevitable part of everyday life on different scales 
(Bech-Jørgensen 1994), whether these happen due to external events or are developed as 
everyday activism (Pink 2012). Meaning-making is an essential part of everyday life as 
meaning-making processes become a way of navigating predictability as well as changes 
(Bech-Jørgensen 1994).  
 One way of understanding the meaning-making processes in everyday life, is 
through studying the stories we tell. Studying the stories of everyday life creates openings 
for exploring the meaning-making processes of everyday life in the climate crisis, the 
storying of what is taken for granted and what could be different. Social scientists study-
ing climate change may find further insights into how we make sense of the climate crisis; 
this simultaneously abstract and specific risk, by exploring the stories that are told about 
climate crisis and perhaps find avenues for change through these stories. 
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Why everyday life stories matter 
 
The importance of stories, narratives, and language has been stated in social sciences for 
decades (Clandinin 2016). This has been presented through the narrative turn in social 
sciences (Denzin 2001), and more specifically for urban studies the argumentative turn 
in planning (Fischer and Forester 1993), and the communicative turn in planning theory 
(Healey 1993). These turns in planning theory and social sciences acknowledge that lan-
guage and communication shape the way we live and understand the world (Fjalland, 
Freudendal-Pedersen and Hartmann-Petersen 2017). For urban scholars, the stories of 
lived experiences in the city offer valuable insights as stories “… can often provide a far 
richer understanding of the human condition, and thus of the urban condition, than tradi-
tional social science, and for that reason alone, deserve more attention” (Sandercock 
2003, 12). I argue that the stories of everyday life experiences are of equal importance for 
social scientists studying the climate crisis. Stories, narratives, and storytelling are im-
portant for understanding and communicating our experiences, ideas of the world and 
abilities to respond to the climate crisis (Freudendal-Pedersen 2014; Gibson, Rose and 
Fincher 2015; Freudendal-Pedersen and Kesselring 2016; Fjalland 2019). The climate 
crisis is a ‘messy’ problem to which a clear-cut and solely technical solutions seems dif-
ficult to imagine due to its complexity (Fischer and Gottweis 2012). What everyday life 
stories can bring to climate research is a questioning of “…what counts and matters, and 
whose stories are told, and how and why. Regarding this, a question of representation, of 
storytelling, is therefore of significance because the way our stories are composed reflects 
realities” (Fjalland 2018, 6). Everyday life stories provide insights into living in the cli-
mate crisis and the situated experiences that nuances the scientific or political framing of 
the climate crisis, by studying what stories are retold, by whom and what stories are si-
lenced. Everyday life stories are in this way not a replacement for natural scientific re-
search on climate change. Rather, the perspective from everyday life stories offer nuances 
to the messy problem and take part in an interdisciplinary approach to the climate crisis 
(Freudendal-Pedersen and Kesselring 2016). 
 What, then, is a story and what makes it a story? There seems to be little agreement 
among social scientists about this. Clandinin and Connelly write that a story “…is a portal 
through which a person enters the world and by which their experience of the world is 
interpreted and made personally meaningful” (Connelly & Clandinin 2006, 375, in 
Clandinin 2016, 13). This echoes the argument that stories may enrich the understandings 
of situated experiences and the meaning-making processes of everyday life but serves 
less help in understanding what actually makes a story. 
 Some social scientists find a story to be made up by linearity, explanatory strength, 
and a structured framework. Here, a story consists of a framework, a sense of coherence, 
a potential for generalisability, recognisable conventions such as a structure or protago-
nists, and a moral tension (Sandercock 2003). This view on stories echoes the Aristotelian 
understanding of story having a beginning, a middle, and an end (Le Guin 2007). This 
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linearity resembles the idea of a story that we know from fiction such as films and litera-
ture. Fjalland writes about the view of the story as linear, straight, and simple that “…it 
restricts what can be told, how it can be told, who it can involve, and what matters and is 
considered meaningful. This restricts the use of stories as methods as this may limit the 
analytical and communicative sensitivities” (Fjalland 2019, 60).  
 Other social scientists present another view on what makes a story, namely that 
“…stories are continuously unfolding accounts, whose extensions move in many direc-
tions” (Gubrium and Holstein 2009, 228). In this sense, everyday life stories are not fixed 
or linear with defined structures. Rather, they are ongoing and complex and they evolve 
concurrently with the storyteller’s surroundings and circumstances. When studying eve-
ryday life stories, researchers are always entering and researching “in the midst” of the 
lived experiences (Clandinin 2016). The view of a story as something other than a linear 
narrative helps us as researchers to understand the ongoing storying in everyday life and 
that everyday life stories do not always lead to one interpretation. Working with stories 
from this view implies becoming attentive to the multiple, complex and differentiated 
experiences of everyday life, and becomes “…less about finding themes and more about 
asking what stories do, which is to inform human life” (Frank 2012, 2). What then, are 
the stories being told in everyday life in the climate crisis, and what might social sciences 
learn from the situated stories? The study of stories and narratives will not lead to com-
plete and universal answers, but perhaps to wonderings, imaginings, and curiosity 
(Clandinin 2016). 
 
 
Understandings of lived experiences through stories 
 
Social scientists from various disciplines have engaged with stories in everyday life is 
through narrative inquiry, an approach “…to the study of human lives conceived as a 
way of honouring lived experience as a source of important knowledge and understand-
ing” (Clandinin 2016, 17). In newer studies of narrative inquiry, emphasis is placed on 
the lived experiences, how they are narrated through stories, and how stories construct 
meaning-making of the world over time through communication with others (Paschen 
and Ison 2014; Clandinin 2016; Chase 2018). Everyday life stories may provide richer 
insights into embodied, situated experiences and are important data sources as they con-
struct reality rather than mirror reality (Paschen and Ison 2014). Meaning is constructed 
and negotiated, through the living, telling, retelling, and reliving of stories and as experi-
ences change over time, so do stories, since they are seen as processes rather than objects 
(Clandinin 2016). This means that narrative inquirers understand “…experience as a re-
lational matter, changing over time, through various interactions with other human beings 
and the physical surroundings” (Clandinin 2016, 14), and that these situated interactions 
are embedded in the different contexts that they appear in (Chase 2018). Narrative inquir-
ers are engaged in how “…people interpret the world from their specific social, historical, 
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and cultural locations and is concerned with the diversity of voices and worldviews rep-
resented through narratives” (Paschen and Ison 2014, 1086).  
 Narrative inquiry seeks to understand experiences of human lives, and as the re-
search is engaged in situated, embodied experiences, the “…knowledge developed from 
narrative inquiries is textured by particularity and incompleteness – knowledge that leads 
less to generalizations and certainties (Clandinin & Murphy, 2007) and more toward 
wondering about and imagining alternative possibilities (Bateson, 2000)” (Clandinin 
2016, 52). In this sense, experience is understood as more than what is possible to repre-
sent in the written representation of research articles, and representation always involves 
selection (Clandinin 2016). This calls for researchers to be reflexive and perform ethno-
graphic sensibility that “…opens up questions about the circumstances under which cer-
tain stories get told (or don’t get told) in everyday life, what narrators (whether people or 
organizations) are doing in relation to various audiences as they tell their stories, and the 
social consequences of their storytelling” (Chase 2018, 553). Thus, research is a collabo-
ration, where the researcher and participants collaborate as a form of researching with, 
rather than researching on (Clandinin 2016). 
 In the research I am currently conducting in my PhD fellowship, I explore how 
everyday life experiences of the climate crisis is storied in a local context through quali-
tative research with citizens in two Copenhagen neighbourhoods about their experiences 
of living in their local neighbourhood, of nature and climate change. Through interviews, 
photo elicitation (Harper 2002), walk-alongs (Kusenbach 2003), and workshops with the 
participants, I aim to explore how the climate crisis is experienced and storied by people 
in everyday life, in line with the ideas in the humanistic climate change research, pre-
sented earlier in this article.  
 Narrative inquiry may offer routes to understanding diverse stories and under-
standings of living in the climate crisis. Understanding experiences through narrative in-
quiry may help social scientists understand the differentiated ways in which we experi-
ence everyday life in a changing climate in different social, cultural, historical and geo-
graphical settings, due to the relational understanding of stories in narrative research - 
that stories are always relational and composed and shaped by surroundings.  
 
 
Some limitations to stories 
 
Before turning to the conceptualisation of three insights that everyday life stories may 
offer climate change research, I will mention some limitations to working with stories. 
First, stories and storytelling do not, as mentioned, replace natural scientific work on cli-
mate change and, as it has been mentioned in urban studies, does not replace other tools 
(Sandercock 2003). What they do, is work in conjunction with what can be termed tradi-
tional disciplines and may enrich the understandings of the messy problems. Second, it is 
not possible to capture all the stories of the city’s inhabitants and visitors and even if we 



Politik   Nummer 3 | Årgang 22 | 2019 
 

 90 

were to know all the stories, we would still need to make sense of them through interpre-
tation (Sandercock 2003, 12). The study of everyday life stories involves being reflexive 
to our gazes researchers and with what background we enter the field of study (Rose 
1997; Alvesson and Sköldberg 2018). In addition, we must be critical and question the 
truth of the stories we hear, and be attentive to why some stories get told and others do 
not (Sandercock 2003). A third limitation to the study of stories is to do with storying and 
narrating not being the only human meaning-making process: “While it is true that hu-
mans are the only storytelling species and that stories often inform, inspire, teach, and 
guide, it is not true that humans think, speak, and bring meaning to their lives only through 
storytelling…” (Chase 2018, 548). A perspective that engage with other meaning-making 
processes and actions in everyday life in the climate crisis is practice-oriented research 
(e.g. Shove and Spurling 2013).  
 
 
Everyday life stories and the climate crisis – three openings for change 
 
Everyday life stories have the potential to enrich understandings of living with the climate 
crisis and possibilities for change, as they shine light on how we understand and com-
municate our experiences, ideas of the world, and abilities to respond to climate crisis. In 
the following, I present a conceptualisation of three openings for change that everyday 
life stories may bring: Insights into taken-for-granted-ness and explanations of actions, 
imaginings of alternative futures and retellings of stories through other perspectives. The 
following is based on works with stories from urban studies that is not defined as narrative 
inquiry. My aim with this conceptualisation is to show that this work provides openings 
change in climate change that resonates with the broader tradition of narrative inquiry. 
 
 
Insights into taken-for-granted-ness and explanations of actions  
 
Social scientists, including mobilities researchers have, as mentioned above, engaged in 
how movement and the interconnected, and sometimes entangled, networks are essential 
to social life and that cities and societies must be understood through these. One opening 
for change that stories may offer to social sciences is the taken-for-granted-ness of eve-
ryday life and explanations of actions. Freudendal-Pedersen has studied how everyday 
life mobilities practices are lived and told in Copenhagen. Her concept structural stories, 
illustrates how stories sometimes function as spoken continuations of the taken-for-
granted activities in everyday life, as explanation and sometimes a defence of actions and 
as creators of paths for future actions (Freudendal-Pedersen 2009, 2015). Due to global 
risks, such as climate change, individuals must navigate the complex and messy problems 
in everyday life (Beck 2009; Giddens 2009), and individuals use stories to navigate.  
 What is particular about the structural stories is their occurrences across individ-
uals’ stories: “A structural story is a narrative that is spoken by many, and may be truer 
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for some than it is for others” (Freudendal-Pedersen 2015, 33). Drawing on the works of 
among others, Giddens, Berger & Luckmann and Fairclough, Jessop and Sayer, she de-
scribes how practices take part in the creation of discourses that become reified and insti-
tutionalised (Freudendal-Pedersen 2015). This way, the structural stories are “…under-
stood and expressed as universal truths, and as such they create paths for mobilities praxis. 
The stories also reveal contradictions in the image of Copenhagen and the way that people 
actually live and move through the city” (Freudendal-Pedersen 2015, 31). The ambiva-
lences made visible through the structural stories show the complexities of everyday life 
that include ambiguities between one’s knowledge and actions and navigating in discrep-
ancies as a daily practice (Freudendal-Pedersen 2015). 
 Freudendal-Pedersen’s work on structural stories of mobilities practices in Co-
penhagen explores how stories function as a way to reveal, and perhaps remove, barriers 
to cycling or the irrationalities in terms of mobilities choices, such as driving a car despite 
knowledge of the environmental consequences (Freudendal-Pedersen 2009, 2015). Tak-
ing inspiration from Freudendal-Pedersen’s structural stories, a colleague and I have stud-
ied coping strategies of climate change in everyday life (Bennetsen and Magelund 2015). 
Through qualitative interviews, we explored the differentiated stories of how Copenha-
geners cope with the risks of climate change in their everyday lives, which we analysed 
as four ideal types everyday life coping strategies. These coping strategies showed the 
paradoxes and irrationalities that the participants experienced when navigating their eve-
ryday life and the different explanations they would use for different actions (Bennetsen 
and Magelund 2015). As with the structural stories, the focus of our study was not on the 
actions, but on the stories that the participants gave as explanations and sometimes also 
as a defence of their daily actions. This work explored the different ways that the partic-
ipants navigated and storied their everyday life in the climate crisis, creating insights into 
the rationalities and irrationalities when navigating daily life. 
 As mentioned, narrative inquiry research state that stories are lived, told, retold, 
and relived. The structural stories show how local ‘truths’ are retold and relived by a 
group of people, in other words reified and institutionalised. In studies of the climate 
crisis, the structural stories may help to understand the irrationalities of everyday life and 
thus create understandings of the everyday life complexities and ambivalences of living 
in the climate crisis, that may be vital in order to understand barriers for change in every-
day life. 
 
 
Imaginings for alternative futures  
 
The second insight that I have chosen to present here, has to do with imaginings and 
formulations of alternative futures. Stories can be helpful in imagining change, alterna-
tives to the present and our ideas of the future (Sandercock 2003). In her work in multi-
cultural communities, Sandercock has found stories of hope to be helpful inspiration and 
that stories help to instil hope in settings where minorities have felt pessimistic about the 
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future due to power relations and oppression (Sandercock 2003). Working with stories in 
everyday life, communities, planning, and social science may have potentials to work as 
catalysts for change as they can function as a source of inspiration and help people im-
agine alternative futures (Sandercock 2003, 26). 
 Whether in everyday life settings or in social scientific work, telling a story of 
how something might be, can help us imagine alternative futures. One kind of storying 
alternative futures is through scenarios. In his works with climate change, John Urry used 
scenarios as a way to grasp possible futures in climate change (Urry 2011). Urry does 
however write that scenario building “…makes it clear that there is no single best future” 
(Urry 2011, 141) because the achievement of one goal often will mean not achieving 
others.  
 Urry’s works on scenario building involves knowledge of current trends and un-
derstandings of economic and social life processes. This kind of storying takes its depar-
ture from social science, and alternative futures might be imagined in other ways in eve-
ryday life. Grounding scenario imaginings and visualisations of different futures in eve-
ryday life experiences can be a useful way to engage research participants in envisioning 
different alternative futures, since the situated stories from different everyday life con-
texts differ. Different research methods are used to engage individuals in imagining al-
ternative futures, such as the action research inspired methods future workshop or future 
scenario workshops (Nielsen 2006; Nielsen and Nielsen 2006). By creating free spaces 
for participants to discuss alternative futures, the workshops allow participants to critique 
the present and develop utopias that avoid what is criticised in the present. (Freudendal-
Pedersen and Kesselring 2016). Here, alternative futures are developed and shared be-
tween a group of participants in a workshop, based on their individual and collective sto-
ries and experiences. 
 Utopias and dystopias can also help imaginings of alternative futures in fictional 
stories of possible futures in cities. An example of that can be found in the epilogue of 
the book The Granite Garden (Spirn 1984). Spirn concludes the book on the importance 
of planning cities with nature instead of ruling nature, with the description of two fictional 
visions of the future city: The infernal city and the celestial city (Spirn 1984). In two 
stories of future cities, the consequences of urban planning through domination of nature 
and enrichments of planning respecting nature, are manifested in the two distinct images 
of future cities: “In the present lies not only the nightmare of what the city will become 
if current trends continue, but also the dream of what the city could be” (Spirn 1984, 264). 
Alarmingly, a present-day reading of the book from 1984 brings to mind some resem-
blances between the infernal city and contemporary challenges in the climate crisis. The 
story of the celestial city, however, may spark hope as utopias are achievable if we nurture 
what we define as good. (Spirn 1984). The utopia becomes a tool, instead of a fictional 
fantasy, and utopias become a way to imagine futures through stories, by imagining other 
ways of living in or living with nature. 
 Stories in art and fictions that present alternative futures have been introduced in 
discussions of climate change and the future of cities (Swyngedouw 2010; Freudendal-
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Pedersen and Kesselring 2016) as potentials for envisioning futures in ways that are more 
connected to the everyday life and the human understandings of living in climate crisis. 
There are numerous examples of fictional stories that enables imaginings of alternative 
futures, but art may also work as ruptures (Bech-Jørgensen 1994) in everyday life that 
enables us to tell different stories about futures. Different artistic interventions have been 
used to situate climate change into everyday places to raise awareness and imagine alter-
native futures. One example is the work Ice Watch by the artist Olafur Eliasson (Eliasson 
2019). Marking the publication of IPCC’s fifth assessment report on climate change, Eli-
asson placed twelve large blocks of Greenlandic ice in front of the Copenhagen City Hall 
in October 2014, to provide “…a direct and tangible experience of the reality of melting 
arctic ice” (Eliasson 2019). The blocks of ice told the story of the grand challenges of 
global warming. Such interventions may function as a starting point for telling stories of 
the climate crisis and imagining futures that do not entail enormous amounts of ice melt-
ing due to climate change, as they interrupt the everyday life experiences and encourage 
other stories of futures.  
 The imaginings of alternative futures in climate crisis through stories and story-
telling may serve as a catalyst for change, as it enables us to question what we take for 
granted in the present and what might be different in the future. Reading, hearing, seeing 
or being asked to formulate alternative futures, be it from our everyday life or fiction or 
art, may inspire us to tell different stories of what the future might look like and thus 
inspire change. 
 
 
Retellings of stories through other perspectives  
 
When imagining alternative futures, we may become capable of retelling the stories of 
the past and the present. Stories have the possibilities to change our perspectives on the 
present world, events, and the dominant stories created by others. The third opening that 
stories may bring to social scientific climate change research concerns the ability to retell 
stories through other perspectives that become visible when engaging in the stories and 
storytelling of others. As mentioned earlier, engaging in stories may help us, researchers 
as well as participants, become reflexive about which stories are retold, and which are 
silenced, what the dominant stories of climate change are and why.  
 When stories are understood as constructive of reality, they hold the potential to 
challenge, retell or deconstruct dominant stories. Sandercock has worked with possibili-
ties to retell stories of the past: “In telling new stories about our past, our intention is to 
reshape our future” (Sandercock 2003, 22). This third opening through stories explores 
how we may formulate other stories than the dominant stories of planning (Sandercock 
2003) or responses to climate change (Fjalland 2019). The argument is that no stories 
encompass every aspect, and that (dominant) stories leave out perspectives of the embod-
ied, situated experiences of anyone other than the tellers of the stories. This opening draws 
on the idea of strong objectivity, presented by Harding, that value the perspective of the 
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other and be critical of the positions implied (Højgaard 2007, 267). By hearing the stories 
of others, we may gain new insights, and though never be able to know all stories 
(Højgaard 2007), we may become aware of other stories and perspectives and thus capa-
ble of doing something different. 
 An example from the Copenhagen area, is the work of Fjalland (2019). Inspired 
by the works of le Guin and Fisher, with her research Fjalland seeks to tell another story 
about how we are able to live with nature. In her work, she explores how we can become 
able to respond to environmental questions, through studying the practices and stories of 
people that act in response to climate change. These actions provide another perspective 
than what has been mentioned as a political hesitation on climate change (Nielsen and 
Bislev 2018). Fjalland’s ethnographic fieldwork centres around the stories of circulations 
of food and waste between restaurants and farms, and her site of study moves between 
the urban context of Copenhagen and a rural context outside the city (Fjalland 2019). 
Moving between the city and the countryside expands the understanding of the connect-
edness and entanglements in the climate crisis between the city and countryside and be-
tween humans and nonhumans: 

 
“We must search for languages that hold words and stories that spur the 
imagination for reparative futures and response-ability; of care, collabo-
ration and compassion; and we must tell many different stories, track 
down old stories, and re-tell them (Gibson et. Al 2015). We must nurture 
the capacity of being able to imagine and tell stories that push us to ques-
tion how else life could be like (Vannini & Taggart 2015, 18) and search 
for stories that invite us to rethink what our futures might feel like” 
(Fjalland 2019, 60–61). 

 
Stories are essential to the way we understand the past, present, and future. In the climate 
crisis, listening to stories of other ways of being in the world and retelling our familiar 
stories of humans and nature might spur other understandings of what it means to live 
with climate change and how we might live differently. Studying the actions and stories 
of the other may enrich our understandings of what the story of the climate crisis is, and 
how we can cope with it. 
 
 
Conclusion  
 
Stories shape the way we live and understand the world. The stories of the lived experi-
ences of an unusually hot summer, increasing sea levels and other aspects of climate 
change intermingle with our everyday lives, just as policies and global processes do. Sto-
ries are important as they may inspire reflection, imagination and action and create new 
realities. These manifold possibilities of stories reflect a collecting power of sharing, 
bringing people together, and shaping new collective stories (Sandercock 2003). Just as 
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stories and narratives are a way of creating meaning for individuals in everyday life, core 
stories of a group of people can “…give meaning to our collective life” through shared 
meaning (Sandercock 2003, 16). Living in the climate crisis is a collective condition and 
listening to the stories of others may enrich social scientific research with situated per-
spectives of this condition and what change can be. 
 In seeking to understand the complex and sometimes irrational problems precipi-
tated by climate change, social science must explore the mundane and tacit forms of 
knowledge of everyday life further. I will conclude this article by arguing that despite the 
limitations of exploring with stories, everyday life stories offer nuances and perspectives 
on situated experiences and an understanding of living in the climate crisis and openings 
for change. These perspectives are not meant as arguments for further responsibility to be 
placed on individuals, but for situated insights to be further included in policy making 
and social scientific research on climate change. Everyday life stories may enrich under-
standings of the multiple, complex, and differentiated experiences of everyday life, and 
how the climate crisis is experienced, understood, and managed, through their abilities to 
spur imaginings and curiosity. The three openings that I have presented here, illuminate 
different aspects of how stories may help us understand human experiences and responses 
in the climate crisis; explore (some of) the taken-for-granted-ness and explanations of 
everyday life actions, enable imaginings of futures that are different from the present and 
spur inspiration for other ways of being in the world - aspects that may enrich social 
scientific studies of the climate crisis further. 
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