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Wind and solar energy are essential for the world to reach 
net zero global emissions in accordance with 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change targets. The 
potential for wind and solar energy to advance the 
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) around the world 
is also without question. Rights-respecting wind and solar 
projects can also contribute to equitable rural 
development and bolster community livelihoods. The 
global installed capacity of renewable energy has more 
than doubled in the last ten years,1 with wind and solar 
energy leading this growth.2 Yet amidst this rapid 
expansion, the Business and Human Rights Resource 
Center recorded over 200 allegations of adverse human 
rights impacts in the renewable energy industry between 
2010 and 2020, 44% of which were linked to the wind and 

solar sectors.3 Many of these affect Indigenous Peoples 
and local communities and concern land rights, Free, Prior 
and Informed Consent (FPIC), and attacks against human 
rights defenders, among other impacts. Beyond the 
associated financial, operational, and reputational risks, a 
complex landscape of legal risks brings these human rights 
concerns within the purview of corporate legal teams.  

This legal risk primer serves as a companion to CCSI’s 
Business Guide: Respecting the human rights of 
communities: A business guide for commercial wind and 
solar project deployment (CCSI, 2022). It provides the 
general counsels and corporate legal teams of 
commercial wind and solar companies with an overview 
of the key legal risks that may arise from the above 
community-related human rights impacts (see Box 1.) 

 

1.  
WHAT LEGAL RISKS?

http://ccsi.columbia.edu
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
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These legal risks derive from the following sources: 

1. Host government regulators  
2. Home government regulators  
3. Community litigators 
4. Financiers 
5. Power purchase agreements 
 

Like the Business Guide, this primer’s scope is limited to 
community-related human rights impacts during project 
deployment, and does not encompass risks arising in other 
phases of the wind and solar value chains (see Box 2).  

BOX 1: TYPES OF COMMUNITY HUMAN RIGHTS IMPACTS 

Common adverse human rights impacts on communities during the deployment phase of a wind or solar project include: 

•    Land acquisition without FPIC (as a right for Indigenous communities and best practice and/or domestic legal requirement 
for other local communities) and meaningful consultation with Indigenous Peoples and other local communities; 

•    Physical and/or economic displacement of Indigenous Peoples and other local communities without fair and 
adequate compensation, affecting their human rights to property, housing, food, water,4 health, development, and 
a clean, healthy, and sustainable environment,5 among many others, as well as specific rights of Indigenous Peoples 
including the right to self-determination, and collective rights to land, territories, and resources; 

•    Loss of culture and traditions as well as impacts to community cohesion and identity of Indigenous or minority 
communities via the interference with or destruction of sacred sites, burial grounds, and areas of cultural significance; 

•    Threats, intimidation, and violence against human rights defenders via security personnel, Strategic Lawsuits 
Against Public Participation (SLAPPs),6 and other tactics;7 

•    Threats to community health and safety during project construction including physical threats from security 
personnel and temporary workers, the spread of communicable diseases via imported laborers, and environmental 
threats from poor waste management practices; and 

•    Labor rights impacts where community members are recruited locally to form part of the project’s workforce.  

This primer also includes factors that can contribute to human rights impacts, including: 

•    Bribery and corruption during project deployment that can undermine respect for community rights as well as 
the ability of communities to seek redress via legitimate processes; and  

•    Local tax avoidance, which can adversely impact human rights and sustainable development outcomes for local 
communities.8

RAW MATERIAL
EXTRACTION 

PROCESSING
& MANUFACTURING 

DISTRIBUTION
DEPLOYMENT

DECOMMISSIONING
& DISPOSAL 

BOX 2: THE DEPLOYMENT PHASE OF THE WIND AND SOLAR VALUE CHAINS

https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
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increasing awareness of, and reference to, the UNGPs 
among policy-makers, legislators, judicial and quasi-
judicial bodies, and advocates.11 As a result, this primer 
should be read together with the Business Guide, which 
contains information and practical recommendations on 
how wind and solar companies can implement the 
UNGPs to improve community-related human rights 
performance, thus helping to mitigate legal risk.

This primer’s focus is legal risk, but there is a strong nexus 
between business and legal considerations. General 
counsels and corporate legal teams often serve as not 
just technical experts, but also strategic advisors on 
corporate governance, non-judicial complaints, and 
emerging trends and risks beyond the realm of strict legal 
compliance.9 Strategic advice regarding implementation 
of the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human 
Rights (UNGPs)10 is one such area, particularly given the 

KEY TERMS

Wind and solar companies: Developers; Engineering, Procurement, and Construction companies (EPCs); Asset Owners; 
Operation and Maintenance Service Providers; and vertically integrated companies involved in commercial wind and 
solar energy projects. 

Project deployment phase: Development (feasibility, scoping), construction, and ongoing operation of wind or solar 
energy projects (see Box 2). 

Project-affected communities: All Indigenous communities as well as other local communities, especially vulnerable 
or marginalized communities, whose internationally recognized human rights are, or risk being, affected by a project. 

Human rights defenders: People who, individually or with others, act to promote or protect human rights in a peaceful 
manner.12 This may include human rights activists, lawyers, journalists, whistleblowers, and community leaders and members. 

Adverse human rights impact: When an action removes or reduces the ability of an individual or community to enjoy 
their human rights.13 

Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC): FPIC concerns the right of Indigenous and tribal peoples to collectively and 
independently decide on matters that stand to affect their lands, territories, resources, and cultural integrity. FPIC entails 
a requirement to enable participation in decisions by project-affected Indigenous Peoples, beyond consultation, and to 
respect their right to give or withhold consent—without coercion or misinformation—to any project that may affect them 
or their lands or resources. FPIC derives from Indigenous and tribal peoples’ collective rights under international law, 
including the right to self-determination.14 In addition, companies and governments are increasingly being required to 
obtain FPIC from all communities whose human rights may be put at risk. Some domestic laws, such as Liberia’s Land 
Rights Act (2018), contain FPIC requirements for all communities. Similarly, various industry and multi-stakeholder 
initiative standards, including the EO100 Standard for Responsible Energy, promote FPIC as a good practice for all affected 
communities.15 All communities also have human rights to information and public participation that must be respected.

http://ccsi.columbia.edu
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
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2. HOST GOVERNMENT 
REGULATORS

Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, 
consectetur adipiscing elit. 

BOX 3: ENVIRONMENTAL & SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENTS (ESIA) 

An ESIA requires a detailed assessment of not just the environmental, but also the likely social consequences, both 
positive and negative, of the activity for which a permit is sought.16 This includes human rights-related impacts to 
Indigenous and other local communities outlined in Box 1. In addition, both approval and ESIA processes often include 
legal requirements for meaningful engagement with project-affected communities. 

2.1 GOVERNMENT APPROVALS 

Host governments play a number of roles in relation to wind 
and solar projects, including granting approvals essential for 
companies to establish, expand, and carry out projects. 
Common examples include the award of permits and licenses 
for project commencement, zoning, land use, land clearing, 
grid connection, and power generation. For wind and 
solar companies, adverse human rights impacts may give rise 
to several legal risks in this regard, including the delay, denial, 
suspension, or revocation of permits for failure to meet social 
risk criteria. Depending on the size of the project, a common 
pre-requisite to obtaining many permits is conducting an 
Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) and 
obtaining associated approval by relevant government 
agencies (see Box 3). Larger-scale wind and solar projects will 
usually also be required to engage with affected communities.  

Examples include the following:  

•   Kenya: Project approval requires an ESIA as well as 
consultation with affected parties and communities 
via multiple communication channels, including at 
least three public meetings.17 

•   Mexico: All energy projects of a certain generating 
capacity require a stand-alone Social Impact Assessment 
(SIA), which includes a consultation process to obtain 
FPIC from affected communities.18 SIA Guidelines issued 

by the Ministry of Energy note that an SIA must ensure 
human rights are protected, adopt a participatory 
approach, incorporate gender perspectives, and use 
current and verifiable information.19 

Companies risk delays or denial of permits when they fail to 
conduct an adequate (or any) ESIA when required, fail to adjust 
a project’s design to mitigate and avoid negative social impacts, 
or when there is significant community opposition. Further, 
suspension or revocation of an existing permit may occur 
where a company is found to be causing or contributing to 
adverse human rights impacts subsequent to its issue. For 
example, Mexico’s Supreme Court revoked the license of BHCE 
Yucatan’s solar and wind project on the basis that the company 
had not obtained the FPIC of the Indigenous Ejido de Sinanché 
community.20 Similarly, Norway’s Supreme Court revoked the 
operating permits of two Fosen Vind wind farms (owned by 
Statkraft, BKW, and others) because they interfered with 
Indigenous Sami reindeer herders’ traditional grazing rights.21 
Statkraft and BKW were also pursued for interference with 
Indigenous Sami reindeer herders’ rights via the OECD 
Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises complaint mechanism.22 
Companies should note that the quality of an ESIA or SIA, 
and ensuring a balanced focus between environmental and 
social impacts within it, can be determinants of whether or 
not legal risks linked to unforeseen adverse human rights 
impacts arise later during project deployment.23
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2.2 LAND TENURE LAWS 

Given the land-intensive nature of commercial wind and 
solar projects, companies are particularly vulnerable to 
legal risks linked to land tenure which, if they eventuate, 
could prevent project deployment and result in the loss 
of all prior investment (see Box 4). Wind and solar 
companies must comply with a range of host country 
domestic legal requirements concerning land tenure and 
non-compliance may result in administrative fines, 
criminal penalties, or project suspension and termination. 
Several laws relate specifically to the acquisition of 
community lands and thus represent a heightened source 
of legal risk for wind and solar companies. These include:  

•   Requirements to recognize Indigenous and other 
customary land rights – For example, the Land Transfer 
Regulation in the state of Andhra Pradesh, India, 
prohibits the transfer of certain land to anyone but a 
person from a recognized Indigenous tribe or a 
registered Indigenous Cooperative society. The law 
also requires that land found in possession of a non-
Indigenous owner should be returned to its Indigenous 
owner.28 Penalties include fines and/or imprisonment.29 

•   Requirements for community compensation and 
benefit sharing – For example, Kenya’s Community 
Land Act (2016) requires that any agreement 
pertaining to investment in community land contains 
provisions for the payment of compensation and 
royalties, the capacity building of the community, and 
other matters indicating how the community will 
benefit from investments in their land.30 

•   Requirements for community consultation, 
participation, and FPIC – For example, Liberia’s Land 
Rights Act (2018) recognizes customary land rights and 
requires that a community’s FPIC is obtained prior to 
any “interferences” with customary land.31 Similarly, 
Kenya’s Community Land Act requires a free and open 
consultative process prior to investment in community 
land and makes it an offense to occupy or use such land 
in contravention of the Act’s provisions, the penalty for 
which includes fines and/or imprisonment.32 

•   Constitutional requirements for the protection of, 
and consultation with, Indigenous Peoples – For 
example, the Constitution of the United Mexican States 
includes protections for Indigenous Peoples, including 
a requirement for consultation with Indigenous 
communities in national, state, and local development 
planning.33 The Constitution of the Free and Sovereign 
State of Oaxaca, Mexico, also includes protections for 
Indigenous Peoples and requires consultation with, 
and the FPIC of, Indigenous communities where 
legislative or other measures could affect them.34 

An increasing number of wind and solar projects are 
facing suspension or termination as a result of domestic 
law violations. For example, Jinkosolar Investment’s 
solar project, also located in Yucatán, Mexico, was 
suspended because of its failure to obtain the FPIC of 
local communities.35 Similarly, the High Court in Meru, 
Kenya, nullified the land title deeds for the Lake Turkana 
Wind Power project on the grounds the land was 
acquired without proper consultation with, or 
compensation of, Indigenous community members, in 
violation of domestic law.36

Norway’s Supreme Court has ruled 
that two wind farms in the 
country’s west have violated the 
rights of Sámi reindeer herders.

http://ccsi.columbia.edu
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BOX 4: LAND TENURE RISK

Tenure rights refer to the relationship among individuals or 
groups, whether formal or customary, with respect to land.24 
This encompasses different types of rights including the right 
to access (e.g. to get to local water sources), use (e.g. for 
grazing or growing crops), control (e.g. decide how it is used 
or derive income from its use), or transfer (e.g. sell or lease) a 
parcel of land. Tenure rights that lack formal documentation 
may still be legitimate and should therefore be respected.25 

Land tenure risk is the risk that land offered for project 
development is subject to these pre-existing individual, 
collective, communal, or overlapping claims.26 Such risks 
are common in countries where land governance is weak, 
land rights are undocumented or otherwise insecure, 
ownership of land by women is not recognized, and 
customary uses (e.g. pastoral grazing, harvesting of forest 
products) are not well understood or protected.27 Examples 
include the Indigenous Sami reindeer herders’ case in 
Norway (see Section 2.1) and the Lake Turkana Wind Power 
case in Kenya (see Section 2.2). Land tenure risk can also 
result in significant financial and/or operational issues for 
companies because of local opposition (see Box 8). 

Kalpitiya, Sri Lanka.

Oaxaca, Mexico.
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3. HOME GOVERNMENT 
REGULATORS

Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, 
consectetur adipiscing elit. 

3.1 HUMAN RIGHTS  
DUE DILIGENCE LAWS  

An emerging regulatory landscape of mandatory 
corporate human rights due diligence (HRDD) laws 
strengthen existing due diligence requirements in line 
with expectations set out in the UNGPs and OECD 
Guidelines. These laws differ in scope (and some also 
encompass environmental due diligence, which is 
beyond the scope of this primer) but typically require 
companies that meet certain employee, revenue, or 
other thresholds and criteria to conduct ongoing HRDD 
throughout their operations and in some cases, their full 
value chains (see Box 5). The consequences of non-
compliance include administrative supervision (e.g. fines, 
orders, and exclusion from government procurement 
contracts) and civil liability.38 Existing and proposed 
examples of these laws include:  

Examples include the following:  

•   France: The Corporate Duty of Vigilance Law (2017)39 

•   Netherlands: The Child Labour Due Diligence Act (2019)40 

•   Germany: The Corporate Due Diligence in Supply 
Chains Act (2021)41 

•   Norway: The Transparency Act (2021)42 

•   Switzerland: The Ordinance on Due Diligence and 
Transparency in the Areas of Minerals and Metals from 
Conflict-Affected Areas and Child Labour (2021)43 

•   European Union: The European Commission has 
adopted a proposal for a Directive on Corporate 
Sustainability Due Diligence (2022).44 

Further examples are currently under consideration in 
several other jurisdictions.45 Although these laws are 
jurisdiction-specific, their effect can be extraterritorial 
and apply to:  

•   Foreign companies merely operating and not 
necessarily headquartered in that country; and  

•   Human rights impacts occurring abroad, including the 
deployment-related impacts detailed in Box 1.  

For example, a lawsuit was filed against France’s largest 
utility, Électricité de France (EDF), under France’s 
Corporate Duty of Vigilance Law for a failure to conduct 
adequate HRDD in relation to its wind farm development 
in Mexico resulting in a violation of the Indigenous 
Zapotec community of Unión Hidalgo’s right to FPIC in 
the use of their land.46 Other companies have received 
enforcement notices, penalties, and been taken to court 
for simply failing to develop adequate vigilance plans 
required by the French law, irrespective of whether harm 
giving rise to potential civil liability has occurred.47 
Companies have also been pursued via non-judicial 
mechanisms. For instance, EDF faced a parallel action 
under the OECD Guidelines complaint mechanism for its 
wind farm mentioned above.48 An example from another 
renewables sector is also illustrative: NorConsult was the 
subject of an OECD complaint for failing to conduct 
appropriate HRDD in relation to its hydropower projects 
in Malaysia, which resulted in adverse human rights 
impacts on Indigenous communities.49 Companies 
should also note that conducting HRDD either to comply 
with HRDD laws or simply as a good practice measure, 
may reduce legal risks associated with secondary 
criminal liability or ‘complicity’ (see Box 6), and possibly 
civil liability if HRDD evolves as a legal standard of care 
(absent specific HRDD legislation).51 

 

http://ccsi.columbia.edu
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BOX 5: WHAT DOES COMPLIANCE WITH HRDD LAWS TYPICALLY REQUIRE? 

HRDD laws differ, but typically require companies to:37  

1. Identify actual or potential adverse human rights impacts arising from business operations;  

2. Create and implement an action plan to address these risks;  

3. Continuously monitor the implementation of the action plan; and  

4. Report on the HRDD processes employed, actions taken, and their outcomes.  

HRDD should not be confused with merely undertaking social auditing. Further, HRDD differs from due diligence in 
the finance context which typically only involves an initial appraisal of human rights issues and is concerned with risks 
to business; HRDD, on the other hand, is concerned with risks to people and requires ongoing vigilance.

BOX 6: HRDD AS A TOOL TO AVOID COMPLICITY

Most national jurisdictions prohibit complicity in the commission of a crime, and several extend this liability to 
companies. In these fora, corporate liability for complicity may arise where a company contributes to an adverse 
human rights impact caused by another party that is criminally prosecutable. Tests for complicity vary by jurisdiction 
but typically assess liability in terms of both the degree of culpability (intentional, knowing, reckless, or negligent) and 
the degree of assistance provided (material, substantial). This legal risk is heightened in conflict-affected areas. 
Conducting HRDD can help a company to avoid exposure to complicity in the first place, as well as serve to potentially 
reduce the risk of legal liability by showing that it has taken proactive measures and all reasonable steps to avoid 
being complicit in adverse human rights impacts.50
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3.2 HUMAN RIGHTS  
DISCLOSURE LAWS 

Wind and solar companies may also be required to 
report on the actual or potential adverse human rights 
impacts of their operations under mandatory disclosure 
and transparency laws. Penalties for non-compliance 
with such laws range from fines for administrative 
offences to personal liability (fines and/or imprisonment) 
for company directors for reporting false or misleading 
information. These requirements arise in a range of 
different regulatory fora, including:  

•   Environmental, Social & Governance (ESG) Reporting 
Requirements: Several disclosure laws deal exclusively 
with company reporting on ESG impacts, including the 
community-related human rights impacts in this primer. 
For example, the European Union’s (EU) Non-Financial 
Reporting Directive52 adopts a “comply or explain” 
system, requiring certain entities to report annually on 
their respect for human rights and anti-corruption 
matters (among other ESG areas).53 Further, the EU’s 
proposed Corporate Sustainability Reporting Directive 
extends the NFRD scope to all large companies, requires 
more detailed reporting in accordance with mandatory 
EU sustainability reporting standards, and mandates 
assurance and digital tagging for reported information.54 

  
 

•   Corporations Laws: Disclosure of material human 
rights risks is required as part of annual financial 
reporting in some jurisdictions. For example, the 
United Kingdom’s (UK) Companies Act requires that 
certain companies produce an annual strategic report 
that includes a review of social, community, and 
human rights risks (among other ESG areas).55 

•   Stock Exchange Regulation: A growing number of 
stock exchanges require disclosure of material ESG 
risks as a condition of listing,56 including the exchanges 
in Malaysia, Indonesia, Singapore, Thailand, and 
Johannesburg.57 Some adopt a ‘comply and explain’ 
approach while others require mandatory reporting 
with enforcement via public sanctions.58 

•   Modern Slavery Disclosure Regulation: Several 
national and state jurisdictions require companies to 
report annually on their measures to address human 
trafficking and modern slavery in their operations and 
supply chains. Examples include the UK Modern Slavery 
Act, Australia’s Modern Slavery Act, the New South 
Wales Modern Slavery Act, and California’s Transparency 
in Supply Chains Act.59 

http://ccsi.columbia.edu
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3.3 LABOR RIGHTS 
PROTECTIONS  

Community-related labor rights impacts, including 
forced labor, may also give rise to legal risks during 
project deployment. In addition to the legal risks of non-
compliance with host state labor laws, several home state 
labor laws also present legal risks, particularly in the area 
of human trafficking and modern slavery. Although 
modern slavery risks are typically seen as supply chain 
issues (see Box 7), such risks could also arise during 
project deployment where community members are 
contracted directly as part of a project’s local workforce, 
indirectly via third party agencies, or as part of a state-
directed scheme.65 For example, in the US, the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Reauthorization Act creates 
extraterritorial civil and criminal liability for knowingly 
benefiting from human trafficking and forced labor.66 
Various forms of corporate liability for forced labor and 
human trafficking (often extraterritorial in reach) also 
exist in jurisdictions such as South Africa, Brazil, Qatar, 
Japan, UAE, and the EU.67

BOX 7: SUPPLY CHAIN FORCED LABOR

Although legal risks regarding supply chain forced labor fall beyond the scope of this primer, one particular risk is 
important to mention here given its salience. Allegations concerning the use of state-directed forced labor in Xinjiang, 
China for the manufacture of polysilicon used in solar panels have attracted global attention,60 led to import bans on 
Xinjiang-produced polysilicon and goods that contain it,61 and caused some audit firms to cease labor audits in the 
region amidst concerns of restricted access.62 The US introduced the Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention Act to prevent 
goods made with forced labor in Xinjiang from entering US markets.63 Crucially, 95% of solar modules require solar-
grade polysilicon and 45% of that polysilicon is produced in Xinjiang, thereby pervading the supply chains of solar 
companies globally.64

Tamil Nadu, India.
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3.4 EXTRATERRITORIAL  
ANTI-CORRUPTION LAWS 

Wind and solar companies may face heightened exposure 
to corruption – particularly bribery, collusion, and bid-
rigging – as a result of several factors, including the use of 
third-party agents to navigate local contexts, and 
deploying projects in locations with weak rule of law. 
Corruption can cause or exacerbate adverse human rights 
impacts and has been found to be a common determinant 
of renewable energy project failure.68 Corruption may also 
give rise to legal risks for wind and solar companies under 
not only host state laws, but also home state extraterritorial 
anti-corruption laws, with various criminal and civil 
penalties. Key examples include the following: 

•   The UK Bribery Act: This law makes it an offense for 
companies and other commercial organizations that 
carry on a business, or part of a business, in the UK 
(whether or not incorporated there) to bribe another 
person, be bribed, bribe a foreign public official, or fail 
to prevent bribery (including by an employee, agent 
or subsidiary).69 

  
 

•   The US Foreign Corrupt Practices Act: This law 
prohibits US companies, companies with their 
principal place of business in the US, and companies 
listed on a US stock exchange (including subsidiaries, 
officers, directors, employees, and agents) from making 
a corrupt payment (directly or via intermediaries) to a 
foreign government official (including government-
owned or controlled entities) in the US or abroad.70 
Liability also extends to any foreign company that 
commits an act in furtherance of such bribery within 
the US through interstate commerce.71 

Given the pervasive scope and extraterritorial reach of such 
laws, private and public lenders typically require vigorous 
anti-corruption and bribery representations and covenants 
in wind and solar project finance agreements, as well as 
robust anti-corruption policies and training programs. 
Thus, bribery and corruption may also give rise to legal 
risks in the provision of project finance (see Section 5). 
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4. COMMUNITY 
LITIGATORS

A key legal risk stemming from community-related adverse 
human rights impacts by wind and solar projects is exposure 
to community litigation brought in both host and home state 
fora by community members and their representatives. 
These community claims can arise from one or more of the 
impacts outlined in Box 1. Beyond the financial, operational, 
and reputational impacts of community litigation for 
companies (see Box 8), the legal outcomes can include 
project delays, alterations, suspension, and termination, as 
well as orders to pay fines and damages. Three common 
types of community-initiated action against companies – 
host state litigation, transnational tort litigation, and non-
judicial complaints – are discussed below. 

 

 

4.1 HOST STATE LITIGATION 

Companies may face litigation brought by communities 
and their representatives in host state courts for breaches 
of host state laws concerning land, community 
consultation, FPIC, labor rights, bribery, and other issues 
(see Sections 2.1, 2.2, 3.3 and 3.4). Examples include the 
cases from Kenya, Mexico, and Norway mentioned above 
(see Section 2).

BOX 8: THE COST OF COMMUNITY CONFLICT

The financial, operational, and reputational risks of adverse human rights impacts for wind and solar companies include: 

•    Operational delays and lost productivity due to community conflict, protests, roadblocks, injunctions, and other 
legal proceedings in response to adverse impacts and a lack of community consultation; 

•    Revocation of, or an inability to secure, project finance due to a failure to meet lender social impact criteria; 

•    Project write-offs including abandoned assets and projects due to a lack  
of due diligence surrounding land rights and tenure risk; 

•    Reputational damage from adverse media coverage and civil society campaigns;  

•    Financial costs and subsequent impacts on project or business viability; and 

•    Diminished return on investment, investor pressure, and decreased investor appetite. 

A study of company-community conflict in the extractives sector by the Harvard Corporate Social Responsibility Initiative 
found that the company cost of preventable conflicts could amount to $379 million in asset write-offs and $1.33 billion 
in projected reserves for a single project.72 In Oaxaca, Mexico, communities affected by the 132-turbine Mareña 
Renovables wind project challenged the project for a failure to obtain FPIC, a lack of fair compensation for their land, 
interference with traditional fishing practices and cultural rituals, and corruption in the issue of project permits.73 A 
combined approach of community roadblocks, non-judicial complaints, and litigation impeded construction and 
forced Mareña to abandon and relocate the $1.2 billion project.  



14  |  COLUMBIA CENTER ON SUSTAINABLE INVESTMENT | ALIGN

LEGAL PRIMER

4.2 TRANSNATIONAL  
TORT LITIGATION 

An evolving landscape of transnational tort claims 
brought in home state courts by community litigators 
could lead to increased legal risk for wind and solar 
companies that adversely impact the rights of 
communities, either directly or via their subsidiaries. 
Examples of both established and emerging precedent 
for such claims – and the receptiveness of home state 
courts to hear them – are evident in several jurisdictions, 
including the following:  

•   Canada: The Supreme Court of Canada in Nevsun 
Resources Ltd. v. Araya found that Canadian courts 
could enact civil remedies for corporate violations of 
customary international law and allowed the case to 
proceed.74 Nevsun was accused of complicity in the 
enslavement of mine workers in Eritrea who were 
indefinitely conscripted via military service into a 
forced labor regime and made to work at a mine for 
Nevsun’s contractors. The case subsequently settled 
out of court.75 Canada has also heard community 
litigation regarding attacks against human rights 
defenders: the Ontario Superior Court of Justice in 
Choc et al. v Hudbay Minerals allowed three related 
actions concerning, among other allegations, the 
murder of an Indigenous community leader and 
human rights defender by security personnel during a 
protest against a Hudbay subsidiary’s Guatemalan 
mine, to proceed to trial.76 The case is ongoing. 

•   UK: The UK Supreme Court in Vedanta Resources Plc v. 
Lungowe & Others held that a duty of care can exist 
between a parent company and those affected by the 
operations of its subsidiaries abroad (depending on the 
relationship between the entities and in particular the 
role the parent company had in the relevant activities 
or operations which caused the plaintiffs harm).77 The 
case, brought by 1,826 Zambian farmers and 
community members against UK company Vedanta for 
pollution of community water sources in Zambia by its 
subsidiary, Konkola Copper Mines Plc, was allowed to 
proceed but subsequently settled out of court.78 

  
 

This precedent was subsequently applied in Okpabi v 
Royal Dutch Shell, with the UK Supreme Court 
unanimously allowing Nigerian community members 
to bring a lawsuit against Royal Dutch Shell for 
environmental and human rights abuses by its 
Nigerian subsidiary.79 

•   The Netherlands: The Dutch Court of Appeal in Four 
Nigerian Farmers v Royal Dutch Shell found a limited 
duty of care in relation to a parent company’s 
response to an oil spill that occurred through its 
subsidiary’s operations in Nigeria.80 The plaintiffs, 
whose lands, fishponds, and livelihoods were affected 
by the spill, were also successful on the merits at trial.  

•   Thailand: The Bangkok South Civil Court in Hoy Mai & 
Others vs. Mitr Phol Co. Ltd held that the plaintiffs, 
around 700 Cambodian families, could bring a class 
action lawsuit against Thai company Mitr Phol for 
human rights abuses committed in Cambodia.81 The 
plaintiffs accused the company of complicity in their 
forcible displacement and the dispossession of their 
land without resettlement or compensation. The 
actions were carried out by Mitr Phol’s wholly owned 
subsidiary, Angkor Sugar, in order to clear way for an 
industrial sugar plantation.  

•   USA: Many foreign claimants, including communities, 
have invoked the Alien Tort Statute (ATS) to seek 
redress against parent and subsidiary corporations for 
human rights abuses occurring abroad that violate 
customary international law or a treaty of the US, with 
mixed results.82 While the nature and extent of future 
applications of the ATS against corporations remains 
uncertain, for now this remains a legal risk for wind 
and solar companies to consider.83 
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4.3 NON-JUDICIAL COMPLAINTS 
 

Companies may also be subject to community 
complaints (and associated dispute resolution and/or 
compliance review processes) via non-judicial grievance 
mechanisms such as those established pursuant to the 
OECD Guidelines and by various development finance 
institutions, certification schemes, and other multi-
stakeholder or sustainability-focused initiatives. Such 
community action can similarly lead to project delays, 
alterations, suspension, and compensation payments. 

  
 

For example, after Indigenous communities in Oaxaca, 
Mexico, filed a complaint to the Overseas Private 
Investment Corporation’s Office of Accountability in 
relation to various human rights impacts by the Cerro de 
Oro hydropower project financed by the institution, the 
project was suspended.84 Other examples include the 
complaints brought by Indigenous communities via the 
European Investment Bank’s (EIB) complaint office 
against Akiira (see Section 5), and under the OECD 
Guidelines against EDF, NorConsult, Statkraft, and BKW 
(see Sections 2.1 and 3.1). 

Lake Turkana wind power 
installations, Kenya.
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5. FINANCIERS

Adverse human rights impacts by wind and solar 
companies may give rise to legal risks linked to the 
provision of finance by public or private financial 
institutions. There is mounting pressure on investors 
(and, subsequently, borrowers) to comply with an 
increasing array of ESG performance standards85 such as 
the Equator Principles,86 Principles for Responsible 
Investment,87 and development finance institution 
standards such as the International Finance 
Corporation’s Environmental and Social Performance 
Standards.88 Further, regulatory frameworks such as the 
EU Sustainable Finance Disclosure Regulation impose 
both substantive and disclosure requirements on 
investors in relation to the ESG risks and adverse impacts 
of their investments.89 These developments have led to 
corresponding investor-driven pressure on companies to 
proactively implement measures to mitigate ESG 
impacts, including those that infringe the human rights 
of communities. Project finance transactions, in 
particular, enable lenders to exert significant pressure 
over companies that perform poorly in this regard. 

Amidst this landscape, finance-related legal risks for wind 
and solar companies are becoming more widespread. 
Loan agreements and common terms agreements, 
particularly with development finance institutions, 
increasingly incorporate terms and conditions that 
require companies to mitigate adverse human rights 
impacts, adhere to ESG performance standards, furnish 
evidence of ESIAs and FPIC, and provide representations 
and warranties as to ongoing regulatory compliance on 
environmental and social matters, among other 
requirements90 (see Box 9). A company’s failure to comply 
with these terms may trigger a number of events 
depending on whether the breach is characterized under 
the contract as a material breach or event of default, a 

misrepresentation, a failure to uphold a warranty or 
covenant, a failure to fulfill a condition precedent, or 
otherwise. Such events include the following:92 

•   A refusal to disburse funds to the borrower; 

•   Termination of the contract and cancellation of 
finance by the lender; 

•   Takeover of project operations by the lender; 

•   A requirement for early repayment of the loan via cash 
sweeps (applying all net cash flow to repayments) or 
acceleration (immediate repayment of the loan);93 and 

•   Enforcement of loan security interests in the 
borrower’s project assets and contracts by the lender. 

Examples from other renewables sectors are illustrative. 
For instance, the EIB withdrew its USD$190 million loan 
to Akiira’s geothermal project in Kenya following 
community grievances over the loss of their land and 
livelihood as well as impacts to their pastoralist lifestyle.94 
The project was also subject to non-judicial complaints 
via the EIB’s complaint office.95 Similarly, FMO and 
Finnfund terminated their investment contract for 
Desarrollos Energéticos S.A.’s Agua Zarca hydropower 
project in Honduras following concerns over impacts to 
the land and cultural rights of the Indigenous Lenca 
community and the murder of human rights defender 
and Indigenous activist, Berta Cáceres.96 
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BOX 9: EXAMPLE OF HUMAN RIGHTS TERMS AND CONDITIONS  
IN A PROJECT FINANCE AGREEMENT

The following clause from a loan agreement between the Asia Development Bank and the Rajasthan Renewable Energy 
Project provides an illustrative example of the incorporation of terms and conditions concerning the rights of 
Indigenous communities:91 

The Borrower shall ensure or cause the EA* to ensure that the preparation, design, construction, implementation and 
operation of the Project, each Subproject and all Project facilities comply with: 

(a) all applicable laws and regulations of the Borrower and the State relating to indigenous peoples;  

(b) the Indigenous Peoples Safeguards;  

(c) the Indigenous Peoples Planning Framework; and  

(d) all measures and requirements set forth in the respective Indigenous Peoples Plan, and any corrective or preventative 
actions set forth in a Safeguards Monitoring Report. 
 
*’EA’ or the “Project Executing Agency” for the purposes of and within the meaning of the Loan Regulations means the State and Rajasthan Rajya Vidyut Prasaran Nigam 
Limited or any successors thereto acceptable to ADB, that are jointly responsible for carrying out the Project.

Atacama Desert, Chile.
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6. POWER PURCHASE 
AGREEMENTS

Legal risks from adverse human rights impacts may also 
arise under power purchase agreements (PPAs) between 
generators (wind and solar companies producing and 
selling electricity) and one or more offtakers (electricity 
purchasers, often government utilities). PPAs are central 
to a project’s ability to secure finance, generate cash flow, 
recover costs, meet lender repayments, and turn a profit. 
A company’s performance of its obligations under a PPA is 
therefore vital to ensure overall project success.97 PPAs vary 
by project, company and region but typically require that:98 

•   Project construction begins by a certain date; 

•   Project construction is not abandoned without the 
express consent of the offtaker; 

•   The project is operational by an agreed Commercial 
Operation Date (COD); and  

•   The company complies with domestic laws, including 
those concerning environmental and social impacts. 

If a company causes, contributes to, or is directly linked to 
adverse human rights impacts through its business 
relationships during project development, construction, or 
operation, one or more of the following events may occur:99 

•   Community disputes over land tenure rights 
associated with the project site (see Section 2.2); 

•   Physical disruption to the project from community 
protests and roadblocks (see Box 8); 

•   Litigation by communities (see Section 4); 

•   Host state prosecution of project companies  
for corruption (see Section 3.4) 

•   Delay, denial, or revocation of permits  
(see Section 2.1); and 

•   Suspension or termination of the project  
(see Sections 2-5). 

These events could, in turn, affect a project’s 
construction start date, COD, compliance with domestic 
laws, or result in a project being abandoned altogether, 
all of which may result in a company breaching its 
obligations under the PPA. The legal consequences of a 
given breach depend on how it is characterized under the 
PPA, its seriousness, and whether there are other 
contributing factors (such as fault by the offtaker or force 
majeure), but typically include:100 

•   Liquidated damages: If the company fails to meet the 
COD, the PPA may require that the company pay a 
fixed sum for each week delayed or reimburse the 
offtaker for interim electricity purchases from an 
alternative provider.101 

•   Termination of the PPA: If delays to construction 
commencement or the COD exceed a certain 
threshold, the project is abandoned, or the company 
violates domestic law, the PPA may enable the offtaker 
to terminate the agreement for material breach and 
invoke other penalties, with flow-on consequences for 
project finance.102 

For example, land rights issues and a subsequent need for 
site relocation caused a 210-day delay to the COD of ReNew 
Power’s solar project under a PPA with Madhya Pradesh 
Power Management Company Limited (MPPMCL).103 The 
Supreme Court of India ordered that ReNew Power pay a 
penalty of approximately USD $1.8 million to MPPMCL as a 
result of the delay.104 General counsels and corporate legal 
teams can help companies avoid breaching PPAs by 
proactively identifying actual and potential human rights 
impacts, determining ways to prevent, mitigate, and 
account for them through the life of the contract, and 
enabling remedy for affected communities.105
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7. HOW TO MANAGE  
LEGAL RISKS?

This primer outlines wide range of different legal risks for 
wind and solar companies associated with community-
related adverse human rights impacts. Building a 
comprehensive human rights program that is aligned 
with the UNGPs and integrated throughout business 
operations can help companies involved in wind and 
solar projects to get ahead of these risks. General 
counsels and corporate legal teams can and should play 
a key role in the program’s design and implementation. 

For more information and practical recommendations 
on the core elements of such a program and how wind 
and solar companies can improve community-related 
human rights performance to help mitigate the above 
legal risks, please see the Business Guide companion to 
this legal primer: Respecting the human rights of 
communities: A business guide for commercial wind and 
solar project deployment (CCSI, 2022).

https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/content/Respecting-Human-Rights-Communities-Wind-Solar-Project-Deployment


20  |  COLUMBIA CENTER ON SUSTAINABLE INVESTMENT | ALIGN

LEGAL PRIMER

REFERENCES 
1.        International Renewable Energy Agency, Renewable Capacity Statistics (2021). 
2.        International Energy Agency, Renewables 2020: Analysis and forecast to 2025 (2021). 
3.        Business and Human Rights Resource Center, Renewable energy and human rights 

benchmark: Key findings from the wind and solar sectors (2021).  
4.        See United Nations Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, General 

Comment No.15: The right to water (2002). 
5.        See United Nations Human Rights Council, Resolution 48/13 The human right to a 

clean, healthy and sustainable environment (2021). 
6.        See Business and Human Rights Resource Center, Slapped but not silenced: 

Defending human rights in the face of legal risks (2021). 
7.        See United Nations, About human rights defenders (2021); United Nations, 

Declaration on Human Rights Defenders (1998); Business & Human Rights Resource 
Center, Human rights defenders & civic freedoms programme (2021); Business & 
Human Rights Resource Center, Land & environmental defenders (2021); Business 
& Human Rights Resource Center, In the line of fire: Increased legal protection needed 
as attacks against business & human rights defenders mount in 2020 (2021); Business 
& Human Rights Resource Center, Land & Environmental Defenders (2021); Global 
Witness, Last line of defence (2021). 

8.        See International Bar Association, Tax abuses, poverty and human rights (2013); 
Darcy, S., The elephant in the room: Corporate tax avoidance & business and human 
rights (2017). Business and Human Rights Journal, 2(1), 1-30. 

9.        Sherman, J., The corporate general counsel who respects human rights, Legal Ethics 
Journal, Routledge (2021); Sherman, J., Human rights due diligence and corporate 
governance (2022), forthcoming (to be published in 2022 by the American Bar 
Association).  

10.      United Nations, Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights (2011). 
11.      Debevoise & Plimpton, UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights at 10: 

The impact of the UNGPs on courts and judicial mechanisms (2021). 
12.      United Nations, About human rights defenders (2021); see also United Nations, 

Declaration on Human Rights Defenders (1998); 
13.      United Nations, The corporate responsibility to respect human rights: An interpretive 

guide (2012). 
14.      United Nations, Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (2007), Arts. 3, 4, 10, 

11(2), 18, 19, 28(1), and 32; International Labor Organization, Indigenous and Tribal 
Peoples Convention No. 169 (1989), Arts. 6 and 16. 

15.      UN Food and Agriculture Organization, Free Prior and Informed Consent: An 
indigenous peoples’ right and a good practice for local communities (2016); Equitable 
Origin, EO100™ Standard for Responsible Energy Development (2017), Objective 2.2 
Performance Targets, p12; Columbia Center on Sustainable Investment, 
Government briefing: Incorporating Free, Prior and Informed Consent into investment 
approval processes (2021). 

16.      IUCN, Environmental and Social Impact Assessment Guidance Note (2020). 
17.      Government of Kenya, Environmental Management and Coordination Act (1999), 

Section 58; Government of Kenya, Environment (Impact Assessment and Audit) 
Regulations (2003), Section 17. 

18.      World Resource Institute, Mexico: Policymaking to ensure energy justice in 
renewables development (2021); Government of Mexico, General Law for Ecological 
Balance and Environmental Protection (1988), Chapter IV, Section V (Environmental 
Impact Assessment). 

19.      Baker McKenzie, SENER publishes Social Impact Assessment Guidelines applicable 
to the Energy Sector, (2018). 

20.      Yucatan Times, The Supreme Court annuls permit for solar and wind farm in northern 
Yucatan (2020). 

21.      Buli, N. & Solsvik, T., Two Norway wind farms lose licence in landmark ruling over 
indigenous rights, Reuters (2021). 

22.      Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises (1976); Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 
Development, Statkraft AS and the Sami reindeer herding collective in Jijnjevaerie 
Sami Village (2016); Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, 
Society for Threatened Peoples Switzerland & BKW Group (2020). 

23.      Danish Institute for Human Rights, Scoping paper: Human rights and the energy 
transition in Kenya (2022). 

24.      Food & Agriculture Organization, What is land tenure? (2021). 

25.      Food & Agriculture Organization, Voluntary Guidelines on the Responsible 
Governance of Tenure of Land, Fisheries and Forests in the Context of National Food 
Security (2012), Articles 3A(3.2) and 3B (responsibilities of business). 

26.      TMP Systems, What is Tenure Risk (2021); USAID, Land tenure and energy 
infrastructure: Strengthening and clarifying land rights in energy infrastructure projects 
and programming (2016); Shift, Business model red flags (2021), Red Flag No.12. 

27.      Danish Institute for Human Rights, Scoping paper: Human rights and the energy 
transition in Ethiopia (2022). 

28.      Government of Andhra Pradesh, Land Transfer Regulation (1959); Raj, A., A study of 
the land rights of Adivasis in India (2020), International Journal of Law Management 
& Humanities, 3(4), 1070. 

29.      Government of Andhra Pradesh, Land Transfer Regulation (1959), Sections 6A and 6B. 
30.      Government of Kenya, Community Land Act (2016), Section 36. 
31.      Government of Liberia, Land Rights Act (2018), Article 33. 
32.      Government of Kenya, Community Land Act (2016), Sections 36, 43 & 44. 
33.      Government of Mexico, Constitution of the United Mexican States (1917), Article 2, 

particularly Article 2(B)(IX). 
34.      Government of Oaxaca, Political Constitution of the Free and Sovereign State of 

Oaxaca (1922), Articles 16, 59(LXXI), 80, and 127. 
35.      Godoy, E., Mexican communities reject Chinese solar farm in Yucatán (May 5, 2020). 
36.      Kenya News, Turkana wind project title deeds nullified in land row (October 28, 2021). 
37.      LeBaron, G., Rühmkorf, A. & Brunner, J., Forced labour evidence brief: Due diligence 

and transparency legislation, Re:Structure Lab, Stanford & Yale Universities (2021).  
38.      Shift & Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, Enforcement of 

mandatory due diligence: Key design considerations for administrative supervision 
(2021). 

39.      Government of France, Corporate Duty of Vigilance Law (2017). 
40.      Government of the Netherlands, Child Labor Due Diligence Act (2019). 
41.      Government of Germany, Corporate Due Diligence in Supply Chains Act (2021). 
42.      Government of Norway, Transparency Act (2021). 
43.      Swiss Federal Council, Ordinance on Due Diligence and Transparency in the Areas of 

Minerals and Metals from Conflict-Affected Areas and Child Labour (2021).  
44.      European Commission, Proposal for a Directive on corporate sustainability due 

diligence (2022); European Parliament, Towards a mandatory EU system of due 
diligence for supply chains (2020); European Parliament, Resolution of 10 March 2021 
with recommendations to the Commission on corporate due diligence and corporate 
accountability (2020/2129(INL)) (2021). 

45.      Business and Human Rights Resource Center, Austrian movement for mandatory 
human rights due diligence (2021); Business and Human Rights Resource Center, 
Belgium: Parliament takes first steps towards due diligence legislation by voting in 
favour of law proposal (2021); Business and Human Rights Resource Center, Dutch 
minister announces national corporate due diligence legislation (2021); Business and 
Human Rights Resource Center, Mexico’s forum ‘Human rights due diligence and 
reparation in the context of corporate activities’ explored improving business conduct 
(2020); ECIJA, Mexico: Corporate due diligence in the field of human rights: The new 
challenge for companies (2021). 

46.      European Center for Constitutional and Human Rights, Wind farm in Mexico: French 
energy firm EDF disregards indigenous rights (2020). 

47.      Brabant, S. & Savourey, E., All eyes on France – France Vigilance Law first enforcement 
cases, Cambridge Core Blog (2020); Brabant, S. & Savourey, E., All eyes on France – 
France Vigilance Law first enforcement cases: The challenges ahead, Cambridge Core 
Blog (2020). 

48.      OECD Watch, Union Hidalgo vs EDF: EDF’s violation of FPIC at wind energy park in 
Mexico (2020); Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, Specific 
instance handling under the OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises  

49.      OECD Watch, Fivas vs. Norconsult (2014). 
50.      United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, Improving accountability and 

access to remedy for victims of business-related human rights abuse: The relevance of 
human rights due diligence to determinations of corporate liability (2018); United Nations, 
The corporate responsibility to respect human rights: An interpretive guide (2012); 
Business and Human Rights Resource Center, Lundin Energy lawsuit (re complicity in 
war crimes, Sudan) (November 11, 2021); Business and Human Rights Resource Center, 
Lafarge lawsuit (re complicity in crimes against humanity in Syria) (Nov. 15, 2016). 

51.      In its interpretation of the standard of care, the Court of The Hague in Milieudefensie 
et al. v. Royal Dutch Shell Plc (2021) included reference to the UNGPs and other soft 
law instruments,. See also Cassel, D., Outlining the case for a common law duty of 
care to exercise human rights due diligence (2016), Business and Human Rights 
Journal 1(2), 179–202. 

http://ccsi.columbia.edu
https://www.irena.org/publications/2021/March/Renewable-Capacity-Statistics-2021
https://www.iea.org/reports/renewables-2020
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/2021_Renewable_Energy_Benchmark_v4.pdf
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/2021_Renewable_Energy_Benchmark_v4.pdf
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/2021_Renewable_Energy_Benchmark_v4.pdf
https://www2.ohchr.org/english/issues/water/docs/CESCR_GC_15.pdf
https://www2.ohchr.org/english/issues/water/docs/CESCR_GC_15.pdf
https://www2.ohchr.org/english/issues/water/docs/CESCR_GC_15.pdf
https://undocs.org/A/HRC/RES/48/13
https://undocs.org/A/HRC/RES/48/13
https://undocs.org/A/HRC/RES/48/13
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/2021_SLAPPs_Briefing_EN_v51.pdf
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/2021_SLAPPs_Briefing_EN_v51.pdf
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/2021_SLAPPs_Briefing_EN_v51.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/en/issues/srhrdefenders/pages/defender.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/en/issues/srhrdefenders/pages/declaration.aspx
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/from-us/human-rights-defenders-database/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/big-issues/human-rights-defenders-civic-freedoms/land-environment-defenders/
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/HRD_2020_Snapshot_EN_.pdf
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/HRD_2020_Snapshot_EN_.pdf
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/HRD_2020_Snapshot_EN_.pdf
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/big-issues/human-rights-defenders-civic-freedoms/land-environment-defenders/
https://www.globalwitness.org/en/campaigns/environmental-activists/last-line-defence/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/es/%C3%BAltimas-noticias/pdf-tax-abuses-poverty-and-human-rights-a-report-of-the-international-bar-associations-human-rights-institute-task-force-on-illicit-financial-flows-poverty-and-human-rights/
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/div-classtitlethe-elephant-in-the-room-corporate-tax-avoidance-andamp-business-and-human-rightsdiv/1D615D47FB0632DCFE365DB10F07ACF7
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/div-classtitlethe-elephant-in-the-room-corporate-tax-avoidance-andamp-business-and-human-rightsdiv/1D615D47FB0632DCFE365DB10F07ACF7
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/div-classtitlethe-elephant-in-the-room-corporate-tax-avoidance-andamp-business-and-human-rightsdiv/1D615D47FB0632DCFE365DB10F07ACF7
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/1460728x.2021.1979731
https://www.ohchr.org/documents/publications/guidingprinciplesbusinesshr_en.pdf
https://www.debevoise.com/insights/publications/2021/07/un-guiding-principles
https://www.debevoise.com/insights/publications/2021/07/un-guiding-principles
https://www.debevoise.com/insights/publications/2021/07/un-guiding-principles
https://www.ohchr.org/en/issues/srhrdefenders/pages/defender.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/en/issues/srhrdefenders/pages/declaration.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/documents/publications/hr.pub.12.2_en.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/documents/publications/hr.pub.12.2_en.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/documents/publications/hr.pub.12.2_en.pdf
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/declaration-on-the-rights-of-indigenous-peoples.html
https://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLEXPUB:12100:0::NO::P12100_ILO_CODE:C169
https://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLEXPUB:12100:0::NO::P12100_ILO_CODE:C169
https://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLEXPUB:12100:0::NO::P12100_ILO_CODE:C169
https://www.fao.org/3/i6190e/i6190e.pdf
https://www.fao.org/3/i6190e/i6190e.pdf
https://www.fao.org/3/i6190e/i6190e.pdf
https://energystandards.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/EO100-Standard-for-Responsible-Energy-Development_2017_PT.pdf
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/sites/default/files/content/Briefing-FPIC%20and%20investment%20approval%20(July%202020).pdf
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/sites/default/files/content/Briefing-FPIC%20and%20investment%20approval%20(July%202020).pdf
https://ccsi.columbia.edu/sites/default/files/content/Briefing-FPIC%20and%20investment%20approval%20(July%202020).pdf
https://www.iucn.org/sites/dev/files/iucn_esms_esia_guidance_note.pdf
https://www.nema.go.ke/
https://www.nema.go.ke/images/Docs/Regulations/Revised%20EIA%20Regulations-1.pdf
https://www.nema.go.ke/images/Docs/Regulations/Revised%20EIA%20Regulations-1.pdf
https://www.nema.go.ke/images/Docs/Regulations/Revised%20EIA%20Regulations-1.pdf
https://www.wri.org/just-transitions/mexico
https://www.wri.org/just-transitions/mexico
https://www.wri.org/just-transitions/mexico
https://www.wipo.int/edocs/lexdocs/laws/en/mx/mx028en.pdf
https://www.wipo.int/edocs/lexdocs/laws/en/mx/mx028en.pdf
https://www.wipo.int/edocs/lexdocs/laws/en/mx/mx028en.pdf
https://www.bakermckenzie.com/-/media/files/insight/publications/2018/06/al_senerpublishessocialimpactassessment_june2018.pdf
https://www.bakermckenzie.com/-/media/files/insight/publications/2018/06/al_senerpublishessocialimpactassessment_june2018.pdf
https://www.bakermckenzie.com/-/media/files/insight/publications/2018/06/al_senerpublishessocialimpactassessment_june2018.pdf
https://www.theyucatantimes.com/2020/05/the-supreme-court-annuls-permit-for-solar-and-wind-farm-in-northern-yucatan/
https://www.theyucatantimes.com/2020/05/the-supreme-court-annuls-permit-for-solar-and-wind-farm-in-northern-yucatan/
https://www.theyucatantimes.com/2020/05/the-supreme-court-annuls-permit-for-solar-and-wind-farm-in-northern-yucatan/
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/two-norway-wind-farms-lose-licence-landmark-ruling-over-indigenous-rights-2021-10-11/
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/two-norway-wind-farms-lose-licence-landmark-ruling-over-indigenous-rights-2021-10-11/
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/two-norway-wind-farms-lose-licence-landmark-ruling-over-indigenous-rights-2021-10-11/
https://www.oecd.org/daf/inv/mne/48004323.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/daf/inv/mne/48004323.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/daf/inv/mne/48004323.pdf
https://mneguidelines.oecd.org/database/instances/se0004.htm
https://mneguidelines.oecd.org/database/instances/se0004.htm
https://mneguidelines.oecd.org/database/instances/se0004.htm
http://mneguidelines.oecd.org/database/instances/ch0020.htm
https://www.humanrights.dk/sites/humanrights.dk/files/media/document/Ethiopia%20Energy%20Transition%20and%20Human%20Rights%20Scoping_accessible.pdf
https://www.humanrights.dk/sites/humanrights.dk/files/media/document/Ethiopia%20Energy%20Transition%20and%20Human%20Rights%20Scoping_accessible.pdf
https://www.humanrights.dk/sites/humanrights.dk/files/media/document/Ethiopia%20Energy%20Transition%20and%20Human%20Rights%20Scoping_accessible.pdf
https://www.fao.org/3/y4307e/y4307e05.htm
https://www.fao.org/3/i2801e/i2801e.pdf
https://www.fao.org/3/i2801e/i2801e.pdf
https://www.fao.org/3/i2801e/i2801e.pdf
https://www.fao.org/3/i2801e/i2801e.pdf
https://www.fao.org/3/i2801e/i2801e.pdf
https://tmpsystems.net/new-page-1/
https://land-links.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/USAID_Land_Tenure_Energy_Infrastructure_Issue_Brief-1.pdf
https://land-links.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/USAID_Land_Tenure_Energy_Infrastructure_Issue_Brief-1.pdf
https://land-links.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/USAID_Land_Tenure_Energy_Infrastructure_Issue_Brief-1.pdf
https://land-links.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/USAID_Land_Tenure_Energy_Infrastructure_Issue_Brief-1.pdf
https://land-links.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/USAID_Land_Tenure_Energy_Infrastructure_Issue_Brief-1.pdf
https://shiftproject.org/resource/business-model-red-flags/red-flags-about/
https://www.humanrights.dk/sites/humanrights.dk/files/media/document/Ethiopia%20Energy%20Transition%20and%20Human%20Rights%20Scoping_accessible.pdf
https://www.humanrights.dk/sites/humanrights.dk/files/media/document/Ethiopia%20Energy%20Transition%20and%20Human%20Rights%20Scoping_accessible.pdf
https://www.humanrights.dk/sites/humanrights.dk/files/media/document/Ethiopia%20Energy%20Transition%20and%20Human%20Rights%20Scoping_accessible.pdf
https://resourceequity.org/record/33-andhra-pradesh-scheduled-areas-land-transfer-regulation/
https://www.ijlmh.com/wp-content/uploads/A-Study-of-the-Land-Rights-of-Adivasis-in-India.pdf
https://www.ijlmh.com/wp-content/uploads/A-Study-of-the-Land-Rights-of-Adivasis-in-India.pdf
https://www.ijlmh.com/wp-content/uploads/A-Study-of-the-Land-Rights-of-Adivasis-in-India.pdf
https://resourceequity.org/record/33-andhra-pradesh-scheduled-areas-land-transfer-regulation/
https://landcommission.go.ke/media/erp/upload/communitylandact27of2016.pdf
https://ilo.org/dyn/natlex/docs/ELECTRONIC/108719/134558/F-880822474/LBR108719.pdf
https://landcommission.go.ke/media/erp/upload/communitylandact27of2016.pdf
https://www.constituteproject.org/constitution/Mexico_2015.pdf
https://www.oaxaca.gob.mx/jaespo/wp-content/uploads/sites/50/2019/07/Constitucio%CC%81n-Poli%CC%81tica-del-Estado-Libre-y-Soberano-de-Oaxaca..pdf
https://www.oaxaca.gob.mx/jaespo/wp-content/uploads/sites/50/2019/07/Constitucio%CC%81n-Poli%CC%81tica-del-Estado-Libre-y-Soberano-de-Oaxaca..pdf
https://www.oaxaca.gob.mx/jaespo/wp-content/uploads/sites/50/2019/07/Constitucio%CC%81n-Poli%CC%81tica-del-Estado-Libre-y-Soberano-de-Oaxaca..pdf
https://dialogochino.net/en/climate-energy/35244-mexican-communities-reject-chinese-solar-yucatan/
https://www.breakingkenyanews.com/2021/10/turkana-wind-project-title-deeds.html
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/6055c0601c885456ba8c962a/t/60660e41b634ac7381898670/1617301058609/ReStructureLab_DueDiligenceAndTransparencyLegislation_April2021.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/6055c0601c885456ba8c962a/t/60660e41b634ac7381898670/1617301058609/ReStructureLab_DueDiligenceAndTransparencyLegislation_April2021.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/6055c0601c885456ba8c962a/t/60660e41b634ac7381898670/1617301058609/ReStructureLab_DueDiligenceAndTransparencyLegislation_April2021.pdf
https://shiftproject.org/resource/enforcement-mhrdd-design/
https://shiftproject.org/resource/enforcement-mhrdd-design/
https://shiftproject.org/resource/enforcement-mhrdd-design/
https://shiftproject.org/resource/enforcement-mhrdd-design/
https://respect.international/french-corporate-duty-of-vigilance-law-english-translation/
https://zoek.officielebekendmakingen.nl/stb-2019-401.html
https://www.bmas.de/SharedDocs/Downloads/DE/Internationales/act-corporate-due-diligence-obligations-supply-chains.pdf
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/c33c3faf340441faa7388331a735f9d9/no/pdfs/prp202020210150000dddpdfs.pdf
https://www.fedlex.admin.ch/eli/cc/2021/847/en
https://www.fedlex.admin.ch/eli/cc/2021/847/en
https://www.fedlex.admin.ch/eli/cc/2021/847/en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/proposal-directive-corporate-sustainable-due-diligence-and-annex_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/proposal-directive-corporate-sustainable-due-diligence-and-annex_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/proposal-directive-corporate-sustainable-due-diligence-and-annex_en
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2020/659299/EPRS_BRI(2020)659299_EN.pdf
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2020/659299/EPRS_BRI(2020)659299_EN.pdf
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2020/659299/EPRS_BRI(2020)659299_EN.pdf
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2020/659299/EPRS_BRI(2020)659299_EN.pdf
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2020/659299/EPRS_BRI(2020)659299_EN.pdf
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/austrian-movement-for-mandatory-human-rights-due-diligence/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/austrian-movement-for-mandatory-human-rights-due-diligence/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/austrian-movement-for-mandatory-human-rights-due-diligence/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/belgium-parliament-takes-first-steps-towards-due-diligence-legislation-by-voting-in-favour-of-law-proposal/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/belgium-parliament-takes-first-steps-towards-due-diligence-legislation-by-voting-in-favour-of-law-proposal/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/belgium-parliament-takes-first-steps-towards-due-diligence-legislation-by-voting-in-favour-of-law-proposal/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/dutch-minister-announces-national-corporate-due-diligence-legislation/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/dutch-minister-announces-national-corporate-due-diligence-legislation/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/dutch-minister-announces-national-corporate-due-diligence-legislation/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/blog/mexicos-forum-human-rights-due-diligence-and-reparation-in-the-context-of-corporate-activities-explored-improving-business-conduct/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/blog/mexicos-forum-human-rights-due-diligence-and-reparation-in-the-context-of-corporate-activities-explored-improving-business-conduct/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/blog/mexicos-forum-human-rights-due-diligence-and-reparation-in-the-context-of-corporate-activities-explored-improving-business-conduct/
https://ecija.com/en/sala-de-prensa/mexico-corporate-due-diligence-in-the-field-of-human-rights-the-new-challenge-for-companies/#:~:text=Due%20diligence%20implies%20that%20States,to%20ensure%20the%20companies%27%20behavior
https://ecija.com/en/sala-de-prensa/mexico-corporate-due-diligence-in-the-field-of-human-rights-the-new-challenge-for-companies/#:~:text=Due%20diligence%20implies%20that%20States,to%20ensure%20the%20companies%27%20behavior
https://ecija.com/en/sala-de-prensa/mexico-corporate-due-diligence-in-the-field-of-human-rights-the-new-challenge-for-companies/#:~:text=Due%20diligence%20implies%20that%20States,to%20ensure%20the%20companies%27%20behavior
https://www.ecchr.eu/fileadmin/Fallbeschreibungen/CASE_RESPORT_EDF_MEXICO_NOV2020.pdf
https://www.ecchr.eu/fileadmin/Fallbeschreibungen/CASE_RESPORT_EDF_MEXICO_NOV2020.pdf
https://www.ecchr.eu/fileadmin/Fallbeschreibungen/CASE_RESPORT_EDF_MEXICO_NOV2020.pdf
https://perma.cc/QZ2L-3HZU
https://perma.cc/QZ2L-3HZU
https://perma.cc/QZ2L-3HZU
https://perma.cc/ENZ3-9R9N
https://perma.cc/ENZ3-9R9N
https://perma.cc/ENZ3-9R9N
https://www.oecdwatch.org/complaint/union-hidalgo-vs-edf-group/
https://www.oecdwatch.org/complaint/union-hidalgo-vs-edf-group/
https://www.oecdwatch.org/complaint/union-hidalgo-vs-edf-group/
https://mneguidelines.oecd.org/specificinstances.htm
https://mneguidelines.oecd.org/specificinstances.htm
https://mneguidelines.oecd.org/specificinstances.htm
https://www.oecdwatch.org/complaint/fivas-vs-norconsult/
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/1637328?ln=en
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/1637328?ln=en
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/1637328?ln=en
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/1637328?ln=en
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/1637328?ln=en
https://www.ohchr.org/documents/publications/hr.pub.12.2_en.pdf
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/lundin-petroleum-lawsuit-re-complicity-war-crimes-sudan/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/lundin-petroleum-lawsuit-re-complicity-war-crimes-sudan/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/lundin-petroleum-lawsuit-re-complicity-war-crimes-sudan/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/lafarge-lawsuit-re-complicity-in-crimes-against-humanity-in-syria/
https://uitspraken-rechtspraak-nl.translate.goog/inziendocument?id=ECLI:NL:RBDHA:2021:5339&_x_tr_sl=auto&_x_tr_tl=en&_x_tr_hl=en&_x_tr_pto=nui
https://uitspraken-rechtspraak-nl.translate.goog/inziendocument?id=ECLI:NL:RBDHA:2021:5339&_x_tr_sl=auto&_x_tr_tl=en&_x_tr_hl=en&_x_tr_pto=nui
https://uitspraken-rechtspraak-nl.translate.goog/inziendocument?id=ECLI:NL:RBDHA:2021:5339&_x_tr_sl=auto&_x_tr_tl=en&_x_tr_hl=en&_x_tr_pto=nui
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/abs/outlining-the-case-for-a-common-law-duty-of-care-of-business-to-exercise-human-rights-due-diligence/0AC3AC3B131615011C802628A1750408
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/abs/outlining-the-case-for-a-common-law-duty-of-care-of-business-to-exercise-human-rights-due-diligence/0AC3AC3B131615011C802628A1750408
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/abs/outlining-the-case-for-a-common-law-duty-of-care-of-business-to-exercise-human-rights-due-diligence/0AC3AC3B131615011C802628A1750408


COLUMBIA CENTER ON SUSTAINABLE INVESTMENT | ALIGN  |  21

RESPECTING THE HUMAN RIGHTS OF COMMUNITIES  A LEGAL RISK PRIMER FOR COMMERCIAL WIND AND SOLAR PROJECT DEPLOYMENT

52.      European Parliament, Non-Financial Reporting Directive (2014); European 
Commission, Guidelines on Non-Financial Reporting (2017). 

53.      European Parliament, Non-Financial Reporting Directive (2014), Article 19(a); See 
Jeffrey, C., Comparing the implementation of the EU Non-Financial Reporting 
Directive in the UK, Germany, France and Italy (2017).  

54.      See European Parliament, Proposal for a Corporate Sustainability Reporting Directive 
(2021); European Commission, Corporate sustainability reporting. 

55.      Government of the United Kingdom, Companies Act (2006), Section 385 &414C; see 
also UK Financial Reporting Council, Guidance on the Strategic Report (2018), which 
asks companies to consider the following questions when disclosing risks that 
might be considered material to shareholders: (1) Social and community matters: 
Is the entity’s business dependent on relationships with certain communities? Does 
the entity perform a strategically important role in society – by providing essential 
or critical services for example?; and (2) Respect for human rights: How does the 
entity’s business model ensure protection of human rights? Where are the areas of 
risk to those rights? How does this vary in the different geographical locations in 
which the entity operates? (p.33). Significantly, a failure to comply attracts the same 
liability associated with traditional corporate annual reporting, including directors 
potentially being liable to the company if the company suffers a resulting loss. 
Investors who suffer loss as a result of reliance on such disclosures or omissions 
might also have a claim against the company or its directors; see Exten-Wright, J. 
& Clark, J., Human rights reporting (2016), DLA Piper, and also Hackett, D., Demas, 
R., Sanders, D., Wicha, J. & Fowler, A., Growing ESG risks: The rise of litigation (2020). 

56.      The growing membership of the Sustainable Stock Exchanges Initiative, launched 
in 2010 to enhance performance on ESG issues and encourage sustainable 
investment, signals that these mandatory disclosure requirements will likely 
become more widespread. See Sustainable Stock Exchange Initiative, About the 
SSE initiative (2019).  

57.      Sustainable Stock Exchange Initiative, Bursa Malaysia (n.d.); Sustainable Stock 
Exchange Initiative, Indonesia Stock Exchange (n.d.); Sustainable Stock Exchange 
Initiative, Singapore Exchange (n.d.); Sustainable Stock Exchange Initiative, Stock 
Exchange of Thailand (n.d.); Sustainable Stock Exchange Initiative, Johannesburg 
Stock Exchange (n.d.). 

58.      Singapore Exchange, Enforcement (n.d.). 
59.      Government of the United Kingdom, Modern Slavery Act (2015); Government of 

Australia, Modern Slavery Act (2018); Government of New South Wales, Modern 
Slavery Act (2018); Government of California, Transparency in Supply Chains Act 
(2010). 

60.      See Swanson, A. & Buckley, C., Chinese solar companies tied to use of forced labor 
(January 8, 2021), New York Times. Fair Labour Association, Statement on sourcing 
from China (December 23, 2020). 

61.      See Government of the United States, Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention Act (2021); 
Kaplan, T., Buckley, C. & Plumer, B., U.S. bans imports of some Chinese solar materials 
tied to forced labor (June 24, 2021), New York Times. 

62.      See Xiao, E., Auditors to stop inspecting factories in China’s Xinjiang despite forced-
labor concerns (September 21, 2020), Wall Street Journal. 

63.      See Government of the United States, Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention Act (2021). 
64.      See Murphy, L. & Elimä, N., In broad daylight: Uyghur forced labour and global solar 

supply chains (2021), Sheffield, UK: Sheffield Hallam University Helena Kennedy 
Centre for International Justice. 

65.      See fact scenario from the Canadian Supreme Court case of Nevsun Resources Ltd. 
v. Araya (2020). 

66.      Government of US, Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthorization Act (2008). 
67.      Institute for Human Rights and Business, Corporate liability for forced labour and 

human trafficking (2016); European Parliament, Human Trafficking Directive (2011). 
68.      See Drewert, J. & Banerjee, K., Linking Human Rights And Anti-Corruption 

Compliance, UN Global Compact (2016); Ikejemba, E. et al., Failures and generic 
recommendations towards the sustainable management of renewable energy 
projects in Sub-Saharan Africa, Renewable Energy 113 (2017). 

69.      Government of the United Kingdom, Bribery Act (2010), Sections 1-14; Government 
of the United Kingdom, Bribery Act Guidance (2010). 

70.      US Government, Foreign Corrupt Practices Act (1977), Sections 78dd-1 and 78dd-2. 
71.      US Government, Foreign Corrupt Practices Act (1977), Section 78dd-3 (see also 78m 

& 78ff). 
72.      See Davis, R. & Franks, D., Costs of company-community conflict in the extractive 

sector Harvard Kennedy School Corporate Social Responsibility Initiative (2014). 

73.      See Wilson Center. Enticed by the wind: A case study in the social and historical 
context of wind energy development in southern Mexico (2015); Lilian, B., Mexico court 
puts stop to 396 MW wind farm (January 16, 2018). 

74.      Supreme Court of Canada, Nevsun Resources Ltd. v. Araya (2020); VanDuzer, J.A. & 
Simons, P., 2020 Developments in Home State Foreign Direct Investment Policies, 
in Sachs, L. et al. (Eds.), 2020 Yearbook of International Investment Law and Policy, 
(2021), Oxford University Press. 

75.      See Brend, Y., Landmark settlement is a message to Canadian companies extracting 
resources overseas: Amnesty International (October 23, 2020). 

76.      Ontario Superior Court of Justice, Choc et al v Hudbay Minerals (2013).  
77.      UK Supreme Court, Vedanta Resources Plc v. Lungowe and Others (2019); Curle, J., 

Ellington, S. & Rees, I., Supreme Court rules Vedanta case on parent company liability 
for actions of overseas subsidiary can proceed to trial (April 11, 2019); Van Ho, T., 
United Kingdom Supreme Court - extraterritorial jurisdiction - business and human 
rights - civil claims (2020), The American Journal of International Law, 114(1), 110; 
Meeran, R., Multinational human rights litigation in the UK: A retrospective, Business 
and Human Rights Journal (2021) pp. 1–15. 

78.      Reuters, Vedanta Resources settles Zambia copper mine pollution claim (January 19, 
2021). 

79.      UK Supreme Court, Okpabi & Others v Royal Dutch Shell plc & Anor (2021); Lucas 
Roorda, Lowering the bar (in a good way): the UK Supreme Court decision in Okpabi 
v Shell, Rights as Usual, (February 17, 2021). 

80.      The Hague Court of Appeal, Four Nigerian Farmers & Stichting Milieudefensie v Royal 
Dutch Shell plc & Another (2021); Lucas Roorda, Wading through the (polluted) mud: 
the Hague Court of Appeals rules on Shell in Nigeria, Rights as Usual, (February 2, 
2021). 

81.      Bangkok South Civil Court, Hoy Mai & Others vs. Mitr Phol Co. Ltd (2020); Chandran, 
R., Bangkok court admits Cambodia farmers’ lawsuit against Thai sugar firm, Reuters 
(2020); Inclusive Development International, Case brief: Class action lawsuit by 
Cambodian villagers against Mitr Phol Sugar Corporation (2018). 

82.      US Government, Alien Tort Statute (1789); Winarsky Green, K. & McKenzie, T., Looking 
without and looking Within: Nestlé v. Doe and the legacy of the Alien Tort Statute, 
American Society of International Law (2021). 

83.      US Supreme Court, Nestlé USA, Inc. v. Doe (2021); Gibson Dunn, Supreme court limits 
extraterritorial reach of The Alien Tort Statute (June 17, 2021); Jones Day, Supreme 
Court again reins in scope of claims under the Alien Tort Statute (June 17, 2021); 
VanDuzer, J.A. & Simons, P., 2020 Developments in Home State Foreign Direct 
Investment Policies (2021), Oxford University Press. 

84.      Accountability Counsel, Mexico: Oaxaca Hydroelectric (2013); Accountability 
Counsel, Mexico: The Cerro de Oro Project (2014). 

85.      Eccles, R. & Klimenko, S., The Investor Revolution (2019), Harvard Business Review, 
1; Boffo, R., & R. Patalano, ESG Investing: Practices, Progress and Challenges (2020), 
OECD. 

86.      Equator Principles Association, The Equator Principles (2003). 
87.      PRI, The Principles for Responsible Investment (2006). 
88.      International Finance Corporation, Performance Standards (2012). 
89.      European Commission, Sustainable Finance Disclosure Regulation (2019); European 

Commission, Sustainable Finance Taxonomy Regulation (2020); European 
Commission, Draft report by Subgroup 4: Social taxonomy (2021). 

90.      Equator Principles Association, Guidance for Equator Principles financial institutions 
on incorporating environmental and social considerations into loan documentation 
(2020). 

91.      Asia Development Bank, Loan Agreement for Rajasthan Renewable Energy Project 
(2014), Schedule 5, Section 8. 

92.      Dewar, J. (ed.), International project finance: Law and practice (2011), p.181, Oxford 
University Press. 

93.      Yescombe, E., Principles of project finance (2013), p.395, San Diego: Elsevier Science 
& Technology.  

94.      Takouleu, J., Kenya: EIB cancels $190 million loan for Akiira geothermal project 
(November 4, 2019); International Accountability Project, The Akiira 1 geothermal 
power plant project in Kenya (2018). 

95.      European Investment Bank, GEEREF – Akiira geothermal power plant (2020). 
96.      BankTrack, Agua Zarca hydro project (December 1, 2018); FMO, FMO and Agua Zarca 

(2021); FMO, FMO and Finnfund finalize exit Agua Zarca (July 6, 2017). 
97.      World Bank, Power purchase agreements and energy purchase agreements (2021). 

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32014L0095&from=FI
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52017XC0705(01)&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32014L0095&from=FI
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/files/documents/FB_Comparing_the_EU_Non-Financial_Reporting_Directive_FINAL.pdf
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/files/documents/FB_Comparing_the_EU_Non-Financial_Reporting_Directive_FINAL.pdf
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/files/documents/FB_Comparing_the_EU_Non-Financial_Reporting_Directive_FINAL.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52021PC0189&from=EN
https://ec.europa.eu/info/business-economy-euro/company-reporting-and-auditing/company-reporting/corporate-sustainability-reporting_en
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2006/46/section/385
https://www.frc.org.uk/getattachment/fb05dd7b-c76c-424e-9daf-4293c9fa2d6a/Guidance-on-the-Strategic-Report-31-7-18.pdf
https://www.dlapiper.com/en/belgium/focus/human-rights-reporting/
https://www.bakermckenzie.com/-/media/files/insight/publications/2020/10/growing_esg_risks_the_rise_of_litigation.pdf
https://sseinitiative.org/about/
https://sseinitiative.org/about/
https://sseinitiative.org/about/
https://sseinitiative.org/stock-exchange/bursa-malaysia/
https://sseinitiative.org/stock-exchange/idx/
https://sseinitiative.org/stock-exchange/sgx/
https://sseinitiative.org/stock-exchange/set/
https://sseinitiative.org/stock-exchange/set/
https://sseinitiative.org/stock-exchange/set/
https://sseinitiative.org/stock-exchange/jse/
https://sseinitiative.org/stock-exchange/jse/
https://sseinitiative.org/stock-exchange/jse/
https://www.sgx.com/regulation/enforcement
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2015/30/contents/enacted
https://www.legislation.gov.au/Details/C2018A00153
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-2018-030
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-2018-030
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-2018-030
https://oag.ca.gov/sites/all/files/agweb/pdfs/cybersafety/sb_657_bill_ch556.pdf
https://oag.ca.gov/sites/all/files/agweb/pdfs/cybersafety/sb_657_bill_ch556.pdf
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/01/08/business/economy/china-solar-companies-forced-labor-xinjiang.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/01/08/business/economy/china-solar-companies-forced-labor-xinjiang.html
https://www.fairlabor.org/blog/entry/fla-statement-sourcing-china
https://www.fairlabor.org/blog/entry/fla-statement-sourcing-china
https://www.fairlabor.org/blog/entry/fla-statement-sourcing-china
https://www.govinfo.gov/app/details/BILLS-117s65es
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/06/24/business/economy/china-forced-labor-solar.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/06/24/business/economy/china-forced-labor-solar.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/06/24/business/economy/china-forced-labor-solar.html
https://www.wsj.com/articles/auditors-say-they-no-longer-will-inspect-labor-conditions-at-xinjiang-factories-11600697706
https://www.wsj.com/articles/auditors-say-they-no-longer-will-inspect-labor-conditions-at-xinjiang-factories-11600697706
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/PLAW-117publ78/pdf/PLAW-117publ78.pdf
https://www.shu.ac.uk/helena-kennedy-centre-international-justice/research-and-projects/all-projects/in-broad-daylight
https://www.shu.ac.uk/helena-kennedy-centre-international-justice/research-and-projects/all-projects/in-broad-daylight
https://www.shu.ac.uk/helena-kennedy-centre-international-justice/research-and-projects/all-projects/in-broad-daylight
https://www.canlii.org/en/ca/scc/doc/2020/2020scc5/2020scc5.html
https://www.canlii.org/en/ca/scc/doc/2020/2020scc5/2020scc5.html
https://www.canlii.org/en/ca/scc/doc/2020/2020scc5/2020scc5.html
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/PLAW-110publ457/pdf/PLAW-110publ457.pdf
https://www.ihrb.org/uploads/reports/IHRB%2C_Corporate_Liability_for_Forced_Labour_and_Human_Trafficking%2C_Oct._2016.pdf
https://www.ihrb.org/uploads/reports/IHRB%2C_Corporate_Liability_for_Forced_Labour_and_Human_Trafficking%2C_Oct._2016.pdf
https://www.ihrb.org/uploads/reports/IHRB%2C_Corporate_Liability_for_Forced_Labour_and_Human_Trafficking%2C_Oct._2016.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX:32011L0036
https://d306pr3pise04h.cloudfront.net/docs/issues_doc%2Fhuman_rights%2FHuman_Rights_and_Anti_Corruption_Compliance+.pdf
https://d306pr3pise04h.cloudfront.net/docs/issues_doc%2Fhuman_rights%2FHuman_Rights_and_Anti_Corruption_Compliance+.pdf
https://d306pr3pise04h.cloudfront.net/docs/issues_doc%2Fhuman_rights%2FHuman_Rights_and_Anti_Corruption_Compliance+.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960148117305037?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960148117305037?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960148117305037?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960148117305037?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960148117305037?via%3Dihub
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2010/23/contents
https://www.justice.gov.uk/downloads/legislation/bribery-act-2010-guidance.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/15/78dd-1
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/15/78dd-1
http://www.csrm.uq.edu.au/media/docs/603/Costs_of_Conflict_Davis-Franks.pdf
http://www.csrm.uq.edu.au/media/docs/603/Costs_of_Conflict_Davis-Franks.pdf
http://www.csrm.uq.edu.au/media/docs/603/Costs_of_Conflict_Davis-Franks.pdf
https://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/media/documents/publication/mi_151220_enticed_by_wind_v4.pdf
https://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/media/documents/publication/mi_151220_enticed_by_wind_v4.pdf
https://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/media/documents/publication/mi_151220_enticed_by_wind_v4.pdf
https://nawindpower.com/mexico-court-puts-stop-396-mw-wind-farm
https://nawindpower.com/mexico-court-puts-stop-396-mw-wind-farm
https://nawindpower.com/mexico-court-puts-stop-396-mw-wind-farm
https://www.canlii.org/en/ca/scc/doc/2020/2020scc5/2020scc5.html
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/british-columbia/settlement-amnesty-scc-africa-mine-nevsun-1.5774910
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/british-columbia/settlement-amnesty-scc-africa-mine-nevsun-1.5774910
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/british-columbia/settlement-amnesty-scc-africa-mine-nevsun-1.5774910
https://www.canlii.org/en/on/onsc/doc/2013/2013onsc1414/2013onsc1414.html
https://www.supremecourt.uk/cases/uksc-2017-0185.html
https://www.dlapiper.com/en/uk/insights/publications/2019/04/supreme-court-rules-vedanta-case-on-parent-company-liability/
https://www.dlapiper.com/en/uk/insights/publications/2019/04/supreme-court-rules-vedanta-case-on-parent-company-liability/
https://www.dlapiper.com/en/uk/insights/publications/2019/04/supreme-court-rules-vedanta-case-on-parent-company-liability/
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/abs/multinational-human-rights-litigation-in-the-uk-a-retrospective/64E3C1721B8E1BA1D929A5EE89DC6910
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-zambia-mining-vedanta/vedanta-resources-settles-zambia-copper-mine-pollution-claim-idUSKBN29O1EL
https://www.supremecourt.uk/cases/uksc-2018-0068.html
https://rightsasusual.com/?s=Okpabi
https://rightsasusual.com/?s=Okpabi
https://rightsasusual.com/?s=Okpabi
https://uitspraken.rechtspraak.nl/inziendocument?id=ECLI:NL:GHDHA:2021:1825
https://uitspraken.rechtspraak.nl/inziendocument?id=ECLI:NL:GHDHA:2021:1825
https://uitspraken.rechtspraak.nl/inziendocument?id=ECLI:NL:GHDHA:2021:1825
https://rightsasusual.com/?p=1388
https://rightsasusual.com/?p=1388
https://rightsasusual.com/?p=1388
https://www.inclusivedevelopment.net/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/20210209_Final_Announcement-court-order_English_Update-with-highlight.pdf
https://www.reuters.com/article/thailand-cambodia-landrights/bangkok-court-admits-cambodia-farmers-lawsuit-against-thai-sugar-firm-idUKL5N2F20RC
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/files/documents/Mitr-Phol-Class-Action-Case-Brief.pdf
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/files/documents/Mitr-Phol-Class-Action-Case-Brief.pdf
https://media.business-humanrights.org/media/documents/files/documents/Mitr-Phol-Class-Action-Case-Brief.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/28/1350
https://www.asil.org/insights/volume/25/issue/12
https://www.asil.org/insights/volume/25/issue/12
https://www.asil.org/insights/volume/25/issue/12
https://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/20pdf/19-416_i4dj.pdf
https://www.gibsondunn.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/supreme-court-limits-extraterritorial-reach-of-the-alien-tort-statute.pdf
https://www.gibsondunn.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/supreme-court-limits-extraterritorial-reach-of-the-alien-tort-statute.pdf
https://www.gibsondunn.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/supreme-court-limits-extraterritorial-reach-of-the-alien-tort-statute.pdf
https://www.jonesday.com/en/insights/2021/06/supreme-court-again-reins-in-scope-of-claims-under-the-alien-tort-statute
https://www.jonesday.com/en/insights/2021/06/supreme-court-again-reins-in-scope-of-claims-under-the-alien-tort-statute
https://www.jonesday.com/en/insights/2021/06/supreme-court-again-reins-in-scope-of-claims-under-the-alien-tort-statute
https://www.accountabilitycounsel.org/client-case/mexico-oaxaca-hydroelectric/#timeline
https://www.accountabilitycounsel.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/AC-Mexico-Brochure.pdf
https://hbr.org/2019/05/the-investor-revolution
https://www.oecd.org/finance/ESG-Investing-Practices-Progress-Challenges.pdf
https://www.unpri.org/about-us/what-are-the-principles-for-responsible-investment
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/Topics_Ext_Content/IFC_External_Corporate_Site/Sustainability-At-IFC/Policies-Standards/Performance-Standards
https://ec.europa.eu/info/business-economy-euro/banking-and-finance/sustainable-finance/sustainability-related-disclosure-financial-services-sector_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/sustainable-finance-taxonomy-regulation-eu-2020-852_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/default/files/business_economy_euro/banking_and_finance/documents/sf-draft-report-social-taxonomy-july2021_en.pdf
https://equator-principles.com/app/uploads/Loan_documentation_EP_Dec2020.pdf
https://equator-principles.com/app/uploads/Loan_documentation_EP_Dec2020.pdf
https://equator-principles.com/app/uploads/Loan_documentation_EP_Dec2020.pdf
https://www.adb.org/sites/default/files/project-document/59729/45224-003-mlo1-3052.pdf
https://www.adb.org/sites/default/files/project-document/59729/45224-003-mlo1-3052.pdf
https://global.oup.com/academic/product/international-project-finance-9780198832850?cc=us&lang=en&
https://www.elsevier.com/books/principles-of-project-finance/yescombe/978-0-12-391058-5
https://www.afrik21.africa/en/kenya-eib-cancels-190-million-loan-for-akiira-geothermal-project/
https://www.afrik21.africa/en/kenya-eib-cancels-190-million-loan-for-akiira-geothermal-project/
https://accountabilityproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/akiira-infographic-_english_Dec15-2.pdf
https://accountabilityproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/akiira-infographic-_english_Dec15-2.pdf
https://accountabilityproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/akiira-infographic-_english_Dec15-2.pdf
https://www.eib.org/en/about/accountability/complaints/cases/geeref-akiira-geothermal-power-plant-eif-e-2020-01
https://www.banktrack.org/project/agua_zarca_dam
https://www.fmo.nl/agua-zarca
https://www.fmo.nl/news-detail/21a7c615-a32b-471c-9378-60317196daf6/fmo-and-finnfund-finalize-exit-agua-zarca
https://ppp.worldbank.org/public-private-partnership/sector/energy/energy-power-agreements/power-purchase-agreements#key_features


22  |  COLUMBIA CENTER ON SUSTAINABLE INVESTMENT | ALIGN

LEGAL PRIMER

98.      Yescombe, E., Principles of project finance (2013), p.109, San Diego: Elsevier Science 
& Technology; Stoel Rives LLP, The law of solar (2017); Stoel Rives LLP, The law of 
wind (2017). 

99.      US Department of Commerce Commercial Law Development Program, 
Understanding power purchase agreements (2019), p.37 (Environmental & Social 
Requirements). 

100.   Yescombe, E., Principles of project finance (2013), p.113, San Diego: Elsevier Science 
& Technology; US Department of Commerce Commercial Law Development 
Program, Understanding power purchase agreements (2019), p.61. 

101.   EWURA, Model PPA for solar power generation (2015), Section 12.2.1; World Bank, 
Model PPA for undisclosed Southeast Asian government (2009), Section 10.5. 

102.   EWURA, Model PPA for solar power generation (2015), Sections 5.1; 6.1.1, 9.1.1 and 
19.1; World Bank, Model PPA for undisclosed Southeast Asian government (2009), 
Sections 5.6(i), 17.1 and 17.4. 

103.   Prateek, S., ReNew Power fined for project commissioning delay but PPA not 
terminated (April 19, 2018), Mercom. 

104.   Supreme Court of India, MPPMCL v Renew Clean Energy Pvt. Ltd. (5 April, 2018). 
105.   United Nations, Principles for responsible contracts (2015); Ramasastry, A., Advisors 

or enablers? Bringing professional service providers into the Guiding Principles’ fold 
(2021), Business and Human Rights Journal, 6(2), pp. 293-311. 

Wind farm under 
construction in 

Dak Lak, Vietnam.

https://www.elsevier.com/books/principles-of-project-finance/yescombe/978-0-12-391058-5
https://files.stoel.com/files/books/LawofSolar.PDF
https://files.stoel.com/files/books/LawofWind.PDF
https://files.stoel.com/files/books/LawofWind.PDF
https://files.stoel.com/files/books/LawofWind.PDF
https://cldp.doc.gov/sites/default/files/PPA%20Second%20Edition%20Update.pdf
https://www.elsevier.com/books/principles-of-project-finance/yescombe/978-0-12-391058-5
https://cldp.doc.gov/sites/default/files/PPA%20Second%20Edition%20Update.pdf
https://www.ewura.go.tz/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/Model-PPA-for-Solar-power-generation.pdf
https://ppp.worldbank.org/public-private-partnership/sites/ppp.worldbank.org/files/ppp_testdumb/documents/Energy%20PPA%20Mobile_0.doc
https://www.ewura.go.tz/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/Model-PPA-for-Solar-power-generation.pdf
https://ppp.worldbank.org/public-private-partnership/sites/ppp.worldbank.org/files/ppp_testdumb/documents/Energy%20PPA%20Mobile_0.doc
https://mercomindia.com/renew-power-fined-ppa-not-terminated/
https://mercomindia.com/renew-power-fined-ppa-not-terminated/
https://mercomindia.com/renew-power-fined-ppa-not-terminated/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/175709010/
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/Principles_ResponsibleContracts_HR_PUB_15_1_EN.pdf
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/advisors-or-enablers-bringing-professional-service-providers-into-the-guiding-principles-fold/D8E3DA1860530F7A232DAFFC9C3BA89E
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/advisors-or-enablers-bringing-professional-service-providers-into-the-guiding-principles-fold/D8E3DA1860530F7A232DAFFC9C3BA89E
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/advisors-or-enablers-bringing-professional-service-providers-into-the-guiding-principles-fold/D8E3DA1860530F7A232DAFFC9C3BA89E
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/business-and-human-rights-journal/article/advisors-or-enablers-bringing-professional-service-providers-into-the-guiding-principles-fold/D8E3DA1860530F7A232DAFFC9C3BA89E
http://ccsi.columbia.edu


COLUMBIA CENTER ON SUSTAINABLE INVESTMENT | ALIGN  |  23

RESPECTING THE HUMAN RIGHTS OF COMMUNITIES  A LEGAL RISK PRIMER FOR COMMERCIAL WIND AND SOLAR PROJECT DEPLOYMENT



ccsi.columbia.edu

Columbia Center on 
Sustainable Investment 

Jerome Greene Hall  
435 West 116th Street  
New York, NY 10027 
Phone: +1(212) 854-1830  
Fax: +1(212) 854-7946

Images cover: © Alika3, ivector/Shutterstock; p.2 © Space force/Shutterstock; p.3 Box 2 figure source Sarah Dolton-Zborowski/Onehemisphere/matsabe; p.5 © ronstik/Shutterstock; p.6 © Heiko Junge/NTB/AFP; p.7 © top: Hamish 
John Appleby/IWMI, bottom: © AVISPA MIDIA/Earth Journalism Network; p.8 © Mind and I/Shutterstock; p.9 © stockpexel/Shutterstock; p.10 left: © SFIO CRACHO/Shutterstock, right: © in viewfinder/Shutterstock; p.11 © Adeel 
Halim/Land Rover Our Planet; p.12 © left: Atstock Productions/Shutterstock, right: © AlpRrTunga/Shutterstock; p.13 top: © International Rivers/Friends of Lake Turkana. bottom: © www.desinformemonos.org; p.14 © Eli 
Wilson/Shutterstock; p.15 © Maurizio Di Pietro /Climate Visuals Countdown; p.16 top: © Pressmaster/Shutterstock, bottom: © GaudiLab/Shutterstock; p.17 © abriendomundo/Shutterstock; p.18 © AUUSanAKUL/Shutterstock; 
p.19 top: © Monkey Business Images/Shutterstock, bottom: © zhangyang13576997233/Shutterstock; p.23 © thelamephotographer/Shutterstock. Design Onehemisphere AB, Sweden. contact@onehemisphere.se

Acknowledgments  

This primer was authored by Sarah Dolton-Zborowski 
and Sam Szoke-Burke.  

Sam Szoke-Burke led research design and 
oversight, and, with Kaitlin Y. Cordes, drove the 
genesis of approach for this primer. Research  
was conducted by Francesco Pastro, Sarah 
Dolton-Zborowski, Aarushi Sahu, Eduardo 
Morandé, William Sommer, Daniel T. Hart, 
Priyanka Bhat, Bulgantamir Khaltar, Marie-Cécile 
de Bellis, and Isabella Lorduy.  

Thanks also to Elizabeth Edgar and Kimathi 
Muiruri for their valuable editorial assistance.  

 

We are deeply grateful to Tulika Bansal (Danish 
Institute for Human Rights), Jessie Cato (The 
Business & Human Rights Resource Centre),  
Dr. Rachel Chambers (University of Connecticut 
School of Business), Ouida Chichester (BSR), 
Céline da Graça Pires (BSR), Jonathan Drimmer 
(Paul Hastings LLP), Graham Erion (CarbonFree 
Technology), Sarah Jaffe (Inclusive Development 
International), Christina Koulias (United Nations 
Global Compact), Peter Nestor (Novartis), 
Roberta Pinamonti (BSR), John Sherman (Shift), 
and Dr. Rachel Widdis (Article One) for their peer 
reviews of an earlier version of this primer; such 
reviews and input should not be taken to imply 
endorsement of the final version of this primer. 

This primer was produced by the Columbia Center 
on Sustainable Investment (CCSI) and funded with 
UKAid from the UK Government as part of the 
“Advancing Land-based Investment Governance” 
project (ALIGN). ALIGN supports governments,  
civil society, local communities and other relevant 
actors in strengthening the governance of land-
based investments. The project is implemented by 
a consortium led by the International Institute for 
Environment and Development, CCSI, and Namati.  

The views expressed  
do not necessarily reflect 
the official views or policies  
of ALIGN partners or the  
UK Government. 

http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
https://www.ukaiddirect.org/
http://ccsi.columbia.edu
http://ccsi.columbia.edu

	Legal Primer: Respecting the Human Rights of Communities in Wind and Solar Project Deployment
	Recommended Citation

	Legal Primer: Respecting the Human Rights of Communities in Wind and Solar Project Deployment

