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The “green“ economy and its costs

Increasing consciousness of the advancing climate crisis and its worldwide effects is giving rise to a polit-
ical and economic transformation, involving a move away from fossil fuels to so-called “green” energies. 
This process is also known as the energy transition. The current technological solutions for the energy  
transition require a particularly large amount of minerals and metals. New mining projects are thus being 
developed in order to extract so-called transition materials which are required for the energy transition, 
such as lithium, cobalt, copper and aluminium. Lithium, for example, is required to produce batteries for elec-
tric vehicles: in 2022, 74% of the lithium consumed worldwide was used to produce lithium ion batteries.1 

The mineral-intensive energy transition has taken raw material extraction into a new phase, and more mi-
ning projects are placing increased demands on land. The energy transition is thus creating new ecological 
and social risks, which also have an impact on the rights of Indigenous communities. A 2022 study, which 
investigated 5,097 mining projects involving a total of 30 transition minerals worldwide, showed that 54% 
of these projects are located on or near Indigenous lands (further information on page 6).2 The planning 
and implementation of mining projects puts pressure on the rights of Indigenous Peoples such as the right 
to self-determination and the right to Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC), as set out in the United 
Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP) (further information on page 4).

“Unfortunately, “green” energy or the “green” economy is nothing new 
when it comes to how we use the planet. It’s only doing the same thing 
under a new brand: exploiting the planet and turning everything into pro-
ducts to make a profit. Indigenous communities and minorities are alrea-
dy feeling the impact of the climate crisis and its effects on their regions. 
So the Indigenous community needs a democracy which I like to call the 
democracy of the species: to be able to think in a new way, we must de-
velop a system that protects the rights of nature, of the whole planet and 
of the other species. Yet the “green” economy has the same goals as the 
traditional, classic, old capitalist economy: growth, growth and more 
growth.”3

Edson Krenak Naknanuk (Krenak) – Brazil head at Cultural Survival, Picture: Daniel Auer

Mines have many negative effects on the surrounding natural environment and the communities living 
nearby. They present a major risk for the water systems: mines require large volumes of water, yet most of 
them are located in areas that are subject to water-related risks, such as water scarcity.4 65% of all lithium 
resources, for example, are found in regions of moderate to very high water risk.5 Consequently, mining 
presents an even greater threat to the drinking and agricultural water supplies of Indigenous communi-
ties, as well as contaminating or poisoning the water that is still available. Additionally, over 220 million 
tonnes of mining waste is dumped directly into lakes, rivers and oceans worldwide on an annual basis, 
causing lasting water contamination.6 The negative effects of mines are not always visible at first sight. 
Long-term environmental pollution and destruction are often difficult to pinpoint and are a form of “slow 
violence”.7 Moreover, mineral extraction often displaces communities and involves large-scale infrastructure 
that extends far beyond the mine itself, such as roads, harbours and dams. This is also true of other energy 
transition projects, such as hydro, wind and photovoltaic schemes, which even without mineral extraction, 
take up land and thus severely restrict the space available for human habitation.

1  https://foe.scot/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/Unearthing-Injustice.pdf, p. 6
2  https://www.nature.com/articles/s41893-022-00994-6
3  Cf. STP interview with Edson Krenak (original English version available on request). 
4  https://www.nature.com/articles/s41893-022-00994-6
5  https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-020-18661-9 
6  https://earthworks.org/issues/mining/
7  «Slow Violence». Cf. https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214790X2300045X?via%3Dihub; cf. also Rob Nixon 2011.
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There is nothing new about Indigenous land being exploited without the consent of local communities. 
That this is now being continued under the guise of “green” solutions represents a type of “green colonial-
ism” which is repeatedly criticised by Indigenous activists. The term “green colonialism” describes the con-
tinuation of colonial land tenure and exploitation of land under the guise of protecting the environment. 
The exploitation of people and nature for profit and economic growth is now being justified in the name of 
the “green economy”. Thus the Fosen windfarm in Norway, built on Indigenous land, exemplifies a form of 
“green grabbing” (see page 12). This term describes the (colonial) appropriation of land and resources for 
ecological purposes.8 It is absurd to describe such projects as “green”, as they exacerbate practices associ-
ated with expropriation and exploitation and multiply injustices. This is why the STP advocates not basing 
climate crisis solutions on the violation of the rights of Indigenous Peoples.

Consequently, the STP demands Indigenous self-determination be respected through the right to Free, Prior 
and Informed Consent (FPIC) for all projects that affect Indigenous communities, and thus prioritises solu-
tions and approaches focusing on climate justice.

The SIRGE coalition

Securing Indigenous Peoples’ Rights in the Green Economy (SIRGE) is an international coalition whose 
steering committee comprises Indigenous representatives from the world’s seven Indigenous regions.9 The 
aim of the SIRGE coalition is to safeguard and defend the rights of Indigenous Peoples in the “green econ-
omy”, focusing particularly on the demand for Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC). The SIRGE Coalition 
is composed of five organisations: Cultural Survival10, First Peoples Worldwide11, the Batani Foundation12, 
Earthworks13 and the Society for Threatened Peoples Switzerland. 

Examples of SIRGE coalition activities:

• Support for Indigenous communities in their resistance against rights violations by natural resource 
 companies, for example by means of grants, research, networking, campaigns and shareholder advocacy 

• Dialogue with electric vehicle and battery manufacturers and mining companies about how they can 
 respect the rights of Indigenous Peoples and anchor these within their internal guidelines and processes

• Lobbying activities in Brussels and the United States, in order to anchor the rights of Indigenous Peoples 
 within all relevant legislation linked to the energy transition

8  https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/00291951.2023.2225068
9  https://www.sirgecoalition.org/
10  https://www.culturalsurvival.org/
11  https://www.colorado.edu/program/fpw/about
12  https://batani.org/
13  https://earthworks.org/ 



4

The right to Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC)

The right to Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) safeguards the right of Indigenous Peoples to give, 
withhold or withdraw consent to any activity impacting the lands on which they live. Mining and infra-
structure projects are particularly important in this context. FPIC encompasses the operational implemen-
tation of Indigenous Peoples’ right to self-determination with respect to land, territories and resources. It 
ensures that Indigenous Peoples are able to decide whether and in what form projects take place on their 
land. The SIRGE coalition and the STP are committed to ensuring that this right is respected. The principle 
of Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) is set out in the United Nations Declarations on the Rights of 
Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP).14

Definition of Free, Prior and Informed Consent15 

Free –  Consent is given voluntarily and without coercion, intimidation or manipulation. The process is self- 
directed by the community from whom consent is being sought and unencumbered by externally imposed expec-
tations or timelines.

Prior –  Consent is sought sufficiently in advance of any authorization or commencement of activities, and 
allows the time necessary for Indigenous Peoples to undertake their own decision-making processes.

Informed –  Consent is properly solicited when Indigenous Peoples are given objective and accurate informa-
tion related to the proposed activity in an accessible manner and form.

Consent – Consent is the collective decision made by Indigenous Peoples, which is reached through conven-
tional decision-making processes. Consent may also be subject to conditions set forth by Indigenous Peoples.

  

14  https://social.desa.un.org/issues/indigenous-peoples/united-nations-declaration-on-the-rights-of-indigenous-peoples
15  https://www.sirgecoalition.org/what-is-fpic. The interpretation given here is that of the SIRGE coalition.
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Dissimilar geographies: the worldwide distribution of transition mineral mining 
projects 

Indigenous communities steward over one quarter of the land on our planet, which is simultaneously home 
to 80% of its remaining biodiversity. They steward nearly one fifth of the total carbon sequestered by 
tropical and subtropical forests (218 gigatons), while 40% of the world’s protected areas are under Indige-
nous stewardship.16 The territories of Indigenous communities thus overlap with the least intensively used 
natural areas worldwide. Despite the responsibility for the environment shouldered by Indigenous commu-
nities, they are disproportionately affected by the climate crisis (as a result of the rising sea level, extreme 
weather events, droughts, forest fires and coastal erosion).17 

16  https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2590332221003572 
17  https://iwgia.org/en/focus-areas/climate-change.html 

a, Geographic distribution of mining projects, n = 5,097. b, Distribution of energy transition minerals and metals reserves and resources. The selected 
17 minerals and metals have the highest number of extractive projects worldwide. Percentages at the top of the figure represent those for the ‘total 
combined Indigenous and peasants’ variable. 
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In addition, Indigenous communities are particularly negatively affected by the proposed solutions to 
enable the energy transition and their consequences, specifically the increased extraction of transition 
minerals on their territories (see diagram on page 6).18 Thus a 2022 study examined 5,097 mining projects 
involving 30 transition minerals. The mines are indicated by points on the map (page 6). The study comes 
to the conclusion that 54% of the projects are located on or near Indigenous Peoples’ lands.19 Indigenous 
territories are now disproportionately affected not only by the climate crisis but equally by the proposed 
solutions; this implies the maintenance of colonial landowning relationships and exploitation. The expro-
priation of Indigenous territories for raw material mining and industrial development is leading to environ-
mental conflicts.20

Geopolitical context

The energy transition has resulted in a rapid and massive increase in the demand for transition minerals.  
According to the political context, transition minerals are also described as “critical minerals”. The term 
encompasses a range of minerals such as lithium, copper, cobalt, nickel and rare earths, which are seen 
as indispensable for the energy transition and the associated technologies, and which may be subject to 
supply chain interruptions. This is leading to geopolitical tensions: governments worldwide are attempting 
to safeguard their access to natural resources by means of “strategic” mines and partnerships. In many 
cases this is leading to accelerated approval processes, such as authorisation of new mining projects; this 
acceleration is also referred to as “fast tracking”. An example of this is the lithium mine at the Thacker 
Pass (Peehee Mu’huh), characterised by the US government as “strategic” and therefore authorised by fast 
tracking. A consequence of this was that Indigenous communities for whom Peehee Mu’huh is an important 
location were not appropriately consulted, neither by the US government nor by the mining company.21 

“I’m seeing that a lot of greenwashing is happening these days, and we 
want to address that. It’s vitally important to challenge the narrative 
of the mining industry, because the mining industry is trying to portray 
this – the mining for transition minerals – as the ultimate climate change 
solution.” 22

Galina Angarova (Buryat) – Executive Director of Cultural Survival and Chair of the  
governing body of SIRGE, Picture: Jamie Malcolm-Brown, Cultural Survival

Fast tracking procedures are supported by new regulations. In the EU, for instance, the Critical Raw Mate-
rials Act (CRMA) is currently being finalised. The legislative package aims to stimulate regional extraction 
of “critical” raw materials and to safeguard and diversify imports from non-EU countries. The aim is thus to 
guarantee supply chains not just for the “green” and digital transformation but also for military technol-
ogies. Countries such as Australia, Brazil, Peru and South Africa have also altered the statutory bases for 
mining projects. The aim is to incentivise increased mining investment by means of looser regulation.23 

The economic transformation and the growing demand for transition minerals have led to a boom in invest-
ments associated with them, which Swiss companies and banks also find increasingly attractive. As invest-
ments of this kind are seen as urgent, environmental issues are now being played off against the rights of 
Indigenous Peoples, and new conflicts have arisen.

18  https://iwgia.org/en/focus-areas/climate-change.html
19  https://www.nature.com/articles/s41893-022-00994-6; English: of 5,097 mining projects globally that involve some 30 minerals used in renewable 
energy technologies, 54% are located on or near Indigenous Peoples‘ lands and territories.
20  https://www.science.org/doi/full/10.1126/sciadv.ade9557 
21  https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214629622001694, p.4 
22  https://news.mongabay.com/2023/06/over-a-third-of-conflicts-over-development-projects-affect-indigenous-people-study/
23  https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214629622001694, p. 4
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“Green” projects on Indigenous lands
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Chile: lithium mining exacerbates water shortage   
The salt flats of the Atacama desert are home to the 
Likanantaí and the Qulla. At the same time, one of 
the world’s largest lithium reserves is located here 
and mining thereof is putting pressure on the water 
table. Indigenous communities are campaigning for 
their right to water and FPIC. 

USA: lithium mine threatens to destroy sacred 
burial site In Nevada, a lithium mine is being con-
structed in an area occupied by the Paiute and the 
Shoshone without their consent. The mine threatens 
to destroy the sacred Peehee Mu’huh site. The group 
People of Red Mountain is organising resistance to 
the mine. Read more on p. 9.

Norway: wind turbines still turning despite judi-
cial ruling On the Fosen peninsula, a wind farm has 
been built on land that serves as pasture for reindeer 
herding. The installation is an existential threat to 
the Indigenous South Sámi. Despite a Supreme Court 
ruling and licence revocation, the turbines continue 
to turn. Read more on p. 12.

Russia: environmental disaster in the Arctic  On 
the Taimyr peninsula, 21,000 tonnes of diesel oil 
spilled into the natural environment in May 2020. 
The Dolgan, Nenets and Nganasan communities are 
still struggling with the consequences today. The 
company at fault, Nornickel, is now planning lithi-
um mines. Read more on p. 10.

Tibet: water pollution from lithium mining Chi-
nese company BYD is the world’s largest manufac-
turer of lithium-ion batteries. In 2010, the Chi-
nese government awarded BYD a 20-year contract 
for lithium mining in Western Tibet’s Lake Zabuye. 
About 1,500 km to the east as the crow flies, the 
environmental risks of lithium mining are evident: 
due to leaks from the Ganzizhou Rongda lithium 
mine, hydrochloric acid has entered the Lichu River 
on multiple occasions, poisoning fish and livestock.

Western Sahara: renewable energies from occu-
pied territories The Moroccan government is in-
creasingly exploiting occupied Western Sahara as 
a site for large-scale solar and wind projects. The 
Saharawi have not agreed to these projects, and 
several international companies have pulled out as 
the programmes are recognized by various parties 
as a violation of the the right to self-determination 
of the Indigenous Saharawi people.

Norway: pasture land for reindeer breeding under 
pressure from mining projects Mining company 
Nussir ASA is planning two copper mines in the Rep-
parfjord, which pose a threat to traditional Sámi rein-
deer herding and the environment. The plans jeop-
ardise the fish population, as chemicals and heavy 
metals would end up in the fjord. Read more on p. 11. 
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Case studies of transition minerals mining in Indigenous areas

Indigenous communities are disproportionately impacted by the negative effects of mining, as demonstrat-
ed by the Global Atlas for Environmental Justice (EJAtlas).24 This documents worldwide cases of environ-
mental injustice, totalling 1,044 conflicts affecting 740 Indigenous communities.25 Mining is responsible 
for almost a quarter of these environmental conflicts and is thus the leading cause of them in the econom-
ic sector. Indigenous communities throughout the world are increasingly protesting and taking legal action 
to stop the recurrence and exacerbation of colonial exploitation and violence in the mining of transitional 
minerals.

USA: lithium at the Thacker Pass/Peehee Mu’huh

The Lithium Americas company started lithium mining on the Peehee Mu’huh mountain in March 2023. 
Peehee Mu’huh has great historical, cultural and religious significance for the Indigenous communities liv-
ing there. This dates back to the massacre of the Indigenous Paiute tribe by the US cavalry in 1865. Since 
then, Peehee Mu’huh has been a sacred burial site for the Paiute. There is significant opposition to mining 
on Peehee Mu’huh, as Indigenous activists and groups are energetically protecting the land. Apart from the 
cultural significance of the place, they also expect the mine to destroy important habitat for wild animals 
and contaminate the groundwater.26 With slogans such as “Life over lithium”, they are fighting against the 
mine and making it clear that the profits of the Lithium Americas company must not be set above the pres-
ervation of the world they live in.27 

In January 2021, the US government issued the mining licence, valued at $2 billion. The US government 
fast-tracked the legal process for starting lithium mining, as a result of which the right of the Indigenous 
communities to Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) was ignored. It gave Canadian-based Lithium 
Americas the building lease. According to the Lithium Nevada Corporation, a subsidiary of Lithium Ameri-
cas, the Thacker Pass mine will be North America’s largest source of lithium.28 

24  https://ejatlas.org 
25  https://www.science.org/doi/full/10.1126/sciadv.ade9557 
26  https://ejatlas.org/conflict/thacker-pass-lithium-mine-nevada-us
27  https://www.protectthackerpass.org/
28  Cf. https://www.lithiumamericas.com/_resources/news/nr_20230302.pdf 

Indigenous communities raise awareness of 
the planned Peehee Mu’huh lithium mine’s 
impact on their ancestral burial site, water 
resources and wildlife. Photo: Chanda Callao/ 
@Peopleofredmountain 



10

Peehee Mu’huh exemplifies the increase in the number of lithium mines. In the United States, a dispropor-
tionately large number of transition mineral mines are within 35 miles of Indigenous lands: this applies to 
97% of nickel mines, 89% of copper mines, 79% of lithium mines and 68% of cobalt mines.29 The “People 
of Red Mountain” Indigenous group is fighting for its land, and has lodged an appeal against the mine at 
Peehee Mu’huh. The legal battle is not yet over. Meanwhile, the Lithium Nevada Corporation filed a suit 
against the activists’ Camp Ox Sam30, set up to halt the mine.31 The camp was cleared on 8 June 2023. The 
SIRGE coalition is supporting the “People of Red Mountain” in their struggle to have their right to Free, 
Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) respected. 

Russia: Nornickel nickel and lithium mine

Commodity group MMC Norilsk Nickel, known as Nornickel, mines nickel on the Russian island of Taimyr. 
Nickel, like lithium, is required in the mobility revolution for, among other things, the batteries of electric 
vehicles. The mining causes severe air pollution. In addition to generating air pollution, the company also 
disposes of toxic residues in the natural environment around the large town of Norilsk. It is also responsi-
ble for one of the worst environmental catastrophes in the Arctic, which occurred in May 2020. As a result 
of negligence, 21,000 tons of diesel oil was released into the natural environment around the Siberian 
town – which is also Indigenous land – severely polluting two rivers. The catastrophe had a huge impact 
on the Indigenous communities: the reindeer left the area because of the contamination, and the toxins 
killed not only the fish but also the insects that were their food. This led to reduced sales of meat and fish, 
and thus to an income shortfall that led to the affected communities being able buy less food of other 
kinds. 

Nornickel also has a Swiss subsidiary, Metal Trade Overseas SA, based in Zug. From Switzerland, the com-
pany markets throughout the world the raw materials it produces in Russia and Finland.  Nornickel is only 
paying lip service to the problems created for the Indigenous communities – such as the contamination of 
the environment and the threat to their way of life – and shows no interest in face-to-face dialogue with 
representatives of the communities. While the company did indeed take action, no dialogue on an equal 
footing was held on the implementation of the process with Indigenous representatives; and the little 
compensation that was given went only to those who were uncritical of the company. The STP has support-
ed the Indigenous partners in their demand that Nornickel respect the right to Free, Prior and Informed 
Consent (FPIC).32

29  https://www.msci.com/www/blog-posts/mining-energy-transition-metals/02531033947
30  The camp is named after a survivor of the 1865 massacre.
31  https://nativenewsonline.net/environment/lawsuit-filed-against-thacker-pass-prayer-encampment  
32 https://www.gfbv.ch/en/campaigns/arctic/

Diesel oil in the Pyasina River after the Norilsk 
environmental disaster. Photo: ZVG 



11

Plans have recently been unveiled for a lithium mine on the Kola Peninsula in the Murmansk region, as 
part of which Nornickel has signed a cooperation agreement with Russian state atomic energy company 
Rosatom. The mine will be in Europe’s largest wilderness area, which has until now been completely free of 
infrastructure such as roads. The region of the planned mine is stewarded by the Indigenous Sámi, Nenzen 
and Komi Peoples. These communities fear severe contamination of the area and dramatic consequences 
for their way of life, and are sceptical of Nornickel’s readiness to undertake consultations. While Nornickel 
and Rosatom hope to obtain a mining licence by as early as late 2023, according to Andrei Danilov, an STP 
partner, only a small number of the affected communities have been contacted at all, and only then at the 
last minute.33

Norway: Nussir ASA copper mine at Repparfjord

In 2014, mining company Nussir ASA planned to build a copper mine on Sámi land near the Repparfjord in 
Norway. Nussir ASA planned to extract 50,000 tons of copper ore from the localities of Nussir and Ulvery-
ggen (EJA). The copper ore extraction and the building of the infrastructure required for this was to take 
place on Sámi reindeer grazing land and would have severely restricted reindeer grazing. Moreover, it is 
planned to release mine waste via an underwater disposal system directly into the fjord.34 Swiss bank Credit 
Suisse (CS), as nominee shareholder for then unknown clients, was also involved, with a 20.6% sharehold-
ing in Nussir ASA.35 In 2019, the STP launched a campaign against the involvement of CS, with the slogan 
“Stop banking against the Sámi!”, in order to put public pressure via the media on the Swiss bank and 
raise awareness of its responsibility as regards the violation of the rights of Indigenous Peoples.

The copper mine would have threatened the environment and, because of a lack of consultation processes, 
would have violated the rights of the Sámi communities and negatively impacted their livelihoods.36 In 
March 2019, the Naturvernforbundet environmental organisation, the Sámi Parliament and reindeer herders 
together filed a lawsuit against the granting of an operating licence to Nussir ASA.37 They did so on the 
grounds that granting the licence violated the national and international rights of the Indigenous Sámi 
people. In December 2020, CS responded to the demands of the Sámi communities and the STP: The bank 
ceded the administration of the shares of Nussir ASA and revealed the identity of the previously undis-
closed share owner, who contacted the Sámi after the talks.

33  https://www.reuters.com/business/russias-rosatom-nornickel-plan-lithium-project-ria-reports-2022-04-25/
34  https://earthworks.org/blog/norways-youth-activists-take-stand-against-ocean-dumping/ 
35  https://www.gfbv.ch/wp-content/uploads/fact-sheet_de_alles.pdf, p. 4 Until 2015, UBS was responsible for the shares as nominee; Credit Suisse took 
its place in 2016.
36  Ibid., p. 2
37  Ibid., p. 2

Nussir ASA has been planning a mine in 
the Repparfjord in Norway for several years.
Photo: Lea Ackermann / GfbV
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This did not put an end to plans for the copper ore mine. However, in summer 2021, young activists joined 
local fishers and Indigenous Sámi people on the shores of the Repparfjord to block construction of the 
mine by Nussir. Their presence caught the attention of Aurubis AG, Europe’s biggest copper producer, which 
announced that it was terminating its purchasing agreement with Nussir owing to sustainability concerns.38 
Currently construction of the mine is on hold after various investors also pulled out. Nonetheless, there are 
still plans to build a mine, so the story is not over yet.  

Norway: Fosen wind farm in Storheia

On the Fosen peninsula in Norway, the Fosen Vind DA company’s wind farm is making large parts of the 
reindeer winter pasture unusable, resulting in Sámi reindeer herders losing the greater part of their liveli-
hood. The Fosen Vind DA consortium includes two Swiss companies as joint investors: Energy Infrastructure 
Partners (EIP), with headquarters in Zurich39 and BKW Energie AG, based in Bern. In 2013, reindeer herders 
lodged an appeal against the siting of the wind farm on Indigenous land with the Norwegian Ministry of 
Petroleum and Energy. The ministry rejected the appeal, as a result of which the case went to Norway’s 
Supreme Court. In a sensational judgement in 2021, the court ruled in favour of the Sámi. It declared that 
the 151 wind turbines built on Indigenous land in Storheia were illegal. Together with the representatives 
of the South Sámi, the STP demanded, in their “Turbines Need Sami Consent” campaign, that investors 
Statkraft and Nordic Wind Power DA (of which Swiss energy producers EIP and BKW are part) stop the proj-
ect, withdraw their investments and guarantee the right to Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) for 
Indigenous communities.40

Although the Norwegian Supreme Court judged in favour of the Sámi, Europe’s biggest wind farm contin-
ues to operate.41 Five hundred days after the judgement, Sámi protesters and climate activists occupied 
the square in front of the office of Norwegian prime minister Jonas Gahr Støre. The activists – including 
Greta Thunberg, who attended the protest – insisted that the transition to “greener” energy should not 
take place at the expense of the rights of Indigenous Peoples. One of their slogans was “Respect existence 
or expect resistance”.42 The Norwegian government has since apologised and promised to accelerate the 
search for solutions that will implement the judgement; the reindeer herders are to take an active part in 
this process. 

38  https://earthworks.org/blog/kvalsund/
39  EIP was founded by Credit Suisse.
40  https://www.gfbv.ch/wp-content/uploads/sami_fact-sheet_layouten-def.pdf, p. 2
41  Cf. https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/norway-europes-largest-onshore-wind-farm-continues-operations-despite-supreme-court-ruling-
that-found-permits-violate-indigenous-s%C3%A1mi-rights-incl-company-responses/
42  https://www.business-humanrights.org/en/latest-news/respect-existence-or-expect-resistance-protests-in-norway-against-wind-farm-on-sami-land/

In March 2023, Sámi and climate activists 
call on the Norwegian government in  
Oslo to enforce the rights of Indigenous 
Peoples. Photo: Shutterstock 



13

Solutions for climate justice rather than “greenwashing”

The cases described above are representative: new mines and “green” projects are causing additional envi-
ronmental conflicts, but Indigenous resistance is also increasing. Indigenous communities worldwide have 
campaigned for their right to self-determination and to prevent their lands being sacrificed in the name of 
instant solutions to the climate crisis. The pretext of urgency must not be used to create an antagonism 
between the energy transition on the one hand, and self-determined stewardship of land and the environ-
ment by Indigenous communities on the other. In the case of the Thacker Pass, the mine also threatens 
biodiversity, while the Fosen wind park jeopardises Indigenous reindeer herding. Governments and compa-
nies accept this as a necessary evil.

This is also shown by projected new regulations such as the EU law on “critical” raw materials mentioned 
earlier. The accelerated processes are justified with the argument of the need for instant solutions and are 
another obstacle for the self-determination of Indigenous communities. They give rise to “greenwashing”, 
a process by which companies and governments market profit-led projects as being ecological and climate 
friendly, in order to distract attention from negative consequences for human beings and the environment.  

“We can’t move forward to actually solve for climate change unless there 
are Indigenous peoples in every room where decisions are made.” 43

Kate R. Finn (Osage) – Executive director of First Peoples Worldwide and member of the 
SIRGE governing body, Picture: First Peoples Worldwide

Solutions embodying climate justice are needed, so that no new injustices are created and the interests 
and rights of Indigenous communities are respected. Climate justice stands for a more comprehensive  
understanding of possible ways out of the climate crisis and views social and ecological justice as an indi-
visible whole. The term is derived from “environmental justice”, as coined by non-white and Black activists 
in the United States during their struggle against the disposal of contaminated waste in non-white neigh-
bourhoods.44 Part of climate justice is the demand for a just transition. It also includes the recognition 
that there is an unjust division between those who cause the climate crisis and those who suffer its ef-
fects. This is particularly evident in cases of Indigenous self-determination involving land and resources.45 In 
the end, climate justice, energy transition and the rights of Indigenous Peoples must all be part of a whole. 

A comprehensive rethinking of the energy transition is required, one that puts the well-being of the com-
munities and ecosystems most affected by the climate crisis front and centre. Possible solutions for mobil-
ity include reducing the number of private car journeys and maximising the circular economy, i.e. through 
battery recycling and reducing battery size. The SIRGE coalition, and thus the STP, demand the guarantee 
of the participation of Indigenous communities in whatever situation has, or could have, consequences 
for them and their land, being guided by Indigenous values and solutions. The key principle for conclud-
ing agreements and partnerships is that projects should be carried through from beginning to completion 
using the protocols formulated by the Indigenous communities, incorporating the right to Free, Prior and 
Informed Consent (FPIC) (see also STP’s requirements on page 14).

43  https://news.mongabay.com/2023/06/over-a-third-of-conflicts-over-development-projects-affect-indigenous-people-study/
44  The term came to prominence in 1982, when the movements advocating for civil rights and climate movements joined with their Indigenous land 
rights and public health counterparts to raise awareness of the disproportionate impact that environmental pollution and climate change have on 
marginalised groups.
45  Between 1998 and 2015, 71% of all CO2 emissions were directly linked to just 100 companies. These include companies involved in projects for the 
extraction of transition minerals, e.g. Rio Tinto (in 24th place), Anglo-American (in 31st place) and Swiss-based Glencore (in 43rd place). Cf.: https://
cdn.cdp.net/cdp-production/cms/reports/documents/000/002/327/original/Carbon-Majors-Report-2017.pdf?1501833772
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Demands of STP

The Society for Threatened Peoples is committed to the rights of Indigenous communities in the energy 
transition – particularly as regards the mining of transition minerals for electro-mobility. It advocates for 
Indigenous communities that are affected by mining and infrastructure projects for the manufacture of  
renewable energies (such as wind or solar installations) being consulted in advance and enjoying self-de-
termination in terms of giving or withholding their free and informed consent. The failure of a state to 
implement international standards in respect of the rights of Indigenous Peoples does not lessen the  
expectation that companies should adhere to those standards.

The Society for Threatened Peoples demands that governments:

• Strictly adhere to and implement the rights set out in the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of  
 Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP), in particular the right to territorial self-determination

• Create overall institutional conditions guaranteeing the maintenance of the rights of Indigenous Peoples in  
 raw material mining

• For mining projects that affect the way of life and territories of Indigenous communities, obtain their Free, 
 Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) at every individual stage of a mining project, from exploration to  
 completion and land restoration. In doing so, self-determined decision-making that is led by Indigenous 
 Peoples should be guaranteed.

• Sign and ratify the Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention (ILO Convention 169), where this has not yet 
 been done

The Society for Threatened Peoples demands that Swiss politicians and authorities: 

• Adopt a strong corporate responsibility law, as provided for in the EU Corporate Sustainability Due Diligence  
 Directive (CSDDD). This should make companies liable for breaches of due diligence. It should also provide 
 for independent oversight that can investigate complaints and sanction companies. It should make compa- 
 nies liable in the event of a breach of due diligence.

• Guarantee disclosure of business relationships

• Enshrine, along with environmental standards, minimum standards in respect of human rights and the  
 rights of Indigenous Peoples in trade and investment protection agreements

• Enshrine responsible use of transition minerals in the 2030 Sustainable Development Strategy, in the  
 associated action plan and in the “Business and Human Rights” national action plan.

• Reduce use of raw materials: establish demand reduction goals (for production and consumption), promote  
 the circular economy (e.g. recycling of batteries for electric vehicles), set efficiency standards, and create 
 incentives for the purchase of smaller vehicles with lighter batteries

• Ratify the “Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention” (ILO Convention 169)

• Prevent greenwashing in the entire economic chain and especially in the financial market by anchoring 
 human rights due diligence as a minimum standard for financial products marketed as “sustainable”
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The Society for Threatened Peoples demands that the business sector and companies:

Respect the rights of Indigenous Peoples and in particular the right of Indigenous communities to Free, 
Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC), which for the STP means:

• In the planning, construction, operation and completion of projects:

 - Enshrining the rights of Indigenous Peoples, including FPIC and UNDRIP in internal guidelines and  
  guaranteeing an FPIC process with Indigenous communities
 - Certifying projects by initiatives with strict human rights and environmental standards, which are  
  audited by independent third parties and jointly managed by civil society (e.g. IRMA in the case of  
  mining)46

 
• When investing in and financing projects and procuring raw materials:

 - Enshrining the rights of Indigenous Peoples, including FPIC and UNDRIP, in internal guidelines, in the 
  code of conduct for suppliers and in risk management processes, and to monitor their implementation
 - Acquiring membership of initiatives with strict human rights and environmental standards, which are 
  monitored by independent third parties and jointly managed by civil society (e.g. Initiative for Respon 
  sible Mining Assurance - IRMA) 

 Important: companies cannot outsource their own responsibility for human rights to voluntary standards of 
 this kind, but should only use these as one instrument among others

The Society for Threatened Peoples appeals to the public to:

• Make their own contribution by giving up throwaway consumption habits in favour of circular economy  
 behaviour (such as by recycling, repairing, reusing and repurposing products) and using public transport  
 rather than personal vehicles, in order to minimise the problematic extraction of new raw materials.   
 Prioritise small vehicles with small batteries when buying a new car

• As investors, invest only in companies that have committed to high human rights and sustainability  
 standards

The Society for Threatened Peoples appeals to all those involved in environmental and climate pro-
tection to:

• Demand climate justice solutions for the energy transition that see the rights of Indigenous Peoples and  
 the interests of communities affected by raw material mining as being of equal value to climate goals and  
 inseparable from them

• Call for the right to self-determination for Indigenous communities and their right to Free, Prior and  
 Informed Consent (FPIC) in the energy transition

The energy transition, urgent and necessary though it is to protect the climate, must not bring about new  
human rights abuses. Solutions are needed for climate justice that respect Indigenous and human rights.

46  https://responsiblemining.net/ 
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Link to STP “Climate Justice! Respect Indigenous Consent” 

programme Link to website: www.gfbv.ch/climate-justice

With the STP for human rights

The Society for Threatened Peoples (STP) is an international human rights organisation that supports the 
cause of minorities and Indigenous Peoples. It documents human rights violations, informs the public, rais-
es public awareness and represents the interests of those affected to authorities and decision-makers. It 
supports local efforts to strengthen the human rights of minorities and Indigenous Peoples, and works both 
nationally and internationally with organisations and individuals who pursue similar goals. The STP has 
advisory status at both the UN Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) and the Council of Europe.

Get involved – support us!

We can only continue our work with your support. With your membership or donation, we support minori-
ties and Indigenous Peoples all around the world. Register at: www.gfbv.ch 

Thank you!

www.gfbv.ch


