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Workers in some jurisidictions are already 

seriously impacted by the direct consequences of 

climate change. Their work lives are becoming 

increasingly difficult as their jobs expose them to 

significant health and safety risks, such as 

heatwaves and flooding. But the climate 

emergency won’t stop there. All workplaces 

around the world will be impacted by the climate 

emergency in the near future. 

Global employers, like all other stakeholders, have 

a responsibility to address the climate emergency 

head on, particularly when it comes to their 

workforce. This briefing identifies some of the 

many employment, pensions and incentives legal 

issues employers might face in relation to climate 

change, and how they might tackle them. 

1. Managing the crisis and the transition 

Climate change is a hot topic for employers. As the 

urgency of action becomes increasingly pressing, 

employers will not only need to react to the short-term 

consequences of climate change, but they will also need to 

take proactive steps to make their businesses more 

sustainable in the long-term. 

Reacting to the consequences 

The effects of the climate emergency are more prevalent 

in our work lives than ever. Employers should respond by 

developing HR policies and tailoring them to their sector, 

jurisdiction and workforce. Examples of adjustments to 

indoor workplaces might include providing workers with 

additional breaks or allowing an adjusted dress code. 

Employers who have outdoor workplaces might want to 

consider policies such as adapting working times to avoid 

high heat. 

Just like during the Covid-19 pandemic, vaccination might 

become topical as immunisation against widespread 

diseases arising from the climate emergency becomes 

more common. In this context, employers will need to 

revisit discussions on whether they can impose or 

encourage vaccination or treat non-vaccinated workers 

differently. In order to do this, they will need to analyse 

their duty of care, core human rights, and jurisdiction-

specific employment issues such as discrimination. 

Employers should also consider what information and 

consultation obligations are placed on them in the context 

of health and safety matters, and whether their workers 

have a right not to attend the workplace due to health and 

safety concerns. 

Adjustment of longer-term behaviours 

In the longer-term, climate-induced migration will be 

high on the agenda of global employers, as individuals 

move away from high-risk zones. Recruitment and 

retention policies may need to be adjusted to reflect these 

challenges, otherwise talent could become increasingly 

concentrated in certain jurisdictions or business sectors.  

Workers too will have a role to play. They will need to 

adjust their own behaviours, which may potentially lead 

to difficult discussions (for example, if they refuse to go on 

certain business trips for environmental reasons). The 

issue of international secondments and assignments may 

become a tricky one too, especially in climate-risky zones. 

How far will workers be able to go? Will fighting against 

climate change become a protected belief triggering 

protection against discrimination? The UK Employment 

Appeal Tribunal has previously ruled that belief in climate 

change is capable of being protected under UK equality 

laws, but ultimately each case will turn on its own facts.  

Ultimately, workers may end up challenging what their 

employer is doing (or not doing) in relation to the 

environment, joining forces across the company or at 

industry level, possibly calling on trade unions and NGOs. 

Pro-actively engaging with the workforce and having open 

conversations about these issues should help.  

Business restructurings 

While it remains to be seen whether other global crises 

relating to inflation and energy supply will impact the 

speed of change, the green transition will likely lead to 

more than just adjustments to HR policies. Significant 

business restructurings arising from a shift to the green 

economy are already taking place in certain industries and 

regions and further action is being demanded. Climate-

motivated restructurings lead to questions around 

changes to employment terms and conditions, re-skilling, 

employee transfers and redundancies. As with any 

restructuring, the respective positions of companies, 

workers and their representatives, may well differ, making 

the fight against climate change even more challenging. 

Compliance with existing information and consultation 

requirements will be critical. 

2. Green incentivisation 

Similar issues arise when looking at director and 

employee incentivisation, which is designed to attract, 

engage and retain talent. Incentivisation comes in many 

different forms and is an increasingly sensitive area in 

today’s highly scrutinised global corporate environment. 

It is therefore no surprise that ‘green incentivisation’ is at 

the forefront of the minds of many global employers. 
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ESG metrics in incentive plans 

The number of companies incorporating environmental, 

social and governance (ESG) metrics into their variable 

remuneration arrangements has increased rapidly in 

recent years. ESG issues have soared up the boardroom 

agenda because of key events such as extreme weather 

emergencies. Consequently, various market studies have 

found that ESG is increasingly being used in annual bonus 

plans and long-term incentive plans. 

A movement towards linkage between climate and reward 

is likely to be partly due to investor pressure. Data from 

Minerva Analytics, a proxy voting service, suggests that a 

number of the highest dissent resolutions for 

remuneration proposals in the UK were connected to ESG 

issues. However, pressure is also likely to come from 

employees themselves. The Amazon Employees for 

Climate Justice, who led a walkout at the company's 

headquarters in Seattle in 2019, are just one of many 

examples of employee activism in response to the climate 

emergency. 

A fundamental problem with climate-friendly metrics is 

that many environmental impacts are difficult to measure 

and quantify. There is a plethora of different ESG 

reporting frameworks but a lack of consistency and 

comparability of metrics. More broadly, target setting has 

been cited as the most common challenge when 

incorporating ESG metrics into remuneration plans. But 

we are slowly beginning to see a standardisation. The 

World Economic Forum has published a paper identifying 

universal ESG metrics and has recommended disclosures 

that could be reflected in annual reports of companies 

across industry sectors and countries. Other bodies are 

also beginning to get in on the act. For example, in 2020 

the European Commission published the Taxonomy 

Regulation which sought to establish a clear definition of 

what is ‘sustainable’ and amended the Non-Financial 

Reporting Directive and the Sustainable Finance 

Disclosure Regulation (SFDR) such that companies must 

disclose in line with the Taxonomy Regulation. Employers 

should monitor future standardisation efforts and select 

the most meaningful metrics for their business.  

Another challenge for employers is ensuring that climate 

targets closely align with the overall objectives of their 

business, and then deciding how much weight to give to 

those metrics. Employers will also need to consider how 

to report on their efforts, taking into account any 

disclosure requirements to which they are subject (for 

example, the Task Force on Climate-related Financial 

Disclosures (TCFD) in the UK, the EU’s SFDR and 

Directive on Corporate Sustainability Reporting, and the 

US Securities Exchange Commission’s recently proposed 

rules). 

Other climate-friendly benefits 

Of course, using climate-friendly metrics in incentive 

plans is not the only way. Employers are also looking to 

other incentives to direct the behaviour of their employees 

towards sustainability and lowering carbon emissions. For 

example, many businesses already operate cycle-to-work, 

car-pooling, electric vehicle and other commute-related 

schemes. In the context of ‘Fit 55’, the EU recently 

reached a political agreement on stricter rules for energy 

performance of buildings, requiring sustainable mobility 

infrastructure such as electronic car charging points and 

bicycle parking spaces. Employers may want to keep this 

in mind when agreeing or renewing their office leases.  

Nowadays there is generally an increased acceptance of 

and support for remote working, which reduces the 

commute altogether. But for businesses with office space, 

ensuring that staff canteens serve locally sourced or meat-

free food and providing rewards to team members who 

reduce printing levels or recycle the most are also viable 

options. In addition, vouchers to purchase eco-friendly 

goods is another idea to push employees towards 

sustainable choices. In countries like Belgium, this is an 

employee benefit agreed by way of a collective agreement. 

And we can’t forget about the topic of business travel. 

Recent years have proven that meetings can be conducted 

virtually, but there is something to be said for meeting 

colleagues and clients in-person. So, in circumstances 

where an in-person meeting is considered essential, 

employers may wish to opt for ground rather than air 

travel to be more sustainable. Alternatively, employers 

could bundle visits to multiple clients or events into a 

single trip. 

3. Sustainable pension investments 

Very few remuneration packages are complete without 

pension provision. A fast-evolving legislative and 

regulatory environment and a significant shift in attitudes 

towards climate change have seen climate-conscious 

investment and disclosure become a very high priority for 

pension schemes, their managers or trustees and their 

members across the globe. 

Climate-conscious investment 

There is clearly appetite in the global financial markets to 

move towards greener investment strategies and this is 

particularly important in the pensions sphere. According 

to the World Trade Organisation’s Thinking Ahead 

Institute, worldwide pension fund assets amounted to 

USD 56.6 trillion at the end of 2021, giving them 

significant influence over the flow of investments in the 

economy. 

In the US, some retirement benefit plans are taking 

significant steps in that direction. The country’s second-

largest pension fund, the California State Teachers’ 
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Retirement System, is mapping the path to achieve net 

zero and the third-largest fund, the New York State 

Common Retirement Fund, has already divested of 

numerous coal companies. However, the ten largest US 

public pension funds still have major investments in the 

biggest corporate polluters. 

Regulatory developments are now moving in the direction 

of enabling more decisive action. The “ESG rule” 

previously introduced by the Trump administration, 

which imposed tests for investment which expressly 

subordinated ESG factors to pecuniary considerations, 

was effectively suspended with the March 2021 

announcement by the Department of Labor (DOL) that it 

will not enforce the rule. In October 2021, the DOL 

published for consultation a proposed modification of the 

US regime which is expected to give greater leeway for 

plan fiduciaries to take ESG considerations into account 

in plan investments. In March 2022, the DOL released a 

request for information exploring whether it should go 

further in regulating the intersection of climate change 

and retirement savings. Plan fiduciaries and other 

stakeholders may be impacted by the ultimate rules and 

policy pronouncements that come from these actions.  

In the UK, regulations intended to secure effective 

pension scheme governance and decision-making with 

respect to the impact of climate change are in force. They 

impose obligations on pension scheme trustees to, among 

other things, identify climate-related risks and 

opportunities and their impact on the scheme’s 

investment or funding strategy and design strategies to 

mitigate exposure to risks and establish measurable 

targets in managing these risks. In addition, as of 1 

October 2022, occupational pension schemes with £1bn 

or more in relevant assets are required to report on how 

trustees have taken the risks and opportunities associated 

with climate change into account in their investments. 

Climate-related disclosure 

Progress towards an orderly transition to net-zero 

greenhouse gas emissions can only be monitored if 

pension schemes are subject to disclosure requirements. 

The new UK regulations require larger pension schemes 

to make climate-related disclosures in line with 

recommendations made by the TCFD. UK regulators are 

mandating climate-related disclosure too. Rules published 

by the UK Financial Conduct Authority (FCA) for the 

most prominent listed commercial companies are 

intended to ensure that adequate information on climate 

change risks and opportunities is made available, to allow 

investors to make better informed decisions. Alongside 

the FCA, the UK Pensions Regulator (TPR) has issued 

updated guidance about what trustees need to include in 

their annual climate change or TCFD report to comply 

with new legislation. The guidance also covers reporting 

on the alignment of schemes’ assets with the Paris 

Agreement. In addition, TPR is due to publish a revised 

Code of Practice addressing climate change as a new 

module and featuring ESG within a stewardship module. 

There have been similar developments in other 

jurisdictions, including the EU. The SFDR requires 

financial market participants, including pension schemes, 

to disclose information regarding their approaches to the 

integration of sustainability risks and the consideration of 

adverse sustainability impacts. The SFDR is part of EU’s 

“Green Deal”, which is intended to achieve carbon 

neutrality for the EU by 2050.  

Member activism 

Change is not just being driven by regulators and new 

legislation. With increasing numbers of savers concerned 

about climate change and looking for sustainable and 

environmentally friendly investments, scheme members 

are also turning up the heat on trustees and fiduciaries. 

In 2020, a settlement was reached in a major test case 

that was brought in Australia by a scheme member 

against the trustee of a large industry-wide 

superannuation fund, Retail Employees Superannuation 

Trust (REST). The claim was based on alleged inadequate 

disclosure of the risks of climate change and breaches by 

the trustee of its duties to invest with reasonable care and 

skill in relation to climate change factors. While there 

were no final court findings on the claim, the settlement 

was significant in itself in that the REST trustee published 

a statement undertaking to achieve a net-zero carbon 

footprint by 2050 and measure and report in line with 

TCFD recommendations. 

More recently, members of the Universities 

Superannuation Scheme brought a derivative action 

against the directors of the scheme trustee, arguing that 

they had breached their duties, including by continuing to 

invest in fossil fuels without an immediate plan for 

divestment. Although the High Court rejected the 

members’ claim, it acknowledged that there could be 

circumstances where pension scheme members had 

standing to bring such a claim. It remains to be seen how 

the courts will treat a claim relating to how trustees take 

into account climate-related risks and opportunities.  

This issue will be increasingly difficult for trustees, 

fiduciaries and employer sponsors to ignore as green 

investments become a more prominent feature for 

pension schemes and members across the globe choose to 

align their money with their values. 
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