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Abstract

The thesis considers the expansive interpretation of established human rights law
from the provincial, domestic, regional and international legal spheres to protect
environmental features crucial to the continued existence of indigenous cultures. Specifically
the research will assess whether a practicable basis for a litigious action on these grounds
might be constructed and applied. This is achieved through the use of the case study of the

extraction of the 'tar sands' of Alberta, Canada.

The tar or oil sands are a source of so-called unconventional oil, which has become a
commercially viable source of the resource following rises in market price over recent
decades. Debate surrounds the environmental impacts of the extraction and refinement
processes however and in particular its affects upon inimitable ecosystems in the regions
exploited. The indigenous populace of the province are inextricably reliant upon said
ecosystems for the expression of their culture and maintenance of their traditional practices.
The thesis will answer the question as to whether the interpretation of domestic Canadian,
regional and international human rights law offers the potential for a justiciable legal action
seeking the cession or restriction of tar sands extraction in order to protect culturally

significant and inimitable environments.
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Chapter 1

Introduction and Methodology




1.1 Introduction

When asked the states which possess the largest oil reserves, or the state which meets
the majority of the crude oil demand of the United States of America (U.S.) , the
overwhelming preponderance of suggestions from the average member of the public would
be states in the Middle East, or for those more aware of contemporary human rights issues
Nigeria. When told that Canada sits atop the second largest confirmed oil reserves by barrel
(only Saudi Arabia possesses more), and supplies the largest proportion of the crude oil
demands of the U.S. of any State (including the United States itself), the continuous
procession of shocked expressions would be almost as impressive as the figures which
confirm these statements. The import of crude oil and petroleum products into the U.S. has
steadily increased over the last two decades, imports from the world’s largest oil reserves in
Saudi Arabia have however fallen slightly, likely as a result of political tension in the Middle
East. Those from Mexico, the third largest provider of oil to the world’s largest consumer

have increased by approximately twenty five per cent since 1993.

Canada by contrast has increased its exports of oil and petroleum products to the U.S.
by over fifty per cent over the same period.? The influence of Canada in so called,

‘Petropolitics’® since its discovery of vast deposits of ‘unconventional crude’® beneath the

" The reserves of Venezuela although thought to be larger than those of both Canada and possibly the largest of
any state have not been officially confirmed.

2 Refer to Annex 1. All figures taken from the U.S. Energy Information Administration website, at:
<http://www.eia.gov/dnav/pet/hist/LeafHandler.ashx?n=PET&s=MTTIMUSCA1&{=M> Accessed 20™ July
2014.

3 Phrase coined by renowned author and journalist in; Friedman, T. ‘The First Law of Petropolitics’ Foreign
Policy (Washington, May/June 2006) <http://www.ituassu.com.br/oil_fp2.pdf> Accessed 20" January 2011

4 Defined by the National Energy Board of Canada as ‘Crude oil, which at a particular point in time, cannot be
technically and economically produced through a well using normal production practices and without altering
the natural viscous state of the oil,” in Canada’s Oil Sands: Opportunities and Challenges to 2015 National
Energy Board of Canada (Calgary, June 2006) <http://www.neb.gc.ca/clf-
nsi/rrgynfmtn/nrgyrprt/lsnd/pprtntsndchlings20152006/pprtntsndchlings20152006-eng. pdf> Accessed 15th
February 2011



province of Alberta® has increased exponentially, making it a major player on the world
energy stage as the non-renewable nature of fossil fuels becomes ever more apparent. Prior
to the late 1970s the maximum level of oil exported to the U.S. by Canada within a year had
only once in history exceeded one million barrels.® Today that figure is exceeded twice in a
single day,’ and annually Canada exports almost half as much oil to the U.S. as all of the
Organisation of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC) member states combined. Only
recently, however, has a discovery made nearly three centuries ago® truly altered the political
and economic future of the North American neighbour of one of the most influential states in
human history, catapulting it onto the world stage and to a standing the likes of which it has

never before found itself in.

The ‘slow-motion stampede of sorts in Alberta’® triggered by the discovery in the

*1% and processes capable of accessing its economic potential,

province of so called ‘tar sands
has however had significant adverse environmental effects as well as granting a source of
considerable prosperity for the province and Canada as a whole. This less well publicised
damage, of various forms, caused by the tar sands projects has been felt by the population of
Alberta generally. However, no social group has felt the environmental impact more than the
indigenous people of the province whose very way of life, in terms of their culture and
sustenance is threatened by the ever accelerating development of the projects. As Short states,

‘when indigenous lands are used by extractive industries the inherent corporate preference for

externalising environmental costs can lead to physical, as well as cultural destruction. The tar

3 Although deposits extend into Saskatchewan, the overwhelming majority of deposits are within the borders of
Alberta.

¢ Alberta Energy Resources Conservation Board, Annual Oil and Gas Statistics, Calgary, 1979.

7 Refer to Annex 1. All figures taken from the U.S. Energy Information Administration website, at
<http://www.eia.gov/dnav/pet/pet_move_impcus_a2_nus_ep00_im0_mbbl_m.htm> Accessed 20" January
2011.

¥ Sweeney, A. ‘Black Bonanza: Canada's Oil Sands and the Race to Secure North America's Energy Future’
(John Wiley and Sons, Toronto, 2010)

® Marshall, E. ‘OPEC Prices Make Heavy Oil Look Profitable’ (1979) 204 Science, New Series 4399 at 1287
' This terminology and that of oil sands is addressed in the later Section 2.5.
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sands project is a prime example of this.’"

A legal challenge has been mounted by these
peoples against both the province of Alberta and the Canadian government on the basis of
breaches of their rights imbued under historic treaties between them and the Crown. The
notion of a breach of human rights is however not considered within this litigious action,

although media and activist groups’ speculation of such a breach has surrounded the case.'?

The notion that human rights law offers protection by extension to the environment
owing to the reliance we have upon it is well established in both academic literature and case
law. Whilst case precedents will be discussed at length later in the thesis, the philosophical
reasoning for the protection of the environment under the auspices of human rights is worthy
of note. This justification will also serve to highlight the relevance of this field of law to the
particular context of the tar sands industry in Alberta and the impacts it allegedly has upon
the indigenous populace of the province. Whilst one of the central tenets of human rights law
is the protection of the individual from abuses of power by the state, and this is undoubtedly
of some relevance to the focus of the piece, it is in the connection of the individual to their
environment that the rationalisation of assessing the tar sands industry through human rights

jurisprudence can be found.

Anderson perhaps describes the connection between human rights and the
environment best by stating that they both, ‘touch upon all spheres of human activity.”"?

Immediate connections here can also be established between the basis for human rights in

" Short, D. ‘Cultural Genocide and Indigenous Peoples: A Sociological Approach’ (2010) 14 (6) The
International Journal of Human Rights 833, 844

12 See for example the work of Amnesty International and the Rainforest Action Network:
<http://www.amnesty.ca/our-work/issues/indigenous-peoples/the-lubicon-cree-ongoing-human-rights-
violations> Accessed 30th July 2014 and <http://www.ran.org/royal-bank-canada-steps-away-tar-sands-support-
first-nation-rights-0> Accessed 30th July 2014

13 Anderson, M.R. Human Rights Approaches to Environmental Protection: An Overview in Boyle, A. and
Anderson, M.R. (eds.) Human Rights Approaches to Environmental Protection (Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1996)

)



‘inherent dignity...of all members of the human family,’ "and the need of all humans of ‘an
environment of a quality that permits a life of dignity and well-being.”'® Similarly Nickel’s

suggestion of a ‘minimally good life’ '

as a focus for human rights would fit with this
inextricable connection between human dignity and a basic environmental standard which
supported this. As such the contention here is that the impact of the tar sands industry on the
indigenous populace is so great as to potentially impact upon their inherent human dignity.

Specifically these breaches of fundamental rights are suggested as arising from harm to

environmental features of particular cultural significance.

Whilst the proximity of industrial projects to residential or culturally significant areas
is by no means a new issue, and a relationship which can in some case be harmonious, the
potential and actual impacts of the tar sands industry on the indigenous peoples of Alberta are
particularly severe. These impacts will be discussed in at length later in the piece, but a
number of academics have suggested that cumulatively these impacts constitute a ‘slow
industrial genocide’!” of these peoples. Whilst it might be suggested that the language of
genocide is extreme, the testimony of those facing the impacts to be discussed would suggest
it may be apt. Caribou, a source of food and traditional materials to be discussed at length in
the thesis are particularly susceptible to these adverse effects and in the opinion of the
peoples who utilise them in this manner, ‘The extinction of caribou would mean the
extinction of our people.’18 Although this rhetoric might seem somewhat hyperbolic, those

campaigning against the projects feel their hand has been forced. ‘When the government fails

14 UN General Assembly, Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 10 December 1948, 217 A (III) Preamble.

15 Stockholm Declaration of the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment, 16 June 1972,

U.N. Doc. A/.CONF.48/14/Rev.1 at 3 (1973

1S Nickel, J. ‘Making Sense of Human Rights: Philosophical Reflections on the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights’ (University of California Press, Oakland, 1987) 51

7 Huseman, J. and Short, D. ‘A Slow Industrial Genocide: Tar Sands and the Indigenous Peoples of Northern

Alberta’ (2012) 16(1) International Journal of Human Rights 216
pembina Institute Canadian Aboriginal Concerns with Oil Sands: A compilation of key issues, resolutions and
legal activities <https://www.pembina.org/reports/briefingnoteosfntoursep10.pdf> Accessed February 20" 2015
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to engage with First Nations about our concerns, and [ails to respect our rights, these things
have nowhere to go but the courts.’'*The thesis does not intend to consider whether the harms
constitute genocide as is suggested by Husemann and Short,” but instead to assess whether
the severing of the connection between the environment and the indigenous peoples who rely
upon it could constitute a breach of established human rights provisions to which the

Canadian and hence Albertan governments are subject.

The tar sands extraction projects of Alberta present a case study in which this
connection between inimitable environmental features and culture can be explored. In
particular this context allows for the consideration of whether the inhibition or destruction of
cultural connections to such irreplaceable features might give rise to breaches of human
rights law. Innumerable industrial projects across the world present potential harms to
environments which bear great significance to identifiable and distinguishable cultural groups,
however a number of factors make this instance of environmental damage to such features

acutely useful for the purposes of the analysis to be undertaken in the thesis.

Firstly the range and severity of the harms to the features of cultural significance to
the indigenous populace is considerable. The industrial extraction of the tar sands presents
threats to traditional food sources, materials for clothing and building, and an array of other
practices of significance peculiar to the groups inhabiting the regions affected. These impacts
are arguably so severe as to threaten the very existence of the groups themselves. Pat Marcel,
an indigenous elder even suggested in a report on the health of the Athabasca river in

proximity to extraction operations, ‘We’re talking about the survival of the Athabasca river,

" Ibid.
% Huseman, J. and Short, D. (n17)



but more than that this is about the survival of our people.’®' The strength of this connection
between this ecosystem and the continuation of a culture ensures that the claims of human
rights breaches could not be assuaged out of hand by the contention that the economic

benefits of exploiting this resource far outweighed any harm caused in doing so.

Similarly the status of Canada as a developed nation reduces the strength of
contentions concerning the need to exploit natural resources to access wealth and utilities
necessary to improve the standard of living of citizens. In spite of this, the suggestions of the
necessity of the extraction of the tar sands as a resource to ensure energy security for Canada
and indeed North America as a whole remain undiluted. Indeed a report submitted to the
International Monetary Fund suggested that a boost to gross domestic product was likely
were oil sands extraction to continue at present rates, though highlighted the inherent risks in
such a rapid expansion also.”> As such whilst not avoided in their entirety the suggestions of
the absolute necessity of extraction which might be prevalent in similar debates in other states

are undeniably weakened by the level of development of Canada.

The legal system of Canada and in particular the approach of its judiciary to the
interpretation and application of human rights jurisprudence to be discussed in greater detail
in the thesis® also affords a unique opportunity to consider liberal approaches to the
application of human rights law in a sympathetic arena. As a result, international, regional
and domestic human rights legislation are all available avenues for discussion of the

suggestions of the thesis that severe damage to culturally significant environments could

2! pembina Institute Government Protects Oilsands Industry, Fails to Protect Athabasca River
<http://www.pembina.org/media-release/1384> Accessed February 20" 2015

2 Bayoumi, T and Muhleisen, M Energy, the Exchange Rate and the Economy: Macroeconomic Benefits of
Canada’s Qil Sands Production < https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/wp/2006/wp0670.pdf> Accessed
February 20™ 2015

3 See in particular Chapter 3 in this regard.



breach rights enshrined in these jurisdictions. Added to this is the inherent recognition of the
significance and need for protection of these regions within the Canadian legal system.** Vast
swathes of the land under which the tar sands resource is located are afforded constitutional
protection owing to their historic occupation by the indigenous peoples by a series of treaties
with the Canadian government signed in the late eighteenth and early twentieth centuries.”
These treaties confer rights over the land to the indigenous peoples who bear inextricable
cultural connections to it. As such there is an established legal basis on which to build the
suggestion that the land in question holds unique significance to said peoples which could, if
inhibited or removed entirely, could constitute breaches of established human rights
provisions. Thus established aspects of the Canadian legal system support the contentions of
the thesis in a manner unique to the case study providing an established recognition of the

significance of the land in question but falling short of establishing individual rights to utilise

the land in a particular culturally significant manner.

Whilst Canada remains the only nation with a large scale industry based around
extracting tar sands, refining the raw material and selling the product on the market as
synthetic crude oil, a number of other nations sit atop significant, and in the case of
Venezuela larger, reserves of the resource. As such the discussion surrounding the impacts of
the processes involved in the industry and the human rights implications thereof has
relevance to emerging industries globally. The relevance of this discussion is however not

limited to other instances of extraction of material akin to that considered here. The tar sands

* This is clearly established in the The Constitution Act, 1867 (U.K.), 30 & 31 Victoria, c. 3. at section 35 but
also in a number of seminal precedents such as Corbiere v. Canada (Minister of Indian and Northern Affairs)
[1999] 2 SCR 203, R v Van der Peet [1996] 2 S.C.R. 507 and Haida Nation v BC [2004] 3 S.C.R. 511, [2004]

S.C.C.73.
% The Constitution Act, 1867 (U.K.), 30 & 31 Victoria, c. 3. S.35
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are amongst a growing number of resources termed by some as ‘extreme energy’z(’ or

‘unconventional oil and gas.’?” These are resources which are only economically and socially
viable only by virtue of global reliance on the so called fossil fuels and the realisation that
reserves of more easily accessed resources are declining. The human rights implications of
this broad group of resources are potentially considerable, particular to them, and far beyond
that which could be addressed in this thesis. Academic discourse outside the natural and
physical sciences surrounding them is in its infancy. Legal discourse is no exception to this,
and as such the distinct impacts and considerations of this group of previously unutilised
sources of energy warrants academic investigation beyond the existing literature surrounding
conventional resources. The consideration of the issues raised in a setting as conducive to
logical interpretation of established human rights instruments as Canada will, it is hoped,
facilitate discourse in states with sovereign resources of a similar nature and where their
exploitation might similarly impact upon land of acute significance to minorities and

particularly minority cultures.

More specifically thesis aims to examine the rights which might be used as a basis for
a case against the licensing of tar sands projects arising from the environmental damage
caused by them. This will be constructed around suggested breaches of the human rights of
the indigenous peoples of Alberta. In order to provide some relevancy to their own specific
culture, the rights purported by the piece to have been breached will be linked to fundamental
expressions of it as represented in those rights enshrined within the historic treaties and
declarations made prior to the start of the twentieth century. The reasoning for this

methodology in relation to each adverse impact and a more detailed analysis of the various

% Extreme Energy Initiative What is extreme energy? < http://extremeenergy.org/about/what-is-extreme-energy-
2/> Accessed February 20" 2015

%" The distinction between unconventional and conventional oil should be noted as being potentially misleading.
Scientifically this is a distinction concerned with the density of the oil by comparison to water
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components surrounding the central theme will be discussed in more detail at various points
in the work. Firstly in this introduction the methodology for the work as a whole will be
outlined. Following this a chapter has been dedicated to background information necessary
which serves to provide a brief overview of the main proponents in the dispute concerning
the tar sands as well as a basic understanding of the impacts the extraction thereof is
suggested as having upon the ecosystems of Alberta. Following this, more specific detail will
be provided within later chapters where it is necessary to elaborate upon the basic

background provided herein.

1.2 Methodology

The methodological approach to the piece will be largely empirical, in that it will
outline an approach to challenging the licensing of tar sands projects in theory already
available to the indigenous peoples within the province of Alberta. This is as such a claim
could be made for human rights breaches under the existing federal legislative and judicial
frameworks of Canada or the provincial mechanisms of Alberta. The normative aspect of the
research will be formed by the proposition that interpretations of the applicability of accepted
human rights provisions within the domestic jurisdiction of Canada could give rise to a basis
for a legal challenge to the tar sands projects founded on human rights law from various

levels of enforcement.

The premise is therefore that the legal provisions to be discussed are lex lata,® but

that interpretation of that law and its application to the damage caused by the tar sands is lege

2 The law as it stands.
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ferenda.”” Note should be made that the thesis does not intend to contest that there exisis or
should exist a broad right to the environment, or narrow protection of specific aspects thereof.
Instead the proposition is that the damage caused by the tar sands projects to specific
environmental features which the indigenous peoples of Alberta inhabit, rely upon to express
their culture and have inimitable rights over, is so severe that it constitutes a breach of
established human rights provisions when applied using culturally relative judicial

interpretation.

Care will also be taken to avoid contentious political and social issues which might
bring the work into disrepute or leave it open to criticism on the basis of unsubstantiated
arguments. In this regard a specific example would be the intense debate surrounding the
issue of climate change. Where such issues are at risk of being touched upon by the piece a
clear statement will be made to separate it from any contentious debates and unsupported
statements of personal opinion on any such issues will be avoided. The purpose of this
methodological approach is to highlight the lack of recognition for human rights law as
recourse to bring an end to, seek compensation for and reparation of, the damage caused by

the tar sands projects in the province of Alberta.

Methodology will also therefore guide the structure of the piece in that the logical
approach to the development of the aforementioned argument will be to consider the human
rights provisions of each level of enforcement, national, regional (multinational) and
international separately in relation to the interpretation of the existing domestic provisions
pertinent to the subject matter. In essence the broad rights which might give rise to a basis for

a legal challenge against the damage caused, through judicial interpretation, will be identified

2 The law as it should be.

11



and the relevant human rights provisions at each level of enforcement then assessed as to
their applicability and utility in relation to the case study of the indigenous peoples of Alberta

and the effects the tar sands projects are having upon them.

Thus a clear structure resulting from this methodology is established. This is first to
analyse the effects of the tar sands projects and their scope, and select the rights relevant to
that subject matter. Following this a consideration of those broad rights at each level of
enforcement will be made. To conclude, an assessment will be made in each case of their
potential utility in relation to the creation of a basis for a viable legal challenge, or part
thereof. The core aim of the piece in this regard is to construct a legal basis for contesting the
licensing of tar sands projects by the Canadian government, which despite being based in
theory could be practically applied. Such an application would ideally have a relative
potential for success in securing, as a minimum, the restriction of the tar sands projects and
their licensing in the province of Alberta so as to limit the damage being done to the
indigenous peoples of the province and the inimitable environment on which they rely to

perpetuate their culture.

Qualitative research methods will evidently form the majority of those utilised within
the thesis, with analysis of the potential application and interpretation of existing legal
provisions being based upon such methods. However, a significant amount of quantitative
data is available concerning the effects of the tar sands projects, especially in relation to their
alleged environmental and human health impacts. Thus utilising this data to support
qualitatively based propositions could not feasibly be avoided. Note should be made that
manipulation of such data will not be required, and conclusions drawn from it will be factual

in nature, avoiding the necessity to interpret said data and hence justify those interpretations.

12



To avoid the plethora of published and documented quantitative data available would be
remiss as its potential to support qualitative arguments solely through its quotation in relation

to statements is vast.

Thus although the methods utilised in the research and the subsequent conclusions
will be purely qualitative, the propositions put forward would be weakened should the
superfluity of quantitative data widely published and recognised not be utilised in a
supportive evidential role. All data utilised will be fully referenced to ensure that no
requirement for justification of quantitative methods is required. The credibility of any data
will be questioned at all stages, endeavouring constantly to ensure that any contested data is
not drawn upon, or is highlighted as being so. Also where use of such data is beneficial, or
necessary, opposing views or published challenges to the veracity of said data will also be

highlighted.

During the course of the research a number of reports, articles, studies and other
publications will be utilised to illustrate statements or to support arguments made within the
piece. However, as is the case with developments of the size and commercial importance of
those in relation to the tar sands, parties who stand to benefit from the continuation or
expansion of them will seek to publish material improving the likelihood of their being able
to do so. Thus many publications are funded by the very bodies whose work may well depend
upon a favourable portrayal in that same piece. In relation to the research at hand, the sources
of funding for publications utilised, where provided or if unknown, whose veracity and
impartiality could be brought into question as a result of said funding will be stated.
Otherwise the piece in question will be excluded from use within the thesis. These measures

aim to ensure the impartiality and the utility of the legal arguments presented in the work, in
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order that they could be used in the formulation of a case against the current policy applied in

the licensing of tar sands developments in Alberta, Canada.

A brief note on the precautionary principle found in environmental law and
established as a core principle of field in the Rio Declaration®® is necessary at this point. The
thesis cannot discuss the precautionary principle and its implications in relation to the case
study within the constraints made upon it. As such although the principle will be mentioned
briefly at points within the text, it should generally be regarded as referring merely to a
requirement to take reasonable measures to mitigate or eliminate foreseeable harms which
could severely affect the health of individuals. Such an approach reflects a commitment to
both environmental impacts assessments and precaution more generally in the licensing of
industrial projects which provincial and federal authorities alike in Canada have espoused.
The reasoning for this approach is twofold. Firstly the piece is concerned with the application
of human rights law to the impacts upon the indigenous populace of Alberta arising from the
tar sands extraction industry. The precautionary principle, whilst considered in some seminal
cases’ ! in this field is not an established principle of human rights law. Secondly the principle
suggests precaution on the part of governing authorities with regards to impacts of which
there is an existing knowledge, or a reasonable foreseeability. As will be discussed however,
some of the impacts of the tar sands industry are as yet unascertained to an extent which
would demand precaution under the principle. Also such precaution would likely constitute
only heightened monitoring of potential impacts, and as such offer little protection of

indigenous peoples and culture.

30 Rio Declaration on Environment and Development (1992), UN Doc. A/CONF.151/26 (vol. 1)/ 31 ILM 874
3! See for example: Tatar v. Romania [2009] ECHR, Application no. 67021/01and Yakye Axa Indigenous
Community v Paraguay Case 12.313, Report No. 2/02, Inter-Am. C.H.R., Doc. 5 rev. 1 at 387 (2002)
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In this regard some consideration of the concept of Human Rights Impact
Assessments is necessary. The ‘phenomenon of undertaking human rights impact
assessments’>” has grown in prevalence in recent years and can take two broad forms, ex ante
(before the activity being assessed), and ex post (after the activity being assessed). de Beco
also highlights that divisions of ‘positive and negative, intended, and unintended and direct

and indirect impact’>

can also be made. Such distinctions would undoubtedly be of value to
the discourse surrounding the human rights impacts of the tar sands extraction projects

particularly in relation to direct and indirect impacts. Indeed this distinction is a crucial aspect

of some of the conclusions drawn by the thesis as will be highlighted.

The methodology of the thesis is however aimed at assessing whether a breach could
be suggested as having occurred at all on the basis of the harm to culturally significant
environmental features rather than that assessed by human rights impact assessments, the
potential risk of doing so or the extent to which they have been breached. The nature of
human rights impact assessments is in itself diverse. As Harrison, an avid proponent of the
concept, concedes, ‘we will never be able to define a uniform process for all HRIAs....[t]he
appropriate model will depend on the nature of what is being assessed.”**They are broadly
defined as, ‘measuring the impact of policies, programmes, projects and interventions on

535

human rights,”” and as such are constrained by the ‘difficulties in gaining access to relevant

data and the challenge of attributing policy change to the HRIA.*

32 Harrison, J. ‘Human Rights Measurement. Reflections on the Current Practice and Future Potential

of Human Rights Impact Assessment’ (2011) Journal of Human Rights Practice 3(2) 162, 163

33 de Beco, G. ‘Human Rights Impact Assessments’ (2009) 27 Netherlands Human Rights Quarterly 139, 143
3* Harrison, J. Human Rights Measurement. Reflections on the Current Practice and Future Potential

of Human Rights Impact Assessment’ (2011) Journal of Human Rights Practice 3(2) 162, 165

> Human Rights Impact Resource Centre, An Introduction to Human Rights Impact Assessment
<http://www.humanrightsimpact.org/hria-guide/overview> Accessed February 202015

3¢ Bakker, S. Van Den Berg, M. Duzenli, D. and Radstaake, M. ‘Human Right Impact Assessment in Practice:
The Case of the Health Rights of Women Assessment Instrument (HeRWAI) (2009) 1(3) Journal of Human
Rights Practice 436, 451
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