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In the past two years, Canada has signed BITs with nine African states: Benin (January 2013),
United Republic of Tanzania (May 2013), Cameroon (March 2014), Nigeria (May 2014), Senegal
(November 2014), Mali (November 2014), Cote d’Ivoire (November 2014), Burkina Faso (April
2015) and most recently Guinea (May 2015). The first eight of these treaties (the “New Canada-
African State BITs”) are based on the Canadian Model BIT (which Canada calls the Model
Foreign Investment Protection and Promotion Agreement or “FIPA”). The text of the Canada-
Guinea BIT is not yet available, but it is likely to follow this same model. While only two have
entered into force (Benin in May of 2014 and United Republic of Tanzania in December of 2013),
these treaties signal an effort by Canada to increase investment in key African markets. Canada is
also engaged in ongoing BIT negotiations with Ghana and Kenya.

Signing BITs with these African states suggests that Canada’s foreign investment in Africa will
continue to focus on the mining and energy sectors. For example, Canada is the largest foreign
investor in Burkina Faso, resulting primarily from the gold mining industry—gold has been
Burkina Faso’s primary export since 2008. Canada also has identified mining as a key opportunity
for Canadian investors in the Cote d’Ivoire, Mali, and Senegal. Ghana and the Cote d’Ivoire both
started to produce oil in 2013, so the petroleum industry in those states is ripe for investment from
Canadian oil and gas exploration and production companies.

All of the New Canada-African State BITs provide for arbitration in the event of a dispute and
contain many of the standard provisions that one would expect in a BIT, including national
treatment, fair and equitable treatment, free transfer of capital, and protection against
expropriation. However there are three aspects that set these treaties apart.

First, the New Canada-African State BITs contain what have been called “non-lowering of
standards” provisions, which provide that a Contracting Party shall not waive or otherwise
derogate from, or offer to waive or otherwise derogate from domestic health, safety, or
environmental measures. These clauses contemplate consultation between the two contracting
parties to the BIT if one state believes the other has relaxed standards (or has offered to do so).

Second, although not included in its 2004 Model BIT, since 2010 Canada has included a voluntary
corporate social responsibility (“CSR”) provision in the BITs it signs. With the exception of the
Canada-Tanzania BIT, all of the New Canada-African State BITs include this provision. The
provision may not be included in the Canada-Tanzania BIT because negotiations between Tanzania

https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/2015/07/18/the-canadian-model-bit-a-step-in-the-right-direction-for-canadian-investment-in-africa/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/2015/07/18/the-canadian-model-bit-a-step-in-the-right-direction-for-canadian-investment-in-africa/
https://international.gc.ca/global-markets-marches-mondiaux/markets-marches/index.aspx?lang=eng
https://www.canadainternational.gc.ca/burkinafaso/bilateral_relations_bilaterales/Canada-Burkina_Faso.aspx?lang=eng
https://www.canadainternational.gc.ca/burkinafaso/bilateral_relations_bilaterales/Canada-Burkina_Faso.aspx?lang=eng
https://international.gc.ca/global-markets-marches-mondiaux/markets-marches/cotedivoire.aspx?lang=eng
https://international.gc.ca/global-markets-marches-mondiaux/markets-marches/mali.aspx?lang=eng
https://international.gc.ca/global-markets-marches-mondiaux/markets-marches/senegal.aspx?lang=eng
https://unctad.org/en/PublicationsLibrary/wir2014_en.pdf
https://digitalcommons.law.msu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1005&context=ilr
https://digitalcommons.law.msu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1005&context=ilr
https://www.international.gc.ca/trade-agreements-accords-commerciaux/topics-domaines/other-autre/csr-strat-rse.aspx?lang=eng


2

Kluwer Arbitration Blog - 2 / 4 - 26.03.2023

and Canada began in 2008, before Canada started including the CSR provision in BITs. Where
included, this CSR provision states that the contracting parties should encourage enterprises to
voluntarily incorporate internationally recognized standards of corporate social responsibility in
their practices and internal policies. The provision does not identify any particular CSR standards
or principles that a country should encourage, thereby leaving it open to states to choose their own
CSR standards.

Third, the arbitration provisions of these BITs contemplate a high level of transparency throughout
the dispute resolution process. The BITs contain a presumption that all documents submitted to a
tribunal will be publicly available, unless the disputing parties agree otherwise. Hearings are open
to the public and arbitral awards are to be made publicly available. (The BITs do provide for
redaction of submissions and awards and in camera hearings where necessary to protect
confidential information.) In addition, all of the New Canada-African State BITs contain a
provision that expressly contemplates third party submissions. While a tribunal is not required to
accept third party submissions, these BITs give a tribunal the authority to accept submissions from
non-parties with a “significant interest” in the arbitration, so long as the submission does not
disrupt the proceedings or unfairly prejudice a disputing party.

While not completely new, these three aspects of the New Canada-African State BITs reflect a
growing trend to address social and environmental issues in investment treaties. For example,
earlier treaties have included aspirational language relating to CSR or non-lowering of standards in
their preambles. The preamble to the Cameroon-Turkey BIT states that the parties are “convinced
that the objectives [of the BIT] can be achieved without relaxing health, safety and environmental
measures . . . as well as internationally recognized labor rights”. The preamble to the Nigeria-
Austria BIT expresses (i) a commitment “to achieving these objectives in a manner consistent with
the protection of health, safety, and the environment, and the promotion of internationally
recognised labour standards” and (ii) a “belief that responsible corporate behaviour can contribute
to mutual confidence between enterprises and host countries”.

The New Canada-African State BITs include similar sentiments, but have elevated them to
substantive treaty provisions. Nonetheless, some commentators have noted that the non-mandatory
wording of these provisions makes them unenforceable. In this regard, all of these BITs exclude
the non-lowering of standards provisions from arbitration, and most (with Benin and Burkina Faso
being the only exceptions) exclude the CSR provisions as well. However, these provisions may be
given effect in other ways beyond traditional enforcement. For example, the Government of
Canada offers economic diplomacy services to Canadian companies operating abroad, including
the issuance of letters of support, advocacy efforts and opportunities to participate in trade
missions. The Canadian government refuses these economic diplomacy services to companies that
do not embody CSR best practices.

In addition, although they may not give rise to arbitration claims, in certain circumstances the CSR
and non-lowering of standards provisions could give rise to defences by states in investor-state
arbitrations. The fact that they are included as substantive provisions in these BITs, rather than
being stated simply as aspirational goals in a preamble, means that some tribunals may find a
defence based on these provisions more convincing. Where the CSR and non-lowering of standards
provisions are relevant, they may also strengthen the arguments of third parties seeking to make
submissions to a tribunal regarding the environmental, health or safety impact of an investment.

The fact that these BITs expressly contemplate submissions by third parties may also reflect an
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increasingly common argument that the public has an interest in foreign investment. In this regard,
the Canada-Burkina Faso BIT goes a step further than the other New Canada-African State BITs,
identifying the types of third parties expected to make submissions and setting out a procedure for
doing so. While this BIT opens the door to amicus briefs and provides helpful guidance, the
procedure sets certain limitations, including page limits and a requirement that the submitting third
party identify any government, person or entity that has provided financial or other assistance to
prepare the amicus brief. The procedure set out in the Canada-Burkina Faso BIT also provides
factors for the Tribunal to consider. These largely mirror those in ICSID Rule 37, including the
extent to which (i) the submission would assist the Tribunal to dispose of a question of fact or law
related to the dispute; (ii) the submission would address a matter within the scope of the dispute
and (iii) the amicus curiae has a significant interest in the arbitration. There is one notable addition
– the extent to which the arbitration is a matter of public interest, a factor frequently referred to by
tribunals arbitrating under the UNCITRAL Rules.

As only two of these new BITs have entered into force, the impact any of these provisions may
have remains an open question. Given that the CSR and non-lowering of standards provisions are
stated in aspirational language, the impact they could have may be immeasurable. The same is true
of the provisions contemplating submissions by third parties in arbitration. The BITs continue to
leave the decision to admit amicus briefs to the discretion of tribunals, so it will be difficult to tell
the extent to which the inclusion of these provisions actually affects a tribunal’s determination.

________________________

To make sure you do not miss out on regular updates from the Kluwer Arbitration Blog, please
subscribe here. To submit a proposal for a blog post, please consult our Editorial Guidelines.

Profile Navigator and Relationship Indicator
Includes 7,300+ profiles of arbitrators, expert witnesses, counsels & 13,500+ relationships to
uncover potential conflicts of interest.

Learn how Kluwer Arbitration can support you.

https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/newsletter/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/editorial-policy-guidelines/
https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/kluwerarbitration/practical-tools?utm_source=arbitrationblog&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=article-bottom-cta_ka-practical-tools_1122#PrReTools
https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/kluwerarbitration/practical-tools?utm_source=arbitrationblog&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=article-bottom-cta_ka-practical-tools_1122#PrReTools
https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/kluwerarbitration/practical-tools?utm_source=arbitrationblog&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=article-bottom-cta_ka-practical-tools_1122#PrReTools


4

Kluwer Arbitration Blog - 4 / 4 - 26.03.2023

This entry was posted on Saturday, July 18th, 2015 at 7:33 pm and is filed under Africa, Amicus
Curiae, BIT, Canada, Investment Arbitration, Oil & Gas
You can follow any responses to this entry through the Comments (RSS) feed. You can skip to the
end and leave a response. Pinging is currently not allowed.

https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/kluwerarbitration/practical-tools?utm_source=arbitrationblog&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=article-bottom_ka-practical-tools_1122#PrReTools
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/africa/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/amicus-curiae/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/amicus-curiae/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/bit/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/canada/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/investment-arbitration/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/oil-gas/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/comments/feed/

	Kluwer Arbitration Blog
	The Canadian Model BIT—A Step in the Right Direction for Canadian Investment in Africa?


