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Introduction
Digital (In)Equity, and Barriers to Use of Digital Legal Resources
Digital technology can create new “pathways to justice” (McGill, Salyzyn, Bouclin et al., 2016, p. 2) for
those facing challenges such as lack of knowledge about the legal system and available legal resources,
lack of proximity to local legal services, and inability to afford a lawyer. However, alongside the obvious
potential of digital technologies to increase access to legal information and resources, concerns about
inequitable access—“digital divides”—remain.
A large body of literature has emerged to explore the factors which produce this uneven landscape of
technology access and use. Van Deursen and van Dijk (2019) summarize how concerns about the digital
divide have evolved from an initial, “first-level”, focus on having an internet connection; to indicators of
a “second-level” digital divide relating to internet skills and usage. Subsequently, authors have
emphasized a “third-level” digital divide in which there is uneven distribution of internet use-related
outcomes and tangible offline benefits (van Deursen & van Dijk, 2019). As the Digital Justice for BC
Working Group has emphasized, “internet access is not only a right itself but an essential gateway to
access other fundamental human rights such as health care, education, and community life” (Digital
Justice for BC Working Group, 2020, para 9). In 2020, the COVID-19 pandemic has thrust these divides
into even sharper relief as use of digital media for education, work, social support, and to access
necessary information, goods, and services suddenly transitioned from ubiquitous to mandatory.
Increasingly, critical approaches within the digital equity literature underscore how digital divides are
“embedded in social, economic, and cultural contexts” (Hadziristic, 2017, p. 38), and thus necessarily
intersect with experiences of racialization, gender, age, settler-colonialism, (dis)ability, and class, among
other dynamics. Digital exclusions are being shown to not only reflect, but also exacerbate, the
structural inequities of the offline world.

Legal Aid BC’s Achieving Digital Equity Project
Even prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, questions of digital exclusion and digital inequity have been of
critical importance to the work of Legal Aid BC (LABC). LABC has regularly been recognized for leadership
in the design and delivery of digital PLEI resources. These include the Aboriginal Legal Aid in BC, Family
Law in BC, and MyLawBC websites which feature innovative guided pathway, live chat, and Online
Dispute Resolution (ODR) features. For instance, LABC’s new Family Resolution Centre combines a selfhelp tool with access to free expert coaching and mediation. While LABC regularly engages in user
testing and evaluation to ensure high quality and maximize accessibility, the organization is concerned
that an array of structural barriers is preventing many people from effectively accessing and using these
digital resources. Consequently, LABC has initiated the Achieving Digital Equity (ADE) Project. This multimethod study examines the barriers to access and use of digital resources which are faced by people
across British Columbia (BC). LABC gratefully acknowledges the support of the Legal Services
Society/Law Foundation Legal Research Fund, which is funding this work.
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Literature Review Approach and Methodology
This report summarizes one component of the ADE study: a review of literature on the barriers to access
and use of digital technologies. Although the ADE project focuses on use of online legal resources, I have
framed this review of literature more broadly in recognition of how digital equity issues impact access
across a broad range of public sector services and resources. The ADE literature review has entailed an
appraisal of published material in the justice and (where relevant) health and education sectors, across
Canada and internationally, to identify relevant digital equity themes. In total, I selected well over 200
publications for either high-level or in-depth review.
Three broad questions guided my approach in this review:
•
•
•

What are the intersecting barriers to accessing and using legal help online?
Who is affected, how, and at what points?
What are promising approaches to increasing digital equity in BC’s Access to Justice sector?

This literature review has informed the additional components of the study, which include: a population
survey of BC residents; tracking referrals to digital resources; surveys and focus groups with community
workers, Elders, and service providers; and interviews exploring individuals’ digital resource user
journeys.
This report is a brief summary of the full literature review conducted for this project. The detailed
literature review report is available at the project website: legalaid.bc.ca/about/reports/
Achieving-Digital-Equity-Project.
The remainder of this report overview findings from the ADE literature review in four main sections:
The first section of the review addresses issues commonly referred to as “first-level” divides which relate
to digital technology connectivity and access.
The second section focuses on “second-level divide” differences in motivation, digital skills, and trust in
relation to digital technology use.
A third section of the review addresses the “third-level divide” topic of digital access to justice. In this
section, I draw on research from the access to justice, and public or community legal education and
information sectors to discuss how digital inequities play out in the context of addressing legal issues.
The final section of the report overviews promising approaches to addressing digital equity within BC’s
public legal sector, and in public services more broadly.
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“First-Level” Divides: Connectivity, Use, and Access
Access to broadband internet, along with the digital technology required to use it, remains a concern
throughout what is called British Columbia, and across the lands called Canada. The term “broadband”
refers to internet connections that enable download speeds of 1.5 megabits per second (Mbps) or more.
However, the Canadian Radio-television and Telecommunications Commission (CTRC) has set target
speeds of 50 Mbps (download) and 10 Mbps (upload) (or 50/10), reflecting the bandwidths considered
necessary for full participation in contemporary global online environments (see KPMG, 2019).

Broadband Internet: Availability, Speed, and Affordability
About 94% of British Columbians live in areas where the CRTC’s target download speeds of 50/10 Mbps
are available (CRTC, 2020a). However, the ability to subscribe to digital services is strongly linked to
income. Almost 15% of BC internet users with incomes below $40,000 did not have a home connection,
compared with less than one percent of those in the highest income quartile (Statistics Canada, 2019g).
In BC, as globally, there are significant urban-rural divides relating to coverage and affordability (KPMG,
2019; Statistics Canada, 2019b). Only 36% of rural BC communities and only 38% of rural Indigenous
communities can access internet speeds of 50/10 Mbps (Government of British Columbia, 2021).
Connectivity across diverse rural communities is highly variable; some may be “connected”, but at
painfully slow speeds or by unreliable satellite connections. Further, “community access” to internet
does not mean that each household is connected (Beaton, McMahon, O'Donnell et al., 2016; Cybera,
2020; UBCIC, 2020). Cellular service availability is also much lower in rural areas – especially in reserve
communities, where only 86% of residents can access 4G LTE cellular technology, compared with 99.9%
of residents in urban areas (CRTC, 2020b, p. 329, p. 45; KPMG, 2019).
Data caps are another barrier to affordability – particularly for rural households. Plans are more
expensive in rural areas, while offering less data (KPMG, 2019). Further, rural households and people
with low income more often rely on mobile-only plans which is the most expensive per-unit way to
access data (Humphry, 2019; Statistics Canada, 2019b). All of this can require users to adopt “frugal
practices” to conserve data and phone minutes. This may mean limiting phone calls and texts, and only
using free apps and public Wi-fi to avoid running up costs (Hernandez & Roberts, 2018).

Internet Use
While BC has high rates of internet use overall at 94% (Statistics Canada, 2019a), opportunities to use
the internet are not distributed equally. Research on internet use commonly focuses on different rates
of use amongst seniors and, to a lesser extent, differences according to gender, disability, health, rural
and remote residence, immigration status, language, and Indigenous status (e.g., Ali-Hassan, Eloulabi, &
Keethakumar, 2020; Crosby, Anderson, & Sevenpifer, 2018; Fang, Canham, Battersby et al., 2019;
Statistics Canada, 2019c). Across all of these categories, however, class-based indicators related to
income and educational opportunity play an important role (Statistics Canada, 2019c, 2019g). For
example, while seniors (especially older seniors) go online at much lower rates, seniors who are
wealthier, highly educated and healthy have rates of computer and internet use that are similar to the
general population (Davidson & Schimmele, 2019). Use also varies by activity. Digital government
services are used by 84% of high-income internet users, versus only 65% of those with incomes below
$40,000 (Statistics Canada, 2019g).
3
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Digital Technology Access
Internet use also requires access to online devices. Across Canada, only 63% of households with incomes
below $33,000 had home computers, compared with 95% of the highest income households (CRTC,
2020b, p. 52). Likewise, only 78% of BC internet users with incomes below $40,000 had a smartphone
for personal use, compared with 96% of those with the highest incomes (Statistics Canada, 2019g).

Complicating Digital Access: Diversity, Quality, Continuity
Digital technology access is perhaps best understood as a gradient impacted by cost, quality and
convenience. Those with the highest quality access can afford to own a range of the latest devices—
including PCs, smartphones and tablets, and accessory technology like charging ports, printers, scanners,
and extra monitors. They can afford plans with unlimited data, subscriptions to a range of online
services, and can pay for maintenance and updates. This enables them to maintain constant connectivity
and to use whichever device is best suited to a task: using phones for calls and messages ‘on the go,’ but
using PCs for tasks that require more memory, storage, typing functionality and large screens for deep
(versus superficial) information-seeking (Hernandez & Roberts, 2018; van Deursen & van Dijk, 2019).
This kind of advantaged, optimal access relates to income, and urban versus rural residence among
other factors. Across various studies, people with low-income, seniors, people with disabilities or mental
health issues, gender diverse people, new immigrants, refugees, people who are Indigenous, Black,
and/or racialized are identified as groups who disproportionately face affordability and access-related
barriers to internet use (e.g., Davidson & Schimmele, 2019; Drake & Bielefield, 2017; Golub, Satterfield,
Serritella et al., 2019; Greer, Robotham, Simblett et al., 2019; Sturm, 2017; UBCIC, 2020). In general,
these user groups more often have mobile-only internet access, which can significantly reduce the
quality of online experiences. Many who experience deep poverty, especially those who are homeless or
precariously housed, struggle to maintain any access to a functional phone, data plan, and even access
to electricity for charging (Harris, 2019; Selfridge, 2017). Residents of institutions (such as correctional
facilities or mental health facilities) may have no access to online technology at all (Greer et al., 2019;
Shook & McInnis, 2017). Adverse life events like health issues, family breakdown, or violence, can also
significantly interrupt technology access (see, e.g., Chen, 2017; Faria, 2020; Greer et al., 2019).
Internet access at home is key in enabling full participation in online environments, especially for seniors
(Denvir, Balmer, & Pleasence, 2014). Public access to Wi-fi and computers are important for those with
few other options, but public computer use entails constraints such as restricted hours, time limits,
unfamiliar devices or software, lack of quiet and privacy, and traffic-related pressures on quality of
internet. Further, many access spaces were suddenly closed during the COVID-19 pandemic (see, e.g.,
Prochuk, Blair, & Bendo, 2020; Smythe, 2020).

Downloaded Costs
Several studies also raise an important, overarching concern: “digital only” service delivery requires
those accessing services to purchase devices, internet services, and data, and assume other transaction
fees (e.g., for printing or scanning.) In this way, digitization of services can entail shifting costs from
service providers to service users – many of whom are already facing poverty and disadvantage (BCPIAC,
2015; Humphry, 2019; Public Interest Strategy & Communications Inc., 2016).
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“Second-Level” Divides: Motivation, Skill, and Qualities of Use
Discussions of “digital literacies,” “digital readiness” and “digital capability” highlight differences in
peoples’ abilities to use the internet in ways that benefit them from day to day (e.g., Beaton et al., 2016;
Horrigan, 2016). This research shows that digital technology experience, interest, and comfort varies
considerably across the population. Further, these factors vary by task; people tend to have online
“repertoires” (a range of activities they are inclined to do online) which depend on their opportunities,
needs, and preferences (see, e.g., Denvir et al., 2014; Lee, 2018). Aross Canada before COVID, many
went online to use email (94%), or research information (87%), but far fewer made voice or video calls
(52%), or booked health appointments (6%) online (Ipsos Public Affairs, 2015; Statistics Canada, 2019d).

Assessments of Digital Motivation and Digital Skill
Interest, motivation and/or the perceived relevance of digital technology is grasped as a foundational
element determining digital technology use, especially among seniors. Lack of digital skill is likewise
identified as a key barrier (Davidson & Schimmele, 2019; Horrigan, 2016; van Dijk, 2005). However,
qualitative studies reveal how, for many non-users, “the issue of skills and knowledge shortages is not a
cause of non-use, but rather a result of different circumstances...” (Lee, 2018, p. 168, my emphasis).

Interest and Skill as Grounded in Opportunity
Differences in digital motivation and skill are tied to inequitable opportunities to access, learn, use, and
benefit from digital technology—namely, intersecting, classed, dynamics of advantage and disadvantage
related to income, education, generational and employment-based opportunity, language, health,
(dis)ability and environmental supports. Even in survey research that concludes lack of motivation or
interest is the most significant barrier to internet use, reported “interest” differs by factors like
education, employment, income, and urban versus rural residence (Ipsos Public Affairs, 2015, 2016).
Key barriers to developing digital skill include: lack of a suitable device and home internet, and lack of
opportunity for regular, supported technology use (e.g., Baum, Newman, & Biedrzycki, 2012; Davidson &
Schimmele, 2019; Lee, 2018; Marston, Genoe, Freeman et al., 2019). As a result, those who are highly
educated, wealthier, and who had pre-retirement exposure to computers—especially in professional,
“white collar” versus “blue collar” roles—consistently show higher levels of comfort with digital tasks
(Statistics Canada, 2019e, 2019f). These same factors diminish age-related differences in skill (Statistics
Canada, 2013). Figure 1 (p. 6) shows how different groups of digitally advantaged or disadvantaged
users across Canada have very different levels of experience1 with skill- and privacy-related tasks. The
same data also reveal that considerable proportions of internet users overall do not have experience
with many types of tasks that might be needed to use digital legal tools or online government services.
While some people can learn on their own, in training programs, or through personal networks, other
people describe being discouraged or feeling “dependent” because of unsupportive learning contexts
(Barlott, Aplin, Catchpole et al., 2020; Lee, 2018; Marston et al., 2019). Researchers also express concern
that reliance on proxy helpers for internet use can entail privacy risks (e.g., needing to share passwords,
or financial information) and potential for exploitation (Chen, 2017).

1

Respondents were asked: had they undertaken each task in the past year, on any device (Statistics Canada, 2018).
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Figure 1: Percentage of Internet users reporting skill-related and cyber security activities, 2018
Internet users
Internet users
All Internet
aged 15-24 with aged 45-64 with Internet users
users, aged 15+ Bachelor's or more highschool or less
aged 65+
Activity related to digital skills
Used word processing software

69%

94%

36%

44%

Copied or moved files or folders digitally

66%

84%

42%

41%

56%

82%

29%

29%

49%

84%

26%

23%

Deleted your Internet browser history

61%

64%

49%

42%

Changed the privacy settings on your
device to enable or disable your location

45%

64%

25%

17%

Downloaded files from the Internet to
your computer or other devices
Uploaded files or photos to an online data
storage space
Type of cyber security activity

Data Sources: Statistics Canada, 2019f. Table 22-10-0112-01 Activities related to digital skills by age group and
highest certificate, diploma or degree completed; and Statistics Canada, 2019e. Table 22-10-0108-01 Internet
security and privacy related practices by age group and highest certificate, diploma or degree completed.

Also apparent in the literature is a circular dynamic wherein a lack of supported opportunities to gain
experience with digital technology leads to lack of confidence, which can become a further barrier.
Rapid technological change, “big data” mining, and frequent media reports about online fraud, “fake
news,” and cyber attacks increase fears about making mistakes online (Lee, 2018; Marston et al., 2019).
In qualitative research, participants described how technology-related anxiety was heightened in “high
stakes” situations—such as where their failure to accurately use an online system might result in their
benefits being cut off (Harris, 2019; Taylor & Packham, 2016).

Digital Design, Digital Content, and Harm
A final set of “second-level” barriers identified in the literature relates to online content and design.
People are unlikely to use resources that cause frustration and/or which don’t meet their needs. Even if
a person with a disability is well-equipped with respect to technology, their engagements with online
resources may still be limited by an absence of accessible features on websites and apps. Text-heavy
content (common to many law-related sites) and complicated language can pose significant barriers to
those with literacy challenges. The absence of multi-lingual content is a significant barrier for those who
use languages other than English. Sites that are poorly designed (e.g., where content is buried and
navigation is unclear) cause frustration. Other useability issues emerge when sites are not compatible
with a user’s device or when designers assume all users have the latest technology and interrupted highspeed internet (Chen, 2017; Massey, Langellier, Sentell et al., 2016; Taylor & Packham, 2016).
Online content can also reflect prejudice and harmful assumptions; media representations often omit or
distort the stories and experiences of whole groups of people—including Indigenous people, people
with disabilities, LGBTQ2SAI+ and gender diverse people, people of colour, and religious groups. Several
studies describe how encountering content that reflects prejudice or is not culturally relevant or safe
creates a further barrier to engaging with digital resources (see, e.g., McMahon, 2020; Media Smarts,
nd; O'Donnell, Beaton, McMahon et al., 2016; Reedy, 2019).
6
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“Third Level” Divides: Digital Access to Justice
Public Legal Education and Information (PLEI) sector research is increasingly concerned with digital
access to justice. McDonald et al. (2019) note that even where “first” and “second” level digital divides
are bridged, a third divide – involving use of technology to effectively resolve legal problems – exists.

The Complexity and Inaccessibility of Legal Systems
Certain qualities of the justice system itself act as barriers to accessing digital legal help. Legal processes
are highly technical and “set up for experts” (Brousalis & Mathews, 2016, p. 2), yet expert help is
prohibitively expensive (Farrow, Currie, Aylwin et al., 2016; Salter & Thompson, 2017). In this context,
research on legal help-seeking finds many people do not recognize legal aspects of issues and are
uncertain about what to do, and whether affordable help is available (Currie, 2016; Pleasence & Balmer,
2019; Walkem, 2020). A sizable minority of people do not take steps to resolve their issue, and those
who do are often seeking help on an urgent, “just in time” basis, under conditions of considerable stress
(Currie, 2016; Forell & McDonald, 2015; Public Interest Strategy & Communications Inc., 2016).
Legal processes can require advanced capabilities in official language literacy, oral and/or written
communication skills, numeracy, and the construction of arguments and evidence according to specific
legal criteria (Brousalis & Mathews, 2016). Many who experience poverty or mental health issues, and
those who are racialized, Indigenous, and/or gender diverse have experienced systemic discrimination
from service providers and within legal systems – including in interactions with police, lawyers, judges,
and prison workers (Bennett & Larkin, 2018; Prochuk et al., 2020). For this reason and others, many lack
confidence in legal systems, and/or in their own ability to access justice within these systems (Brousalis
& Mathews, 2016; Denvir, Ayad, Cordoba et al., 2018; Sentis, 2020; Walkem, 2020; Wintersteiger, 2015).

Locating and Accessing Digital Legal Resources
During searches for legal help, the complexity and inaccessibility of legal systems can intersect with
conditions of digital exclusion to exacerbate inequities in access to justice. While legal needs research
shows an increase in online help-seeking over time, the proportion of people who go online for legal
help appears to be about 30% (Currie, 2016; Sentis, 2020). Further, about a third of those who go online
don’t find the kind of help they were looking for (Currie, 2016). Studies in this area suggest that those
who do seek help online are more likely to be those who are already advantaged in terms of technology
access, comfort and skill, and whose circumstances enable them to feel confident in their ability to
navigate legal systems. Seniors, people with fewer years of formal education, people with low income,
those who speak languages other than English, and youth may be less likely to seek legal help online
(Denvir et al., 2018; Denvir et al., 2014; Pleasence & Balmer, 2019; Public Interest Strategy &
Communications Inc., 2016).
Research suggests these seemingly low rates of online legal help-seeking may also relate to a
combination of awareness and digital confidence. People may not be aware that online legal resources
exist, or they may have a relatively “narrow” online repertoire (see, e.g., Denvir et al., 2014; Lee, 2018).
Further, because of legal complexities, inaccessibility, and costs, and/or experiences of systemic
discrimination, many people don’t expect to be able to understand or use the digital legal information
that they find (McDonald, Forell, & Wei, 2019; Public Interest Strategy & Communications Inc., 2016).
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Those able and inclined to search for legal resources online are likely to encounter an overwhelming
mass of information. The vast, decentralized online universe of legal resources and the nature of search
engines means that top-performing web pages may not be applicable, accurate, actionable (providing
clear process-related information and ‘next steps’), or jurisdictionally relevant to a user’s legal issue.
Further, the technical nature of legal terms and processes means it can be difficult to evaluate online
information without legal training (Crowe, Field, Toohey et al., 2019; Denvir, 2014; Hagan & Li, 2020).
Additional research underscores how finding and using online legal information can be significantly
constrained by trauma, and by the stress that accompanies legal problems. Trauma and stress limit
abilities to focus, retrieve and apply information, plan or problem-solve, act, and think critically. The
effects of stress and trauma are compounded by language and literacy barriers, mood and/or mental
health issues, self-perceptions of competence and efficacy, and expectations about the outcome of a
legal issue – barriers more often faced by those who have experienced systemic discrimination. Some
research participants have reported that online searches for legal help heightened their stress through
information overwhelm, and/or when the resources they found presented “worst case” scenarios
associated with their issue (Perry, 2006; Public Interest Strategy & Communications Inc., 2016).
Given all these challenges, the literature suggests that people are often looking for legal help in the form
of a service provider, advisor, or navigator who can help them understand legal processes, clarify their
options, and identify next steps. People turn to trusted personal and community networks for help, and
expect that trusted community intermediaries should be able to refer them to appropriate online or
offline resources (Public Interest Strategy & Communications Inc., 2016). Many people look online at
some point, but this is typically only one strategy among many (McDonald et al., 2019). In some cases,
people use the internet as a kind of directory to locate offline services or help, rather than specifically
searching for self-help resources or information about their issue. This latter practice may be more
common for seniors (Denvir et al., 2014).

Using Digital Legal Resources
Finally, various reports emphasize that even when people are able to locate and access an appropriate
digital legal resource, many of the aforementioned barriers – including those related to technology
access, accessibility, language, and cultural relevance or safety – can prevent effective use of that
resource (e.g., Chen, 2017; McDonald et al., 2019). Further, a key insight in this area is that “digital
capability is not the same as legal capability and both forms of capability are likely to be required” to
successfully navigate many kinds of legal resources and services (Denvir et al., 2018, p. v). Sufficient
access and skill for emailing, browsing, or using social media may not equate to the types of
connectivity, convenient technology access, digital experience, and legal knowledge that may be
required for legal tasks. Such tasks can be complex, unfamiliar, stressful, and/or technology intensive—
for instance, involving lengthy applications and/or online forms; scanning, printing, and assembling
documents; or indexing, paginating and hyperlinking bundles of evidence (BCPIAC, 2015; Koshan,
Mosher, & Wiegers, 2021). They can also require technical legal knowledge (Denvir et al., 2018; Salyzyn,
Isaj, Piva et al., 2017). Research on self-help resources suggests a minority of people are able to use
them effectively, and that using self-help resources in conjunction with an advisor significantly increased
satisfaction with legal outcomes (McDonald et al., 2019; Sykes, Dickson, & Ewart, 2020). However, lack
of access to digital and/or legal navigators has also become a more significant barrier in the context of
the COVID-19 pandemic (Prochuk et al., 2020; Smythe, 2020).
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Promising Interventions
The ADE review of literature also sought out promising approaches to increasing digital equity in BC’s
public legal sector. Many interventions respond to two challenges: First, “how can those users who feel
able to use digital legal resources be best supported to do so?” Second, what measures are necessary to
safeguard access to justice for those who may otherwise be excluded? (McDonald et al., 2019, p. 21.)

Connectivity and Affordability
The studies reviewed highlight connectivity and affordability issues throughout BC. While broad public
policy and digital infrastructure initiatives may be beyond the mandates of public legal service providers,
such organizations can seek to support community-led projects and advocacy whenever possible (see,
e.g., Beaton et al., 2016; Digital Justice for BC Working Group, 2020). These efforts can recognize the
technology leadership of Indigenous governments and communities in BC, who have co-developed the
Indigenous Framework for Innovation and Technology (IFIT) (First Nations Technology Council, nd).

“Digital Ecosystems” and “Enabling Environments”: Community-level Supports
Several reports discuss community-level “enabling environments” or “healthy digital equity
ecosystems.” Interventions in this area highlight accessible technical support, and digital skills or
mentorship programs (Beaton et al., 2016; Digital Justice for BC Working Group, 2020; First Nations
Technology Council, nd; Rhinesmith & Kennedy, 2020), for example – a “Digital Navigator” model (NDIA,
nd). Other studies call for community access points with public Wi-Fi, connected computers, printers,
scanners, and technical support as needed (e.g., Denvir et al., 2018; Smythe & Breshears, 2017).
At the same time, Denvir et al. (2014) stress that technology access and general digital skills do not, in
themselves, guarantee users’ ability to benefit from digital legal resources. Further, advocates stress
that public access points, while necessary, are not adequate replacements for the kind of high quality,
at-home access that so crucially impacts opportunities to fully engage online (Smythe, 2020). Research
stresses the value of pursuing skill- and access-related initiatives in community-specific and communitydesigned ways (McMahon, 2020; Salemink, Strijker, & Bosworth, 2017); this highlights the importance of
digital equity coalition-building and planning at the community level (Rhinesmith & Kennedy, 2020).

Legal Resource Outreach and Integration
Other relevant studies call for increased outreach, and integration of legal resource provision with
delivery of other services. As is well-known in the PLEI sector, supporting “trusted intermediaries” to
effectively recognize legal issues, clarify options, and refer people to appropriate resources is key in
facilitating access to justice (see, e.g., Cohl, Lassonde, Mathews et al., 2018; Forell & McDonald, 2015;
McDonald et al., 2019; Public Interest Strategy & Communications Inc., 2016). Several reports note that
assistance often requires “joined up health, social and legal support to be effective” (Wintersteiger,
2015, p. 25; see also Pleasence, Balmer, & Hagell, 2015; Victoria Law Foundation, 2019).
Several studies suggest co-locating computer and phone access with legal and other kinds of services –
providing access to technology and technical support, alongside help from a knowledgeable navigator
who can assist with digital services tasks (e.g., Chen, 2017; Denvir et al., 2018). This can occur through a
“hub and spoke” approach, wherein digital services are made available via “satellite” locations in local
community spaces where people already access help (e.g., Fenske & Froese, 2017). Libraries, among
9
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other community organizations, are often highlighted as key points of access (Gann, 2019; O'Donnell et
al., 2016, citing Hudson, 2012, 2015; Public Interest Strategy & Communications Inc., 2016). However,
digital service delivery should be adequately funded to avoid shifting costs to underfunded community
agencies and front-line staff (BCPIAC, 2015; Chen, 2017; CMHA-BC, 2018; Harris, 2019; Smythe, 2020).
The research surveyed also discusses online presence and online outreach. Several studies stress the
importance of discoverability – ensuring digital tools are optimized to perform well in search engine
results (Hagan & Li, 2020; Tandan & Djwa, 2019). Other discussions of online outreach relate to the
popularity of social media (especially Facebook) and how these platforms can be better used to reach
people in online spaces where they already engage (Chen, 2017; Selfridge, 2017). Finally, some reports
discuss the potential of a “one-stop-shop,” or single point of entry, such as a web portal or domain (e.g.
LegalHelpBC.ca) that can be widely advertised, known as credible, and act as a directory or path to BC’s
many legal education and information sites (Byrne, 2014; Currie, 2016; Fenske & Froese, 2017).

Digital Design and Digital Content
Many reports discuss web and content design – a large, technical area that could not be fully covered in
this review. Generally, the PLEI literature advocates clarity about what kind of material is being created,
for who, and for what purpose. Forell and McDonald note there may be less scope for digital and selfhelp resources for those who face barriers in accessing justice, and who are seeking legal help “just in
time” (Forell & McDonald, 2015). Various studies also call for content that is practical and actionable –
meaning, it is relevant to the user’s specific issue, and clearly identifies a series of actions and/or “next
steps” (Denvir et al., 2018; Hagan & Li, 2020; Public Interest Strategy & Communications Inc., 2016).
A related body of literature emphasizes the principle of user-centred design, which calls for both online
and offline services, processes, and content to be designed from the perspective of users entering a
service environment (as opposed to from the perspective of the service provider) (Sossin, 2017). Guided
pathways (in which users move through their legal issue step-by-step) and/or triage-based approaches
are also widely endorsed – whether in portals or in specific sites (Hagan & Li, 2020; Public Interest
Strategy & Communications Inc., 2016; Smith, 2018, 2019). Such tools “diminish the number of
inferences clients are required to make” and thus benefit stressed learners, among others (Public
Interest Strategy & Communications, Inc., 2016, p. 18).
Much research reinforces the importance of WCAG2 and other features related to accessibility, content
navigation, plain language, audio and video content, bandwidth constraints, multi-lingual content, and
cultural relevance and safety (Byrne, 2014; Chen, 2017; Media Smarts, nd; Public Interest Strategy &
Communications Inc., 2016; Taylor & Burnett, 2019). Assisted digital supports – such as phone or chatbased help – can further assist users to navigate unfamiliar tools. However these can also entail barriers
(Denvir et al., 2018). Additional reports stress the importance of co-design, user testing, meaningful data
collection to inform evaluation and improvement of digital legal tools, and best practices in the secure,
private, and ethical management of data (Chen, 2017; Finlay, 2018; Smith, 2018; Tandan & Djwa, 2019).

2

Web Content Accessibility Guidelines. See: https://www.w3.org/WAI/standards-guidelines/
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Enhancement of Offline, One-to-one, and Complementary Supports
Finally, within many bodies of research, a cross-cutting series of suggestions stress the need to preserve
and enhance relationship-based and offline channels for legal help—whether in the form of
knowledgeable referrals, legal “navigation” guidance, or more intensive advice. Digital legal resources
are seen to have high value as part of a suite of options that should be made available to people in ways
that are timely, targeted, “joined-up,” and appropriate in relation to their situation and needs (Chen,
2017; Pleasence & Balmer, 2019; Pleasence, Coumarelos, Forell et al., 2014; Wintersteiger, 2015). For
instance, some research highlights videoconferencing as a promising way to leverage digital technology
benefits yet also provide personalized support and guidance (Fenske & Froese, 2017; Jones, Jacklin, &
O'Connell, 2017; Prochuk et al., 2020; Ries, Johnston, & McCarthy, 2016).
A clear lesson from the literature is that digital legal tools cannot be viewed as stand-alone or costsaving substitutes for more personalized and sustained kinds of legal help (CHRC, 2016; Forell &
McDonald, 2015; Public Interest Strategy & Communications Inc., 2016; Smith, 2019). Because the
barriers discussed throughout many studies are structural, systemic and complex, they cannot be
resolved only through good digital design. Taken together, the combined literatures on digital equity
and access to justice underscore that digital legal resources may be very effective for some people but
not for others; further, they may be most effective when used in combination with face-to-face, traumainformed and relationship-based assistance.

11

Achieving Digital Equity in Access to Justice: Literature Review – Summary Report

References
Ali-Hassan, H., Eloulabi, R., & Keethakumar, A. (2020). Internet non-use among Canadian Indigenous
older adults: Aboriginal Peoples Survey (APS). BMC Public Health, 20(1).
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-020-09659-5
Barlott, T., Aplin, T., Catchpole, E., Kranz, R., Le Goullon, D., Toivanen, A., & Hutchens, S. (2020).
Connectedness and ICT: Opening the door to possibilities for people with intellectual disabilities.
Journal of Intellectual Disabilities, 24(4), 503-521.
Baum, F., Newman, L., & Biedrzycki, K. (2012). Vicious cycles: digital technologies and determinants
of health in Australia. Health Promotion International, 29(2), 349-360.
BCPIAC. (2015). Access Denied: Shut out of BC's Welfare System. Complaint to the Ombudsperson of
British Columbia regarding service delivery at the Ministry of Social Development and Social Innovation.
B.C. Public Interest Advocacy Centre (BCPIAC). http://bcpiac.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/
BCPIAC-Ombuds-Complaint_Final_May-12-2015.pdf
Beaton, B., McMahon, R., O'Donnell, S., Hudson, H., Whiteduck, T., & Williams, D. First Mile Connectivity
Consortium. (2016). Digital Technology Adoption in Northern and Remote Indigenous Communities.
Prepared for Innovation Science and Economic Development Canada. FMCC. http://firstmile.ca/reportdigital-technology-adoption-in-northern-and-remote-indigenous-communities-in-canada/
Bennett, D., & Larkin, D. (2018). Project Inclusion: Confronting Anti-Homeless & Anti-Substance User
Stigma in British Columbia. Pivot Legal Society. www.pivotlegal.org/project_inclusion_full
Brousalis, K., & Mathews, J. (2016). A framework for Ontario: Introducing a working legal capability
matrix. Community Legal Education Ontario (CLEO). https://cleoconnect.ca/wpcontent/uploads/2019/06/working-legal-capability-matrix.September-2016.final_.pdf
Byrne, P. (2014). Public Legal Education and Information Formats and Delivery Channels. Prepared
for Legal Services Society / Legal Research Fund of the Law Foundation of BC. Legal Aid BC.
legalaid.bc.ca/sites/default/files/2019-03/pleiFormatsAndDeliveryChannelsJuly2014.pdf
Chen, J. (2017). Breaking Down Barriers to Digital Government. Australian Communications Consumer
Action Network (ACCAN). https://accan.org.au/Breaking Down Barriers to Digital Government.pdf
CHRC. (2016). Honouring the Strength of Our Sisters: Increasing Access to Human Rights Justice
for Indigenous Women and Girls: Summary Report of the 2013 and 2014 Aboriginal Women's
Roundtable Process. Canadian Human Rights Commission (CHRC). http://www.chrcccdp.gc.ca/en/resources/publications/honouring-the-strength-our-sisters-increasing-access-humanrights-justice
CMHA-BC. (2018). Poverty Reduction Strategy Submission. Canadian Mental Health Association (CMHA)
BC Division. https://cmha.bc.ca/documents/2018-submission-to-bcs-poverty-reduction-consultation/

12

Achieving Digital Equity in Access to Justice: Literature Review – Summary Report
Cohl, K., Lassonde, J., Mathews, J., Smith, C. L., & Thomson, G. (2018). Part 1-Trusted Help: The Role
of Community Workers as Trusted Intermediaries who Help People with Legal Problems. The Law
Foundation of Ontario. https://lawfoundation.on.ca/download/part-1-trusted-help-the-role-ofcommunity-workers-as-trusted-intermediaries-who-help-people-with-legal-problems-2018/
Crosby, L., Anderson, M., & Sevenpifer, D. (2018). Digital Inclusion of Marginalized Seniors.
Fanshawe College. https://first.fanshawec.ca/lms_facultystaffpublications/1
Crowe, J., Field, R., Toohey, L., Partridge, H., & McAllister, L. (2019). "I'll just Google that!"
Online searches and the post-separation family law information experience. Alternative Law
Journal, 44(2), 108-113.
CRTC. (2020a). Communications Monitoring Report. Canadian Radio-television and
Telecommunications Commission (CRTC). https://crtc.gc.ca/pubs/cmr2020-en.pdf
CRTC. (2020b). Communications Monitoring Report 2019. Canadian Radio-television and
Telecommunications Commission (CRTC). https://crtc.gc.ca/pubs/cmr2019-en.pdf
Currie, A. (2016). Nudging the Paradigm Shift, Everyday Legal Problems in Canada. Canadian
Forum on Civil Justice. https://cfcj-fcjc.org/sites/default/files//publications/reports/Nudging the
Paradigm Shift, Everyday Legal Problems in Canada - Ab Currie.pdf
Cybera. (2020, March 30). Research proves the connectivity barriers faced by Indigenious communities
are very real, and very limiting. Cybera.ca. http://www.cybera.ca/research-proves-the-connectivitybarriers-faced-by-indigenous-communities-are-very-real-and-very-limiting/
Davidson, J., & Schimmele, C. (2019). Evolving Internet Use Among Canadian Seniors. Statistics Canada.
www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/pub/11f0019m/11f0019m2019015-eng.htm
Denvir, C. (2014). What is the Net Worth? Young People, Civil Justice and the Internet [Doctoral
Dissertation, University College London]. UCL Discovery. London, UK.
https://discovery.ucl.ac.uk/id/eprint/1437397/
Denvir, C., Ayad, R., Cordoba, N. M., Michuki, M., Msolly, A., & Wood, A. UCL Centre for Access to
Justice. (2018). Assisted Digital Support for Civil Justice System Users: Demand, Design, &
Implementation. Prepared for the Civil Justice Council. Courts and Tribunals Judiciary.
www.judiciary.uk/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/cjc-report-on-assisted-digital-support.pdf
Denvir, C., Balmer, N. J., & Pleasence, P. (2014). Portal or pot hole? Exploring how older people
use the "information superhighway" for advice relating to problems with a legal dimension.
Ageing & Society, 34, 670-699.
Digital Justice for BC Working Group. (2020). Digital Justice for BC Letter. http://bcprcarchive.net/takeaction/digital-justice-for-b-c-letter/index.html
Drake, A. A., & Bielefield, A. (2017). Equitable access: Information seeking behavior, information
needs, and necessary library accommodations for transgender patrons. Library & Information Science
Research, 39, 160-168.

13

Achieving Digital Equity in Access to Justice: Literature Review – Summary Report
Fang, M. L., Canham, S. L., Battersby, L., Sixsmith, J., Wada, M., & Sixsmith, A. (2019). Exploring
Privilege in the Digital Divide: Implications for Theory, Policy, and Practice. The Gerontologist, 59(1).
https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/gny037
Faria, O. (2020). Internet of Torment: The Governance of Smart Home Technologies against TechnnologyFacilitated Violence [Master of Arts Thesis, Carleton University]. CURVE: Carleton University Research
Virtual Environment. Ottawa, ON. https://curve.carleton.ca/9ee3c754-614c-4710-a810-a7a34ae8e9dd
Farrow, T. C. W., Currie, A., Aylwin, N., Jacobs, L., Northrup, D., & Moore, L. (2016). Everyday Legal
Problems and the Cost of Justice in Canada: Overview Report. (The Cost of Justice Project.) Canadian
Forum on Civil Justice. www.cfcj-fcjc.org/sites/default/files/Everyday Legal Problems and the Cost of
Justice in Canada - Overview Report.pdf
Fenske, A., & Froese, B. Public Interest Law Centre. (2017). Justice Starts Here: A One-Stop Shop
Approach for Achieving Greater Justice in Manitoba. Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives (CCPA)
Manitoba. www.policyalternatives.ca/publications/reports/justice-starts-here
Finlay, A. The Working Party. (2018). Preventing Digital Exclusion from Online Justice. JUSTICE.
https://justice.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Preventing-Digital-Exclusion-from-OnlineJustice.pdf
First Nations Technology Council. (nd). Indigenous Framework for Innovation and Technology (IFIT).
First Nations Technology Council. https://technologycouncil.ca/advancement-framework/
Forell, S., & McDonald, H. M. (2015). Beyond great expectation: modest, meaningful and measurable
community legal education and information. (Justice Issues Paper 21.) Law and Justice Foundation of
New South Wales.
http://www.lawfoundation.net.au/ljf/site/articleIDs/D1D67F87F681ECBACA257F0F0021C08A/$file/JI_2
1_Beyond_great_expectations.pdf
Gann, B. (2019). Transforming lives: Combating digital health inequality. IFLA Journal, 45(3), 187-198.
Golub, A., Satterfield, V., Serritella, M., Singh, J., & Phillips, S. (2019). Assessing the barriers to
equity in smart mobility systems: A case study of Portland, Oregan. Case Studies on Transport
Policy, 7(4), 689-697.
Government of British Columbia. (2021). Connectivity in B.C. gov.bc.ca.
www2.gov.bc.ca/gov/content/governments/connectivity-in-bc
Greer, B., Robotham, D., Simblett, S., Curtis, H., Griffiths, H., & Wy, T. (2019). Digital Exclusion
Among Mental Health Service Users: Qualitative Investigation. Journal of Medical Internet
Research, 21(1). www.jmir.org/2019/1/e11696/
Hadziristic, T. (2017). The State of Digital Literacy in Canada: a Literature Review. Brookfield
Institute for Innovation + Entrepreneurship. https://brookfieldinstitute.ca/the-state-of-digital-literacy-aliterature-review/
Hagan, M., & Li, Y. Stanford Legal Design Lab, Stanford Law School. (2020). Legal Help Search Audit:
Are Search Engines Effective Brokers of Legal Information? SSRN.
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3623333
14

Achieving Digital Equity in Access to Justice: Literature Review – Summary Report
Harris, J. (2019). The digitization of advice and welfare benefits services: re-imagining the homeless
user. Housing Studies, 35(1), 143-162.
Hernandez, K., & Roberts, T. (2018). Leaving No One Behind in a Digital World. (K4D Emerging
Issues Report 10.) Institute of Development Studies. http://www.ids.ac.uk/publications/leaving-no-onebehind-in-a-digital-world/
Horrigan, J. B. (2016). Digital Readiness Gaps. Pew Research Center.
www.pewinternet.org/2016/09/20/2016/Digital-Readiness-Gaps/
Humphry, J. (2019). "Digital First": homelessness and data use in an online service
environment. Communication Research and Practice, 5(2), 172-187.
Ipsos Public Affairs. (2015). Public Perspectives: Participation in the Digital Economy 1.0.
Ipsos. www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/publication/2015-12/7086-ppt.pdf
Ipsos Public Affairs. (2016). Public Perspectives: Participation in the Digital Economy 2.0.
www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/publication/2015-12/7086-report-2.0.pdf
Jones, L., Jacklin, K., & O'Connell, M. E. (2017). Development and Use of Health-Related Technologies
in Indigenous Communities: Critical Review. Journal of Medical Internet Research, 19(7).
www.jmir.org/2017/7/e256/
Koshan, J., Mosher, J., & Wiegers, W. (2021). COVID-19, the Shadow Pandemic, and Access to
Justice for Survivors of Domestic Violence. Osgoode Hall Law Journal, 57(3).
KPMG. (2019). BC Connectivity Report: Broadband Connectivity for Rural Communities in BC.
Prepared for Northern Development Initiative Trust. Northern Development.
www.northerndevelopment.bc.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/2019-BC-ConnectivityReport_FINAL_WEB.pdf
Lee, J. Y. (2018). User-centric digital inclusion: Linking Australia’s digital divide policy and
digital exclusion experiences [Doctoral Dissertation, University of Canberra]. Canberra, AU.
https://researchprofiles.canberra.edu.au/en/studentTheses/user-centric-digital-inclusion-linkingaustralias-digital-divideMarston, H. R., Genoe, R., Freeman, S., Kulczycki, C., & Musselwhite, C. (2019). Older Adults’
Perceptions of ICT: Main Findings from the Technology In Later Life (TILL) Study. healthcare, 7(86).
https://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare7030086
Massey, P. M., Langellier, B. A., Sentell, T., & Manganello, J. (2016). Nativity and language reference as
drivers of health information seeking: examining differences and trends from a U.S. population-based
survey. Ethnicity & Health, 22(6).
McDonald, H. M., Forell, S., & Wei, Z. (2019). Uptake of legal self-help resources: what works, for
whom and for what? (Justice Issues Paper 30.) Law and Justice Foundation of New South Wales.
www.lawfoundation.net.au/ljf/app/&id=CC5C809C9EE7253685258400001A50B5
McGill, J., Salyzyn, A., Bouclin, S., & Galldin, K. (2016). Emerging Technological Solutions to
Access to Justice Problems: Opportunities and Risks of Mobile and Web-based Apps. Prepared

15

Achieving Digital Equity in Access to Justice: Literature Review – Summary Report
for The Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council. University of Ottawa.
https://commonlaw.uottawa.ca/sites/commonlaw.uottawa.ca/files/ksg_report__mcgill_et_al_oct_13_final_to_send_to_sshrc.pdf
McMahon, R. (2020). Co-developing digital inclusion policy and programming with Indigenous partners:
interventions from Canada. Internet Policy Review, 9(2). https://doi.org/10.14763/2020.2.1478
Media Smarts. (nd). Media Issues. Media Smarts: Canada's Centre for Digital and Media Literacy.
https://mediasmarts.ca/digital-media-literacy/media-issues
NDIA. (nd). The Digital Navigator Model. The National Digital Inclusion Alliance (NDIA).
www.digitalinclusion.org/digital-navigator-model/
O'Donnell, S., Beaton, B., McMahon, R., Hudson, H. E., Williams, D., & Whiteduck, T. (2016). Literature
Review and References. (Digital technology Adoption in Northern and Remote Indigenous Communities
in Canada, Appendix 1.) Prepared for Innovation Science and Economic Development Canada. First Mile
Connectivity Consortium (FMCC). http://firstmile.ca/report-digital-technology-adoption-in-northernand-remote-indigenous-communities-in-canada/
Perry, B. D. (2006). Fear and Learning: Trauma-Related Factors in the Adult Education Process. New
Directions for Adult and Continuing Education, 2006(10), 21-27.
Pleasence, P., Balmer, N., & Hagell, A. (2015). Health Inequality and Access to Justice: Young People,
Mental Health and Legal Issues. Youth Access. www.youthaccess.org.uk/resources/practice-resources/
15-health-inequality-and-access-to-justice-young-people-mental-health-and-legal-issues
Pleasence, P., & Balmer, N. J. (2019). Justice & the Capability to Function in Society. Daedalus,
148(1), 140-149.
Pleasence, P., Coumarelos, C., Forell, S., & McDonald, H. M. (2014). Reshaping legal assistance services:
building on the evidence base - a discussion paper. Law and Justice Foundation of New South Wales.
https://apo.org.au/node/175896
Prochuk, A., Blair, C., & Bendo, E. (2020). COVID-19 BC Gender Equality Report Card. West Coast LEAF.
www.westcoastleaf.org/our-publications/COVID-19-bc-gender-equality-report-card/
Public Interest Strategy & Communications Inc. (2016). Public Legal Information & Education in Ontario:
Delivering Client-friendly Public Legal Education and Information. Prepared for Legal Aid Ontario (LAO).
Reedy, A. K. (2019). Rethinking online learning design to enhance the experiences of Indigenous higher
education students. Australasian Journal of Educational Technology, 35(6), 132-149.
Rhinesmith, C., & Kennedy, S. (2020). Growing Healthy Digital Equity Ecosystems During COVID-19 and
Beyond. Benton Institute for Broadband & Society. http://benton.org/digital-equity-ecosystems-report
Ries, N. M., Johnston, B., & McCarthy, S. (2016). Technology-Enabled Legal Service Delivery
for Older Adults: What Can Law Learn from Telehealth? Findings from an International
Review of Literature. Elder Law Review, 10.
www.westernsydney.edu.au/elr/elder_law/elder_law_review_elr/elder_law_review_vol_10

16

Achieving Digital Equity in Access to Justice: Literature Review – Summary Report
Salemink, K., Strijker, D., & Bosworth, G. (2017). Rural development in the digital age: A systematic
literature review on unequal ICT availability, adoption, and use in rural areas. Journal of Rural
Studies, 54(August), 360-371.
Salter, S., & Thompson, D. (2017). Public-Centred Civil Justice Redesign: a case study of the
British Columbia Civil Resolution Tribunal. McGill Journal of Dispute Resolution, 3, 113-136.
Salyzyn, A., Isaj, L., Piva, B., & Burkell, J. (2017). Literacy Requirements of Court Documents: An
Underexplored Barrier to Access to Justice. FIMS Publications, 158. https://ir.lib.uwo.ca/fimspub/158
Selfridge, M. (2017). Grieving Online: Street-Involved Youths' Use of Social Media After a Death
[Doctoral Dissertation, University of Victoria]. UVicSpace. Victoria, BC.
https://dspace.library.uvic.ca/handle/1828/8932
Sentis. (2020). Everyday Legal Needs 2020 Survey. Legal Aid BC. legalaid.bc.ca/sites/default/files/202009/Everyday Legal Needs Survey_1.pdf
Shook, J., & McInnis, B. (2017). More Stormy Weather or Sunny Ways? A Forecast for Change by
Prisoners of the Canadian Carceral State. Journal of Prisoners on Prisons, 26(1&2), 269-302.
Smith, R. (2018). Digital delivery of legal services to people on low incomes: Annual report on
developments 2017-18. The Legal Education Foundation. www.thelegaleducationfoundation.org/whatwe-have-funded/digital-report
Smith, R. (2019). The Digital Delivery of Legal Services to people on low incomes: Annual Report
Summer 2019. The Legal Education Foundation. www.thelegaleducationfoundation.org/
what-we-have-funded/digital-report
Smythe, S. (2020, April 21). Digital equity and community solidarity during and after COVID-19.
Policynote. Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives-BC Office. www.policynote.ca/digital-equity/
Smythe, S., & Breshears, S. (2017). Complicating Access: Digital Inequality and Adult Learning in a
Public-Access Computing Space. The Canadian Journal for the Study of Adult Education, 29(1), 67-81.
Sossin, L. (2017). Designing Administrative Justice. The Windsor Yearbook of Access to Justice,
34(1), 87-111.
Statistics Canada. (2013). Skills in Canada: First Results from the Programme for the International
Assessment of Adult Competencies. Statistics Canada. www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/en/catalogue/89-555X2013001
Statistics Canada. (2018). Canadian Internet Use Survey (Individual), 2018. statcan.gc.ca.
www23.statcan.gc.ca/imdb/p3Instr.pl?Function=getInstrumentList&Item_Id=1196802&UL=1V&
Statistics Canada. (2019a). Canadian Internet Use Survey. (The Daily, Tuesday, October 29.) Statistics
Canada. www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/daily-quotidien/191029/dq191029a-eng.htm
Statistics Canada. (2019b). Internet connectivity: Technology, service availability and cost.
(The Daily, Monday, February 25.) Statistics Canada. www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/dailyquotidien/190225/dq190225c-eng.htm

17

Achieving Digital Equity in Access to Justice: Literature Review – Summary Report
Statistics Canada. (2019c). Table 22-10-0082-01 Internet use and intensity of use per week by gender,
age group and highest certificate, diploma or degree completed (Canadian Internet Use Survey (CIUS)
2018). statcan.gc.ca. https://doi.org/10.25318/2210008201-eng
Statistics Canada. (2019d). Table 22-10-0084-01 Online activities by gender, age group and highest
certificate, diploma or degree completed (Canadian Internet Use Survey (CIUS) 2018). statcan.gc.ca.
https://doi.org/10.25318/2210008401-eng
Statistics Canada. (2019e). Table 22-10-0108-01 Internet security and privacy related practices by age
group and highest certificate, diploma or degree completed (Canadian Internet Use Survey (CIUS) 2018).
statcan.gc.ca. https://doi.org/10.25318/2210010801-eng
Statistics Canada. (2019f). Table 22-10-0112-01 Activities related to digital skills by age group and
highest certificate, diploma or degree completed (Canadian Internet Use Survey (CIUS) 2018).
statcan.gc.ca. https://doi.org/10.25318/2210011201-eng
Statistics Canada. (2019g). Table 22-10-0113-01 Use of Internet services and technologies by age
group and household income quartile (Canadian Internet Use Survey (CIUS) 2018). statcan.gc.ca.
https://doi.org/10.25318/2210011301-eng
Sturm, J. (2017). "The blue arc of the rainbow" - Aboriginal women in the perinatal period and eHealth
literacy: A convergent parallel mixed methods study [Master of Nursing and Master of Science Thesis,
University of Victoria]. Victoria, BC. http://hdl.handle.net/1828/7752
Sykes, K., Dickson, R., & Ewart, S. (2020, June 5). LSA Conference Presentation. CRT User Experience
Study. https://civilresolution.trubox.ca/2020/06/05/lsa-conference-presentation/
Tandan, A., & Djwa, J. P. Agentic Digital Media. (2019). MyLawBC: Understanding Outcomes.
Prepared for Legal Services Society. Legal Aid BC. legalaid.bc.ca/sites/default/files/201906/MLBCunderstandingOutcomesFINAL.pdf
Taylor, D., & Packham, G. (2016). Social Inclusion through ICT: Identifying and Overcoming
Barriers to ICT Use. Strategic Change, 25(1), 45-60.
Taylor, Z. W., & Burnett, C. A. (2019). Hispanic-Serving Institutions and Web Accessibility: Digital Equity
for Hispanic Students With Disabilities in the 21st Century. Journal of Hispanic Higher Education,
OnlineFirst. https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1538192719883966
UBCIC. (2020). Concerns Expressed by the UBCIC Membership in Relation to COVID-19, &
Requests for Advocacy and Recommendations for Policy Reforms. The Union of B.C. Indian Chiefs.
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ubcic/pages/4160/attachments/original/1603310519/UBCIC_C
OVID-19_Report_-_Without_appendices.pdf?1603310519
van Deursen, A. J. A. M., & van Dijk, J. A. G. M. (2019). The first-level digital divide shifts from
inequalities in physical access to inequalities in material access. new media & society, 21(2), 354-375.
van Dijk, J. A. G. M. (2005). The Deepening Divide: Inequality in the Information Society.
Sage Publications.

18

Achieving Digital Equity in Access to Justice: Literature Review – Summary Report
Victoria Law Foundation. (2019). Submission to The Royal Commission into Victoria's Mental Health
System. Victoria Law Foundation. https://victorialawfoundation.org.au/research/submissions/
Walkem, A. W. W. (2020). Expanding Our Vision: Cultural Equality & Indigenous Peoples' Human Rights.
British Columbia Human Rights Tribunal (BCHRT). www.bchrt.bc.ca/indigenous/
Wintersteiger, L. Law for Life: the Foundation for Public Legal Education. (2015). Legal Needs, Legal
Capability and the Role of Public Legal Education. The Legal Education Foundation.
https://research.thelegaleducationfoundation.org/research-learning/funded-research/legal-needs-legalcapability-and-the-role-of-public-legal-education

19

