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nations. At 37.8 percent, the Seychelles
have the highest penetration rate in all of
sub-Saharan Africa; Sierra Leone has the
lowest, at 0.2 percent. Nigeria, with 11
million Internet users, has the largest
online population. Of the sub-Saharan
African countries discussed in this profile,
Zimbabwe (the one non-island nation to
break the 10 percent threshold) has the
highest penetration rate at 10.5 percent,
followed by Uganda (7.8 percent) and
Nigeria (7.26 percent). Ethiopia lags
behind at 0.4 percent, the second-lowest
rate on the continent.3
Poor infrastructure is the major factor
in the region’s low ICT adoption rates.
Only 17 percent of sub-Saharan Africans
have electricity access; in rural areas this
drops to 5 percent.4 Areas that are
connected to power grids often suffer
outages, and power shortages have forced
many countries to operate under loadshedding agreements, or rolling blackouts,
in which residents receive electricity on a
schedule that ranges from every other day
to once a week or less.5 Many ISPs still
obtain bandwidth from foreign service
providers via satellite, which can be up to
five times as expensive as bandwidth
delivered via undersea cable.6 Though
West and Southern Africa have connected
to India via the South African Telecom-3
(SAT-3) submarine fiber optic cable for
some time, until the arrival of Seacon in
July 2009, Eastern Africa was excluded
from the international cable system.7
Plans for the East African Submarine

Overview
Many sub-Saharan African governments
view the Internet as a key tool for
development and are developing ICT
policies accordingly, though the region still
lags behind the rest of the world in both
number and percentage of Internet users.
Sub-Saharan Africa has a history of media
abuses and restrictions on freedom of the
press, and the region would seem a likely
setting for equally restrictive Internet
policies. However, ONI testing found
evidence of a technical filtering regime in
only one country, Ethiopia. As the Internet
continues to develop in sub-Saharan
Africa, so too will laws regulating its use.
To what extent these laws will encourage
education, commerce and online
governance or restrict free expression
largely remains to be seen.
Internet in Sub-Saharan Africa
Internet access is more scarce in subSaharan Africa than anywhere else in the
world. African Internet users account for
less than 5 percent of the world’s online
population, and many countries’ Internet
penetration rates are less than 1 percent.1
This is likely to change in the near future,
particularly with the growth of the mobile
Internet and the rapid increase of mobile
phone use in the region.2
According to 2008 data from the
International Telecommunications Union,
only five sub-Saharan African countries
had penetration rates exceeding 10
percent, four of which were small island
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Cable System (EASSy) have been
repeatedly delayed.8
In 2006, massive inflation in
Zimbabwe caused government-owned ISP
TelOne to amass a USD700,000 debt to
international satellite communications
provider Intelsat. Intelsat cut service to
the country for several weeks, causing
severe delays for Internet users.9 Service
was restored after the country’s reserve
bank paid TelOne’s outstanding debt, but
the incidence highlights the strain many
sub-Saharan African ISPs face in obtaining
adequate bandwidth for their customers.10
In the 1990s many sub-Saharan
African countries began to privatize their
telecommunications industries in an
attempt to boost the private sector and
thereby attract greater foreign investment.
Privatization has met with mixed success:
in Niger, government plans to sell the
national mobile phone network in multiple
sections prompted a two-month strike by
telecoms workers, who feared the industry
would suffer from segmentation. In
Uganda, where the telecoms market was
opened to competitors in 1997, concerns
about corruption in the privatization
minister’s office led the country’s
parliament to suspend all privatization
operations during 1998.11 The sale of
public telecoms companies in both Ghana
and Zambia is being challenged in court at
the time of writing; in both cases the
national governments allegedly failed to
follow proper privatization protocols.12
Still, privatization has helped many
countries with flagging telecoms
companies revitalize their telecoms
industries, and in many cases privatization
has marked the first step toward major ICT
expansion.13
Many sub-Saharan African
governments, recognizing the potential of
ICT to encourage development, have
made serious efforts to expand Internet
access in their countries. In April 2009,

the government of Zimbabwe announced
a plan to establish Internet cafés at post
offices in rural areas.14 Rwanda’s 20062010 ICT plan, which covers education,
governance, infrastructure, legislation and
human capacity development, is aimed at
helping the country “‘leapfrog’ into the
digital-era global economy.”15 Uganda’s
2009/2010 government budget includes
support for expanding current ICT
infrastructure, linking most of the
country’s major towns through 1500 km
of optical fiber and providing for
connectivity to ease the transition to the
East African Submarine Cable System
(EASSy), scheduled to be completed in
June 2010.16
Ethiopia has also made attempts to
increase available broadband by laying
fiber optic cable along the country’s major
highways, by making overtures to EASSy
and by connecting Addis Ababa to existing
fiber optic networks in Port Sudan and
Djibouti.17 Nigeria is perhaps the most
well established country in terms of ICT
infrastructure – the country has its own
communications satellite and is
connected to India through the SAT-3
cable – and its National Information
Technology Development Agency focuses
on expanding Internet access to rural
areas, supporting electronic governance,
and increasing personal computer
ownership.18
Though most governments agree that
greater use of ICT is beneficial for their
citizens, sub-Saharan African countries
vary vastly in the scope and availability of
Internet services. Nigeria currently has
more than 100 licensed ISPs,19 while
Ethiopia continues to maintain strict
control over its single, government-owned
telecoms company. Many countries limit
the provision of Voice Over Internet
Protocol (VOIP) services to state-owned
companies; others restrict its use
entirely.20 As of 2007 only 20 countries
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had opened VOIP to private companies.21
The adoption of WiMAX, which expands
the reach of wireless access to 30 miles
(compared with 300 feet for traditional
WiFi) and is less expensive than DSL, has
been a boon for rural access in the region;
in 2007 the United Nations announced a
plan to utilize WiMAX to increase
connectivity in sub-Saharan Africa,22 and
multiple companies have initiated WiMAX
operations throughout the continent.23
In-home Internet access is still
prohibitively expensive for most subSaharan African citizens; prices in Uganda
can be as high as USD350 per month, or
nearly one-third the GDP per capita.24 As
a result, most sub-Saharan African
Internet users get online at public Internet
cafés, where access is generally slow and
unreliable. Despite this obstacle, vibrant
online communities exist in many
countries: South Africa’s bloggers number
in the thousands,25 and the number of
Facebook users in Nigeria increased
almost six-fold between July 2008 and
July 2009.26

overbearing powers of the Ministry of
Information, which has the authority to
issue or deny press licenses, monitor the
media and manage the Ethiopian News
Agency.27 Zimbabwe’s 2002 press law
gives the country’s Media and Information
Commission the power to control the
licensing of journalists,28 and the
commission has exercised this power to
prevent reporting on elections and to bar
foreign journalists from entering the
country.29 Uganda’s Media Centre has
similarly refused to accredit foreign
journalists and those who write critically of
the ruling party.30 Malawi prohibits the
publication or transmission of anything
“that could be useful to the enemy,” as
well as religiously offensive and obscene
material.31 Until the passage of a new
press law in 2005, Burundi required a
government censor to review all news
articles four days before publication.32
Many sub-Saharan African countries
have recently developed or are currently
developing legislation addressing
cybercrime and online security. Uganda
introduced three bills in 2004, still under
review at the time of writing, to regulate
online activity. If passed, they will impose
penalties of up to seven years in prison
and/or UGX3.36 million (approximately
USD1600) for those convicted of
malicious or unauthorized used of a
computer, including using a computer to
access or distribute child pornography,
with harsher penalties imposed for crimes
committed on “protected” computers,
defined as those used in connection with
matters of national security, criminal law,
public infrastructure, banking, or public
safety.33
Nigeria’s Computer Security and
Critical Information Infrastructure
Protection Bill, proposed in 2005, requires
ISPs to retain user data and make it
available to law enforcement. The bill may
also serve as gateway to more extensive

Legal and Regulatory Framework
The last decade has seen a push for
greater ICT regulation in sub-Saharan
Africa; many countries are enacting new
legislation to address ICT ownership,
provision and use. Existing media law has
also been applied to online content and
activity.
Though many sub-Saharan African
constitutions guarantee freedom of
expression and of the press, many
governments use laws against defamation
and laws protecting national security to
curtail these freedoms. Ethiopia’s Mass
Media and Freedom of Information
Proclamation of 2008 increases fines for
journalists convicted of defamation, allows
the government to close any publication
considered a threat to national security,
and does nothing to reduce the
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filtering or Internet controls.34 As of
2008, the bill was still undergoing debate
and revisions.35
Zambia’s cybercrime law was
developed partly in response to a case in
which someone hacked into the State
House Web site and replaced the
president’s official photograph with a
cartoon. The charges were dropped
because Zambia lacked appropriate
cybercrime laws at the time. In 2004,
Zambia enacted cybercrime legislation
that provides for penalties of up to 25
years in prison for those convicted of
hacking, electronic fraud and other online
crimes.36
Mauritius’ Computer Misuse and
Cybercrime Act 2003 imposes penalties of
up to 20 years in prison and fines of
MUR200,000 (USD6201) for convicted
hackers; anyone who reveals a password
“or any other means of gaining access to
any program or data held in any computer
system…knowing that it is likely to cause
prejudice to any person” can be fined
MUR50,000 (USD1550) and sentenced to
5 years in prison.37
Regional efforts to combat cybercrime
also exist: the East African Community
(consisting of Kenya, Tanzania, and
Uganda) and the South African
Development Community (consisting of
Malawi, Mozambique, South Africa,
Zambia, and Zimbabwe) have both
enacted plans to standardize cybercrime
laws throughout their regions.38
Laws regulating obscenity also restrict
online content. In 2006, the government
of South Africa began prohibiting sites
hosted in the country from displaying X18
(explicitly sexual) and XX content
(including child pornography and
depictions of violent sexual acts); site
owners who refuse to comply are
punishable under the Film and
Publications Act 1996.39 In other
countries, such as Botswana, older

obscenity laws may or may not apply
online: though the Telecommunications
Act 1996 forbids transmitting “indecent,
obscene or menacing” content,40 the
country’s 2004 National ICT Policy notes,
“Current legislation dealing with
pornography or undesirable content may
not be adequate to cover such matters as
‘exporting’ child pornography through the
Internet.”41 Many sub-Saharan African
countries, including Lesotho, Malawi, and
Zambia, regulate obscene content to
some degree.42 As Internet usage grows in
these countries, observers can expect to
see these laws re-examined and possibly
revised with respect to online content.
Laws governing ICT provision have an
immense impact on Internet use in some
countries. In Ethiopia, the government
restricts the provision of Internet access to
the state-owned Ethiopian
Telecommunications Corporation (ETC)
and the Ethiopian Telecommunication
Agency (ETA). The ETA grants the ETC a
monopoly license as Ethiopia’s sole ISP
and seller of domain names under the
country code top-level domain, “.et.”
Internet cafés and other resellers of
Internet services must be licensed by the
ETA and must purchase their access
through the ETC.43 Individual purchasers
must also apply for Internet connections
through the ETC. Though Ethiopia has
considered some limited privatization of
the telecommunications market, these
plans are on hold until at least 201044
despite acknowledgments that the ETC
has not been an effective service
provider.45 Countries with small online
populations, such as Burkina Faso,
Central African Republic, Mauritius and
Niger, tend to have de facto monopolies,
often run by formerly state-owned service
providers.46
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The initial draft of Uganda’s
Interception of Communications Bill of
2007 allowed phone tapping and other
forms of electronic surveillance on people
suspected of committing terrorism or
crimes against the State without requiring
a court order. The bill drew ire from
Ugandan lawyers, human rights
organizations and citizens, who criticized
the bill for subverting the courts and giving
power directly to security agents.53 In May
2009, the bill was altered, giving Uganda’s
High Court, rather than the security
minister, the power to issue the
surveillance warrant. The change made
the bill more likely to be approved, but
some provisions in the bill – such as
allowing security agents to intercept and
open suspects’ mail – directly contradict
pre-existing laws that protect privacy, such
as the Communications Act of 1997.54
Communications acts in both Ghana
and Nigeria also threaten Internet users’
privacy. Ghana’s Telecommunications Act
2005 gives the president the power to
order ISPs to monitor online
communications and hand over user data
to the authorities.55 In Nigeria, the
Communications Act 2003 gives the
Commission the authority to require “any
person who is subject to [the] act” to give
the Commission any information
“including but not limited to accounts and
records or any document that is relevant
to the exercise of the Commission’s
powers and functions under this Act” for
the purposes of national security.
Punishment for refusal includes a year in
prison and a fine of NGN100,000
(USD676).56
The events of September 11, 2001
have led governments around the world to
develop new anti-terrorism legislation;
sub-Saharan Africa is no exception. These
laws often grant governments expansive
surveillance privileges and reduce
citizens’ right to privacy. Kenya’s 2003

Surveillance
Zimbabwe has one of sub-Saharan Africa’s
most extensive surveillance regimes. The
Post and Telecommunications Act of 2000
allows the government to monitor e-mail
usage and requires ISPs to supply
information to government officials when
requested.47 Though the Supreme Court
ruled in 2004 that sections of the law
violated the constitution,48 the
government has subverted the ruling by
requiring ISPs to sign contracts with
government-owned telecommunications
company TelOne stipulating that they
report any e-mail with “offensive or
dangerous” content.49 Zimbabwe
strengthened its Internet surveillance
policies with the Interception of
Communications Bill of 2006, which
established a telecommunications agency
called the Monitoring and Interception of
Communications Center to oversee,
among other things, all
telecommunications and postal services.
Telecommunications and Internet service
providers are required to ensure that their
systems are technically capable of
monitoring and to cover all associated
costs.50 According to Reporters Without
Borders, during the 2008 presidential
elections, government forces hacked into
journalists’ e-mail accounts; eight
journalists were fired for allegedly failing
to support President Robert Mugabe and
the ruling party.51
In late December 2006, the
government-run Ethiopian
Telecommunication Agency, Ethiopia’s
sole ISP, began requiring Internet cafés to
log the names and addresses of individual
customers, apparently as part of an effort
to track users who engaged in illegal
activities online. The lists are to be turned
over to the police, and Internet café
owners who fail to register users face
prison.52
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Suppression of Terrorism Bill prohibited
“collect[ing],” “mak[ing]” or
“transmit[ting]” information that may be
helpful to terrorist organizations, including
online information.57 The bill prompted
such an outrage among Kenyan citizens,
many of whom worried about how the
government’s planned to define what
constituted “helpful” information, that the
Kenyan parliament eventually rejected
it.58 However, anti-terrorism bills in
countries ranging from South Africa to
Tanzania have increased governments’
ability to conduct surveillance for loosely
defined national security purposes.59

accreditation.62 Gambia is a particularly
egregious offender of the right to freedom
of expression: in 2007 a Gambian
journalist living in the US was convicted of
sedition for an article published online;
she was fined USD12,000;63 in 2006 the
Gambian police ordered all subscribers to
an online independent newspaper to
report to the police or face arrest.64
Bloggers and online journalists have also
been arrested in Nigeria,65 South Africa,66
and Mauritania.67 Raids on Internet cafés
are another form of intimidation: security
agents in Eritrea raided an Internet café
and arrested three customers on
unspecified charges in December 2008;68
in 2005, Zimbabwean authorities arrested
40 people in a raid on a local Internet café
because an e-mail insulting Mugabe was
sent from the location.69 This type of
indirect censorship can be difficult to
measure, and its effects may reach deep
into sub-Saharan African online
communities, causing Internet users to
self-censor or avoid attempting to access
sensitive content out of fear of
government retribution.
ONI tested for the presence of
technical Internet filtering in four subSaharan African countries in 2008-2009:
Ethiopia, Nigeria, Uganda, and Zimbabwe.
Despite government attempts in all four
countries to control information, only
Ethiopia was found to be filtering the
Internet. Ethiopia’s filtering regime
targets independent media, blogs, and
political reform and human rights sites,
though the filtering is inconsistent: many
prominent sites that are critical of the
Ethiopian government remain accessible,
while some blocked sites seem harmless.
All blogs hosted at blogspot.com and
nazret.com, a site the aggregates
Ethiopian content, are blocked. The sites
of opposition political parties, minority
ethnic groups, independent news
organizations and Ethiopia-specific human

Internet Filtering in sub-Saharan
Africa
The first recorded case of Internet
censorship in sub-Saharan Africa occurred
in Zambia in 1996. The Zambian
government, angered by a newspaper
article containing information on thensecret plans to hold a referendum on the
country’s 1996 constitution, made
possession of the offending newspaper
edition a criminal offense. They extended
their prosecution to the Internet,
threatening Zambian ISP Zamnet with
criminal charges if the ISP did not take the
edition offline.60
In most of sub-Saharan Africa, the
technical approach to Internet filtering has
not changed much since 1996. Sporadic
IP blocking of sites, rather than more
sophisticated URL blocking, is the norm,
and most filtering targets political
content. However, many countries in the
region also practice more indirect forms of
censorship such as arresting or
threatening bloggers, online journalists,
and other Internet users. In June 2009 a
Tanzanian blogger was arrested for
altered photographs of the president;61
Zimbabwean authorities arresting a 60year-old blogger in 2007 for allegedly
practicing journalism without
6

rights organizations appeared to be a
priority for blocking, though many
international sites containing comparable
information (such as CNN, Voice of
America, Human Rights Watch and
Amnesty International) were not blocked.
In March 2009, Ethiopia unblocked a
number of Web sites supporting political
reform, including the Committee to Protect
Journalists, in what may have been a
reaction to the February 2009 release of a
United States Department of State report
on human rights in the country.70
ONI testing in other countries revealed
no evidence of filtering. ONI found that six
ISPs in Nigeria all appear to be allowing
unrestricted access to the Internet. These
results concur with testing conducted near
the 2007 elections, during which ONI
concluded that no filtering took place.71 In
Zimbabwe, despite severe press
restrictions and pervasive surveillance of
online communications, ONI found that
the government has not yet implemented
an Internet filtering regime.
In Uganda, ONI testing revealed no
evidence of filtering. However, though the
government does not actively filter the
Internet, it temporarily blocked the site of
an independent radio station during the
2006 presidential elections, blocking
access to over 600 unrelated sites in the
process.72 It is not unreasonable to
believe that similar incidents may occur in
the upcoming 2011 elections.

Internet regulation will take in the region
remains to be seen.
Author: Rebekah Heacock

Conclusion
The absence of widespread filtering in
sub-Saharan Africa does not indicate that
these countries are taking an intentionally
open approach to the Internet. The growth
of the Internet in sub-Saharan Africa has
had undeniably positive effects for the
region’s countries and citizens, and
increased filtering would likely temper
these effects. However, the direction

7

NOTES
November 23, 2007,
http://www.africanloft.com/broadbandinfrastructure-for-africa-progressing-well/.
7 Xan Rice, “East Africa finally joins broadband
revolution,” The Guardian, July 23, 2009,
http://www.guardian.co.uk/technology/200
9/jul/23/east-africa-broadband-revolution.
8 BBC News, “Kenya aims for own internet
cable,” September 8, 2006,
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/africa/5
328578.stm.
9 Ethan Zuckerman, “Holiday in Harare: part 4
- Zimbabwe’s Internet under threat,” My
Heart’s in Accra, September 22, 2006,
http://www.ethanzuckerman.com/blog/200
6/09/22/holiday-in-harare-part-4zimbabwes-internet-under-threat/.
10 Zimbabwe Internet Service Providers
Association, http://www.zispa.org.zw/.
11 Ernest Harsch, “Privatization shifts gears in
Africa,” Africa Recovery, April 2009,
http://www.un.org/ecosocdev/geninfo/afre
c/subjindx/141priv.htm.
12 Michael Malakata, “Controversy surrounds
Africa telecom privatization,”
ComputerWorld, February 17, 2009,
http://www.computerworld.co.ke/articles/2
009/02/17/controversy-surrounds-africatelecom-privatization.
13 Lionel Bernard, “A Case for Privatization of
Telecommunications in Liberia,” The
Perspective, July 16, 2004,
http://www.theperspective.org/2004/july/p
rivatizationoftelecom.html.
14 The Herald, “Zimbabwe: Internet Cafes
Planned for Zimpost Rural Depots,” April 21,
2009,
http://allafrica.com/stories/20090421007
0.html.
15 Government of Rwanda, “An Integrated ICTled Socio-economic Development Plan for
Rwanda: The NICI-2010 Plan,” 2006-2010,
http://www.rita.gov.rw/docs/NICI%202010.
pdf.
16 UgaBytes, June 26, 2009, “ICT and The
2009 /10 Financial Budget - Government of
Uganda,”
http://www.ugabytes.org/nod/?q=node/51
5.

International Telecommunications Union,
“ITU Internet Indicators 2008,”
http://www.itu.int/ITUD/icteye/Reporting/ShowReportFrame.aspx
?ReportName=/WTI/InformationTechnology
Public&RP_intYear=2008&RP_intLanguageI
D=1.
2 Internet Telecommunications Union,
“Measuring the Information Society - The ICT
Development Index,” 2009,
http://www.itu.int/ITUD/ict/publications/idi/2009/index.html.
3 International Telecommunications Union,
“ITU Internet Indicators 2008,”
http://www.itu.int/ITUD/icteye/Reporting/ShowReportFrame.aspx
?ReportName=/WTI/InformationTechnology
Public&RP_intYear=2008&RP_intLanguageI
D=1.
4 Ogunlade Davidson and Stanford A.
Mwakasonda, “Electricity access for the
poor: a study of South Africa and
Zimbabwe,” Energy for Sustainable
Development 8, no. 4, 2004,
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob
=ArticleURL&_udi=B94T4-4V9PDFK3&_user=10&_rdoc=1&_fmt=&_orig=searc
h&_sort=d&_docanchor=&view=c&_acct=C
000050221&_version=1&_urlVersion=0&_
userid=10&md5=9e408a20e924d41b989
4cac5d30fe58b.
5 The Herald, “Zimbabwe: More Loadshedding
Looms,” July 3, 2009,
http://allafrica.com/stories/20090703034
7.html. See also Onghwens Kisangala,
“Uganda’s long awaited promise of
electricity,” The Independent, May 26,
2009,
http://www.independent.co.ug/index.php/s
upplement/era-supplement/100-erasupplement/998-ugandas-long-awaitedpromise-of-electricity; and Peter Biles, “SA
fumbles on through power chaos,” BBC
News, January 25, 2008,
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/720862
8.stm.
6 David Muwanga, “Broadband infrastructure
for Africa progressing well,” African Loft,
1

8

Samuel Kinde, “Internet in Ethiopia - Is
Ethiopia Off-line or Wired to the Rim?,”
Media Ethiopia, November 2007,
http://www.mediaethiopia.com/Engineering
/Internet_in_Ethiopia_November2007.htm.
18 Nigeria First (Official Web site of the
Nigerian Office of Public Communications),
“Institutional Profiles: NITDA and Nigeria’s
Quest for IT Advancement,” March 15,
2007,
http://www.nigeriafirst.org/article_6474.sht
ml.
19 Ernest Ndukwe, “Country Experience in
Telecom Market Reforms – Nigeria,”
http://www.ncc.gov.ng/speeches_presentat
ions/EVC%27s%20Presentation/Country%2
0Experience%20with%20Market%20Reform
s%20in%20Telecoms%20%20%20060705..pdf.
20 William Stucke, “Voice over IP in Africa,”
AfrISPA, March 29, 2008,
http://www.afrispa.org/index.php?Itemid=3
2&id=14&option=com_content&task=view.
21 Paul Budde Communication Pty Ltd., “Africa
- VoIP Telephony,”
http://www.budde.com.au/Research/AfricaVoIP-Telephony.html.
22 Cintia Garza, “WiMAX Opportunities in
Africa,” WiMAX.com,
http://www.wimax.com/commentary/spotlig
ht/wimax-opportunities-in-africa.
23 Jacqueline Emigh, “Africa is springing into
fertile ground for WiMAX,” BetaNews,
December 2, 2008,
http://www.betanews.com/article/Africa-isspringing-into-fertile-ground-forWiMAX/1228226765.
24 Uganda Communications Commission,
“Internet Tariffs,”
http://www.ucc.co.ug/internetTariffs.pdf.
For GDP per capita information, see CIA
World Factbook, Uganda,
https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/th
e-world-factbook/geos/UG.html.
25 Afrigator, “Blogs by country,”
http://afrigator.com/blogstats/countries.
26 Nick Burcher, “Latest Facebook usage
statistics by country - 12 months of
extraordinary global growth,” July 2, 2009,
http://www.nickburcher.com/2009/07/late

st-facebook-usage-statistics-by.html.
Nigerian Facebook users increased from
99,720 in July 2008 to 569,180 in July
2009.
27 Committee to Protect Journalists, “Ethiopian
press bill flawed, needs revision,” July 11,
2008, http://cpj.org/2008/07/ethiopianpress-bill-flawed-needs-revision.php.
28 Committee to Protect Journalists, “CPJ
alarmed by bill to intercept
communications,” May 30, 2006,
http://cpj.org/2006/05/cpj-alarmed-by-billto-intercept-communications.php.
29 Committee to Protect Journalists,
“Draconian accreditation laws used to
censor Zimbabwe elections,” March 27,
2008, http://cpj.org/2008/03/draconianaccreditation-laws-used-to-censorzimbab.php.
30 Reporters Without Borders, “Government
puts foreign press under close watch four
weeks before election,” January 25, 2006,
http://www.rsf.org/article.php3?id_article=
16267.
31 Press Reference, “Malawi,”
http://www.pressreference.com/KyMa/Malawi.html.
32 International Research and Exchanges
Board, “Media Sustainability Index Africa:
Burundi,”
http://www.irex.org/programs/msi_africa/b
urundi.asp. See also Press Reference,
“Burundi,”
http://www.pressreference.com/BeCo/Burundi.html.
33 Republic of Uganda, Computer Misuse Bill,
2004,
http://www.sipilawuganda.com/downloads/
computer%20misuse%20bill.pdf; Republic
of Uganda, Electronic Signatures Bill, 2004,
http://www.sipilawuganda.com/downloads/
electronic%20signatures%20bill%202004.p
df; and Republic of Uganda, Electronic
Transactions Bill, 2004,
http://www.sipilawuganda.com/downloads/
electronic%20transactions%20bill.pdf. See
also Stephen E. Blythe, “The Proposed
Computer Laws of Uganda: Moving Toward
Secure E-Commerce Transactions and
Cyber-Crime Control,” New York Institute of

17

9

Technology,
http://www.iaabd.org/2009_iaabd_proceed
ings/track16b.pdf.
34 WorldLII, “Privacy and Human Rights Report
2006: Federal Republic of Nigeria,”
http://www.worldlii.org/int/journals/EPICPri
vHR/2006/PHR2006-Federal-3.html.
35 Michael Cooney, “International cyber-cop
unit girds for uphill battles,” Network World,
March 19, 2008,
http://www.networkworld.com/community/
node/26144.
36 The Age, “Zambian parliament passes
tough cyber crime law,” August 11, 2004,
http://www.theage.com.au/articles/2004/0
8/11/1092102488282.html.
37 Mauritian National Assembly, Computer
Misuse and Cybercrime Act 2003, July 15,
2003,
http://www.cybercrimelaw.net/laws/countri
es/mauritsius.html.
38 Michael Malakata, “East Africa coordinates
cyberlaws,” ComputerWorld, May 12, 2006,
http://www.computerworld.com/s/article/9
000418/East_Africa_coordinates_cyberlaw
s.
39 XBiz, “South Africa now will prosecute
webmasters of adult sites,” February 1,
2007,
http://www.melonfarmers.co.uk/in07a.htm.
40 Telecommunications Act 1996, §53,
http://www.bta.org.bw/pubs/Botswana%20
Telecommunications%20Act%20%201996.pdf.
41 Botswana’s National ICT Policy 2004,
Appendix G, Connectivity Laws and Policies,
http://www.maitlamo.gov.bw/docs/draftpolicies/appx-gconnectivity_laws_and_policies_final_jan_1
0.pdf.
42 Article 19, “Obscenity Laws and Freedom of
Expression: A Southern African Perspective,”
January 2000,
http://www.article19.org/pdfs/publications/
obscenity-law-paper.pdf.
43 Ethiopian Telecommunication Agency,
“About ETA,”
http://www.eta.gov.et/Button/About%20ET
A.html. See also Ethiopian
Telecommunication Agency, “Licenses,”

http://www.eta.gov.et/Button/Licenses.htm
.
44 Arthur Asiimwe, “No new Ethiopia mobile
operator till 2010 - minister,” Reuters,
October 30, 2007,
http://africa.reuters.com/business/news/u
snBAN054949.html.
45 Balancing Act 272, “Ethiopia puts off
privatising ETC but rolls out nationwide fibre
network,” September 19, 2005,
http://www.balancingactafrica.com/news/back/balancingact_272.html.
46 Soumitra Dutta, Bruno Lanvin, and Fiona
Paua, The Global Information Technology
Report 2002-2003: Readiness for the
Networked World (Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2003).
47 Reporters Without Borders, “Zimbabwe,”
2004,
http://www.rsf.org/article.php3?id_article=
10710.
48 Ibid.
49 Andrew Meldrum, “Mugabe introduces new
curbs on Internet,” The Guardian, June
2004,
http://www.guardian.co.uk/international/st
ory/0,3604,1230096,00.html.”
50 Interception of Communications Bill, May
26, 2006,
http://kubatana.net/docs/legisl/icb_06052
6.doc. See also Lucy Tatchell, “Zimbabwe’s
New Eavesdropping Law,” Cardiff School of
Journalism, Media and Cultural Studies,
December 15, 2006,
http://journalism.cf.ac.uk/2007/online/ind
ex.php?id=parse-195-0-0251&article=523&author=Lucy+Tatchell.
51 Reporters Without Borders, “Zimbabwe,”
March 12, 2009,
http://www.rsf.org/Zimbabwe,26104.html.
52 Groum Abate, “Ethiopia Internet cafes start
registering users,” The Capital, December
27, 2006,
http://nazret.com/blog/index.php?title=ethi
opia_internet_cafes_start_registerin&more=
1&c=1&tb=1&pb=1.
53 Mercy Nalugo, “Lawyers oppose phone
tapping Bill,” Daily Monitor, March 7, 2009,
http://www.monitor.co.ug/artman/publish/
10

news/Lawyers_oppose_phone_tapping_Bill_
81085.shtml. See also “Row over phonetapping in Uganda,” BBC News, March 5,
2009,
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/792636
7.stm.
54 Mercy Nalugo, “Govt agrees to review phone
tapping Bill,” Daily Monitor, May 13, 2009,
http://www.monitor.co.ug/artman/publish/
news/Govt_agrees_to_review_phone_tappin
g_Bill_84776.shtml.
55 Ghana Ministry of Communications,
“Telecommunications Act 2005,”
http://www.moc.gov.gh/moc/files/Draft%20
E%20%20Legislations/GhanaTelecomActdraft2.p
df.
56 Nigerian Communications Act 2003, July 8,
2003,
http://ncc.gov.ng/RegulatorFramework/Nig
erian%20Communications%20Act,%20200
3.pdf.
57 Privacy International, “Silenced – Africa
Profile,” September 21, 2003,
http://www.privacyinternational.org/article.s
html?cmd[347]=x-347-103801.
58 BBC News, “Kenya’s terror bill rejected,”
July 15, 2003,
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/306921
1.stm.
59 Privacy International, “Silenced – Africa
Profile,” September 21, 2003,
http://www.privacyinternational.org/article.s
html?cmd[347]=x-347-103801.
60 Sally Burnheim, “The right to communicate:
The Internet in Africa,” Article 19,
http://www.article19.org/pdfs/publications/
africa-internet.pdf.
61 J. Nambiza Tungaraza, “Tanzania: Blogger
arrested for publishing manipulated images
of the president,” Global Voices Online, June
19, 2009,
http://globalvoicesonline.org/2009/06/19/
tanzania-blogger-arrested-for-publishingmanipulated-images-of-the-president/.
62 Lindie Whiz, “Bulawayo blogger arrested in
media clampdown,” Africa BizCommunity,
April 16, 2008,
http://africa.bizcommunity.com/Article/238
/15/23775.html.

International Press Institute, “Africa
Overview,”
http://www.freemedia.at/index.php?id=229
&tx_ttnews[tt_news]=2750&tx_ttnews[back
Pid]=188&cHash=f6da271eff.
64 Reporters Without Borders, “Online
newspaper hacked, editor smeared and
subscribers threatened,” May 30, 2006,
http://www.rsf.org/Online-newspaperhacked-editor.html.
65 BBC News, “News blogger detained in
Nigeria,” October 23, 2008,
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/768611
9.stm.
66 JetStreaker, “South African ‘Sex Blogger’
Arrested,” July 23, 2007,
http://www.jetstreaker.com/2007/07/23/s
outh-african-sex-blogger-arrested/.
67 Reporters Without Borders, “Detained
website editor now facing up to five years in
prison,” June 26, 2009,
http://www.rsf.org/Detained-website-editornow-facing.html. See also Committee to
Protect Bloggers, “Mauritanian Blogger
Arrested,” March 17, 2009,
http://committeetoprotectbloggers.org/200
9/03/17/mauritanian-blogger-arrested/.
68 Reporters Without Borders, “Internet
Enemies: Eritrea,” http://www.rsf.org/enennemi26113-Eritrea.html.
69 Ronald Deibert, John Palfrey, Rafal
Rohozinski, Jonathan Zittrain, eds., Access
Denied: The Practice and Policy of Global
Internet Filtering, (Cambridge: MIT Press)
2008, 431.
70 Mohamed Keita, “Ethiopia lifts filtering of
critical Web sites--at least for now,”
Committee to Protect Journalists, March 4,
2009,
http://cpj.org/blog/2009/03/ethiopia-liftsfiltering-of-critical-web-sites--at.php.
71 OpenNet Initiative, “Internet Watch Report:
The 2007 Presidential Election in Nigeria,”
http://opennet.net/research/bulletins/014.
72 Reporters Without Borders, “Net censorship
reaches sub-Saharan Africa,” February 24,
2006,
http://www.rsf.org/article.php3?id_article=
16569. See also Nart Villeneuve, “Internet
filtering in Uganda,” February 23, 2006,
63

11

http://www.nartv.org/2006/02/23/internet
-filtering-in-uganda/.

12

