Canada: Everyone
deserves Internet

e heading is clear,
Recently there have
been Internet black.
Outs in several coun-
tries.Sucha violation can-
not happen in Canada. Inter-
netaccessis eonsidered 4 hu-
man right that EVETYONeE must
enjoy. Unless otherwise stat-
ed,no one hag the power—
whether out of discretion or
Speration—to disconnect
Or turn off the Internet for
¥ an*,rpurpose,except under cir-
cumstances explicitly provid-
ed for by law, Under pil) C-8,
the Minister of Communica-
tinms s strictly allowed toor-
der an Internet shutdown
onlyif there are“reasonahle
grounds to believe that it is
necessary to do sp to secure
the Canaclian telecommmuni-
cations system against any
Lhmat,induding interference,
maJﬂpLUation,dismpﬁun or

- Aceording to the Govern.
ment of Canada website, “the
rights and freedoms that in-
dividuals have offline rmust aj
50 be protected oitline.Canada
is committed to working with

. International partners to pro-
tect Internet freedom, includ-
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In Canada,it is oy at the dis-
Cretion of the governmang or
any institution tg censor, dis-
tonnect, or selecti\_fely pro-

3 ACCess. It is treqt.
ed like wate

Iy violating their rights but is
also committing an offence.
Why has Internet become a
human right in Canadap

The answer is simple. Inter-
netisnot a choice or a favour;
it is an essential taol for life,
The health of any nation can
be measured by its freedom
of information. People use
the Internet to conduct busi-
ness,cﬂmnmﬂcate,m and
more. Whoever impinges on
the right to access the Inter-
net adversely affects the fives
and rights of millions, Internet
clampdowns not only expose
a society’s primitiveness and
insensitivity but can also lead
to criminal and eivil liabilities.

Canadian leaders avaid such
liabilities because kiims todo
so0 could cost them their posi-
tions. Any tort liability result-
ing from such an act legally
obliges the government to re-
ctressthevmt:msandtﬁecm
come from taxpayers. By vio-
lating this right,a person auto-
matically loses credibility as a
competent leader and may be
removed for abuses of public
funds, callousness, negligence,
or criminality. This is what
competent and good govern-
ance looks like.

Contrast this with my coun-
try, Tanzania. During contro-
versial elections, internet a¢-
cess was shut down while the
incumbent President claimed
2 98 percent victory. If this
Were a fair and square win,
it would stand as a world re-
cord—one that sven rais
€s doubts about its legitima-
cy. During these elections, in-
ternet clampdowns prevent-
ed scrutiny that conlg have
endangered national securi-
ty, which in Practice revolyes
around the powers of the Pres-
ident.

In some places, internet cop-
trolis not just a policy o) but
4 Weapon. Hackers and ma-
nipulators cap useit to dispypt
or even overturn outcomes
that the state seeks to secure,
The absence of internet safe.

gruan:lrjllr can therefore affect
not o ratic processes
but also persong] libertis,
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