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Esther Cobbinah: Hi. We did have one question which now disappeared, but I'll ask 

it anyway. It was from Sammy. It was asking, how many African countries do not yet 

have an IX and do we have any plans of getting them on board? 

 

Nico Walters: Off the top of my head we are probably sitting with about five or six 

countries that I can think of easily. Countries like Somalia for instance would be a 

good example. In the case of Sudan it's an embargo country so it makes it difficult 

to operate there. Consumers and enterprises try to find long line services. So I think 

the plan is, again, we look at regional hubs. Getting the message out from there. We 

are relying on some of the bigger internet exchanges or some of the bigger name in 

that region to process that message. Barring the embargoes that is more difficult to 



operate. That has been our experience. We operate in 51 of those countries, so I 

can tell you it's not always that easy. 

 

Esther Cobbinah: Then we have another question. What is the experience which 

you said with the countries that do not yet have IXPs like Nigel republic? People are 

still working, but don't have the vision for an IXP? 

 

Nico Walters: So, that is a really good question. I think we have two ways to answer 

it. One is from the element of a political aspect. It's sometimes we are close minds 

people that are running the regulators and making the decisions. At the same time, 

there is a cost element where the local country incumbents are trying to keep as 

much as they can and try to push as much over their expensive IP transits in a way 

they can control. 

 

Sometimes it's a case of being closed and narrow minded and not understanding 

the true benefit here. They try to profit as much as possible, but that is subjective, I 

guess. 

 

Esther Cobbinah: We have another question for you. How cloud exchange is done 

and in terms of the agreements? Is it made regionally or locally? 

 

Nico Walters: There are three elements. The cloud exchange itself, the 

organization that hosts the cloud exchange, you would have an agreement setup 

with them directly. And the agreement with the cloud exchange is that you peer 

through are also considered regional. So depending on the location you would set. 

So I guess high level that is the quick answer there. 

 

Esther Cobbinah: All right. We have another question. How to get a provider as an 

IXP member without an operator? 

 



Nico Walters: That is a very difficult question. We work with these people as well. I 

can tell you I don't have an answer for it that is not going to cause any issues. It's 

about speaking to the right people and trying to find one open minded person 

within that organization and getting the message across and trying to drive it from 

within as opposed to drive it like from the outside is the best way to explain it. 

 

Esther Cobbinah: Thank you very much. That is all the questions for you. We do 

have a question for Susan. Susan, we have a question for you. It says, in which 

circumstances it's about the pros and cons of the root server. In which 

circumstances would you trem or not because I want to use the root service? 

 

Susan Forney: If you are new to internet exchange using a route server has some 

advantages. Usually an internet exchange will have a primary and backup route 

service and I recommend peering with both of them because they do go down from 

time to time. If you peered with that, then you would get a lot of routes right away 

and a lot of benefit for moving traffic on to the exchange. That gets you up and 

running quickly. 

 

The other advantage is that it does take a lot of time to contact all of the individual 

peers on the exchange and create peering sessions with them. So, this has a lot of 

advantage in terms of speed. The disadvantage for a route server, though, like I 

pointed out in my presentation is you don't have any control over who is peering 

with you over it. You may not want to listen to some routes from the    some 

peers on the route server because maybe you are peering with them other places 

or you don't want to listen to routes there. You want to prefer other paths for 

latency purposes. Lots of reasons why you might not want to. If you are skilled at 

GPB you can filter them out. Or you could not listen to the route server at all. It 

depends. That is an example of when maybe peering with the route server may not 

be a good idea. 

 

The other thing I also mentioned is that a lot of times you will get more routes from 

a peering over a PNI    not a PNI, but a private peering session over the exchange 

than you will from the route server. Like Hurricane Electric, we advertise about half 



the routes we advertise to peers to the route server. If you peer with us directly, 

you get more routes. Those are all reasons why you might want to do it. 

 

It kind of is an individual thing. It's where you have to take a look at the situation 

and evaluate it for your own personal experience and what makes the most sense 

for your network. 


