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Briefly

While traditional governance paradigms stress centralisation, uniformity and bureaucratic authority, today’s realities 
demand something else: adaptability, legitimacy and negotiation. From ecological crises to demographic shifts and digital 
disruptions, these pressures are remaking what the state is—and what it must become.

The foresight scenarios in this theme each illustrate different outcomes for governance legitimacy. They also help us 
identify the drivers, fault lines and opportunities that define the future of statecraft. This section distils seven strategic 
insights, urging a move away from standardised governance toward agile, locally driven approaches that incorporate 
systems thinking and a forward-looking perspective.

Beyond the State: Navigating Hybrid Futures of Governance

Across much of the Global South, the state no longer monopolises authority. Governance is increasingly hybrid, dispersed 
across customary courts, religious institutions, digital platforms, non-state armed actors and localised civic organisations. 
These systems are not always the result of state failure. They often emerge as adaptive, legitimate frameworks, deeply 
woven into social contracts and, in many cases, trusted more than formal state institutions—particularly in regions 
scarred by historical exclusion, repression or neglect.

The implications of this shift are starkly illustrated in the foresight scenarios. In the Growth World, public participation is 
reshaped into a symbolic or procedural performance, used to legitimise elite-driven development rather than shape it. 
Citizens are expected to “trade voice for development,” accepting limited influence in exchange for visible economic gains. 
This model creates a transactional form of legitimacy, where performance metrics, rather than inclusive politics, become 
the dominant standard. In such contexts, hybrid governance morphs into a tool of control and co-optation, not 
empowerment.

In the Divided World, hybridity becomes unstable and fragmented. Authority is negotiated locally, often between 
contested actors with divergent aims—from militias and criminal groups to donor-funded local councils. Governance 
becomes reactive and geographically uneven, exposing citizens to inconsistent rights, services and protections. In these 
fractured systems, the absence of inclusive frameworks creates fertile ground for elite capture, clientelism and prolonged 
unrest.

By contrast, the Sustainable World models a more hopeful trajectory. Here, improvements in governance indicators—such 
as Voice and Accountability, Rule of Law and Regulatory Quality—enable hybrid systems to become coherent, 
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collaborative and accountable. The state is not weakened by hybridity; it is strengthened by its capacity to convene, 
coordinate and align diverse sources of legitimacy toward shared developmental and ecological goals. Local councils, 
traditional authorities and civic innovators are not merely tolerated—they are engaged as co-governors in deliberative 
processes and shared planning.

The core insight is this: hybrid governance is not inherently inclusive, democratic or equitable—it is a field of contestation. 
Its outcomes depend on how legitimacy is structured and shared. In the absence of coordination, hybrid systems can 
reinforce exclusion, deepen mistrust or be captured by entrenched actors. Where inclusion is meaningful and power is 
genuinely shared, hybrid governance can serve as a foundation for resilience and renewal.

The Sustainable World teaches us that meaningful inclusion, paired with institutional coordination, civic infrastrucure and 
normative commitments to equity, can transform hybrid governance into a platform for resilience. It is not the hybridity 
itself that matters most, but how it is structured, who it serves and what values it advances.

The future of statecraft will not hinge on reclaiming monopoly power, but on building the institutional capacities and 
political ethics to navigate hybridity with purpose. In this future, the state is not defined by coercion or centralisation, but 
by its ability to co-develop, co-regulate and co-legitimise governance architectures that reflect societal complexity, without 
abandoning accountability, justice or civic voice. This is the state not as enforcer, but as integrator—capable of shaping 
futures through inclusion, not just delivering outputs through control.

Inequality Undermines all Futures

A common thread emerges across all four foresight scenarios: inequality is the most persistent and destabilising faultline 
shaping governance futures. It is not a residual problem to be solved after growth or stability—it is a systemic force that 
actively determines who is heard, who benefits and who is left behind. Whether economic, spatial, digital or generational, 
inequality is a deep structural constraint on institutional legitimacy, social cohesion and long-term resilience.

In the Growth World, inequality is embedded into the development model itself. States become highly efficient at 
delivering for economic elites and global investors, but neglect redistributive functions. Infrastructure, services and 
institutional capacity are concentrated in growth corridors—cities, trade zones and digital platforms—while rural, informal 
and marginalised communities are sidelined. This is not simply exclusion by omission; it is exclusion by design. The state's 
legitimacy becomes conditional, granted based on performance in high-value areas and withdrawn from those deemed 
politically or economically peripheral.

In the Divided World, inequality deepens along fractured geographies. As central states weaken, governance becomes 
hyperlocal and highly uneven. Access to rights, protections and services depends not only on income or status but also on 
geography and allegiance. In one district, a donor-funded civic platform may enable participation and oversight; in 
another, militia control may replace the rule of law. Governance becomes negotiable and inequality becomes territorial, 
making national coherence nearly impossible.

Inequality is also evolving into new forms. Digital systems increasingly reflect and reinforce structural bias in both the 
Growth and Divided Worlds. Connectivity gaps, data exclusion and algorithmic opacity replicate existing disparities under 
the guise of efficiency. In regions without digital infrastructure, populations are effectively erased from decision-making. 
Elsewhere, data-driven governance becomes a tool for surveillance or selective delivery, streamlining control without 
broadening access.

Even in the Sustainable World, inequality persists—not as a collapsing force, but as a limiting one. Global participation, 
climate finance and donor alignment enable ambitious reform, but outcomes remain shaped by disparities in 
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administrative capacity, political will and historical disadvantage. Fragile or low-capacity states struggle to implement 
participatory mechanisms or maintain service equity. Marginalised groups may have formal inclusion but limited 
influence. The vision is inclusive, but the path is uneven. Progress is real, but constrained.

Therefore, inequality is not just a variable—it is the terrain on which governance succeeds or fails. It is the force that 
shapes every other challenge, and the benchmark against which the legitimacy of future statecraft will ultimately be 
measured. Addressing inequality demands redistributive ambition, institutional transformation and ethical innovation—a 
fundamental rethinking of how power, resources and voice are distributed.

The Participation-Performance Gap

Across many parts of the Global South, states have expanded formal mechanisms for civic engagement—elections, 
decentralised governance, digital feedback tools and public consultations are now more accessible than ever. Yet, in 
several cases, this growth in participatory infrastructure has not translated into stronger governance outcomes. Instead, it 
has revealed a disconnect between political voice and state capacity—a gap between citizen input and institutional 
response. Voice has increased, but its impact has often lagged.

This dynamic is evident in regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa and Latin America, where countries score relatively high on 
Voice and Accountability, yet continue to perform poorly on indicators like Government Effectiveness and Regulatory 
Quality. As the theme notes, this reflects a pattern sometimes referred to as premature democratisation, where political 
participation expands faster than institutional capacity. The result is a fragile governance environment, marked by weak 
institutions, corruption and unmet expectations.

Governments may solicit input but often lack the capacity, coordination or political incentives to act meaningfully. 
Participation becomes symbolic—a checkbox exercise rather than a pathway to change. Trust begins to erode over time 
when people engage but see little improvement in their lived experience. Rather than deepening legitimacy, participation 
without delivery can fuel cynicism, disengagement or unrest, particularly in settings already strained by inequality or 
institutional fragility.

This challenges a long-standing assumption in development and governance practice: that participation inherently builds 
trust and strengthens institutions. In reality, participation without responsiveness can backfire, breeding disillusionment 
and, in some cases, protest. In fragile democracies, it risks fuelling populist backlash. It becomes a tool of controlled 
openness in more authoritarian settings, allowing expression without shifting power.

Participation should no longer be treated as a silver bullet or a moral good in itself. Instead, it must be understood—and 
designed—as one component of a broader governance system: a chain that links voice to power, decisions to delivery and 
civic engagement to real-world outcomes.

Future-Proofing Governance

Volatility is no longer an exception—it is the baseline condition of 21st-century governance. From climate shocks and 
pandemics to Artificial Intelligence disruption and resource conflict, the state is increasingly asked to govern complexity at 
speed and scale. In this new terrain, anticipatory governance is not a luxury but a strategic necessity.

Yet, most governance systems remain structurally short-term in orientation. In the Growth World, governments invest in 
foresight only where it supports economic performance, prioritising infrastructure, industrial policy and investor 
confidence. This narrow and instrumental focus obscures the deeper fragilities being embedded in the system. While 
growth is pursued, social cohesion erodes. Exclusionary governance, suppressed dissent and inequitable development 
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sow the seeds of unrest. The failure to anticipate social backlash undermines the very benefits that growth strategies aim 
to deliver, exposing these systems to sudden legitimacy loss and destabilisation.

Only in the Sustainable World do we see a decisive shift, where foresight becomes part of how the state operates. 
Scenario planning, early warning systems and climate-aligned investments are integrated into budgeting, policy design 
and institutional coordination. Local governments, youth movements and civic organisations are engaged in shaping long-
term strategies, not just reacting to short-term shocks. But even here, this transformation is reactive: futures thinking 
emerges only after legitimacy collapses. The system is redesigned only when its failure becomes undeniable.

This is the deeper strategic risk: waiting for collapse to trigger change. When anticipatory governance is built only in the 
aftermath of disruption, it may come too late for the most vulnerable—and be driven more by urgency than vision, more 
by survival than inclusive renewal.

Anticipatory governance must be treated as a foundational capacity, not a peripheral function. It must be embedded 
across the entire governance ecosystem from central ministries to municipal authorities, from planning departments to 
civic spaces. Building resilience requires more than reacting to shocks—it demands a long-term commitment to shaping 
the future before it arrives.

To get there, states and development partners should:

Institutionalise foresight across government functions—embedding futures thinking into planning, budgeting, 
regulation, infrastructure and social policy design;

Invest in system-wide capacity-building—from local authorities and sectoral ministries to civic platforms, statistical 
offices and budget teams;

Bridge foresight and action—ensure that long-term thinking informs real decisions, with scenario planning tied to 
funding cycles, procurement and public investment;

Enable political space for uncertainty—create safe environments for experimentation, multi-stakeholder visioning and 
long-term risk navigation;

Promote a culture of adaptation and learning—through data integration, anticipatory monitoring and futures literacy 
at all governance levels.

While stakeholders in the Global South will inevitably encounter practical challenges—including institutional inertia, 
resource constraints, geopolitical tensions and political resistance—these should not be seen merely as obstacles, but 
rather as critical opportunities for strategic innovation and transformation. Embracing systemic thinking, embedding 
strategic foresight and strengthening adaptive capacities will empower stakeholders to anticipate and respond to 
uncertainties effectively. Through sustained commitment and collaborative action, stakeholders can shape governance 
systems that promote lasting equity, resilience and sustainable prosperity in a rapidly evolving global landscape.

Rethinking South-South Cooperation: From Solidarity to Strategic Alignment

For decades, South-South cooperation has been framed through the lens of shared struggle, postcolonial solidarity and 
developmental mutualism. However, as economic power tilts toward emerging economies and global geopolitical 
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alliances fragment, this form of cooperation is evolving into something more complex—and potentially more strategic. 
The rise of regional economic blocs, cross-border infrastructure corridors and new development finance institutions 
suggests a shift from rhetorical unity to institutional leverage.

In the Sustainable World, this evolution accelerates. Global South states not only coordinate on trade and investment—
they co-author governance standards, collaborate on digital regulation and build regional systems for climate resilience 
and data sovereignty. Here, South-South platforms become drivers of innovation and equity, not merely alternatives to 
North-led frameworks, but formative centres of new governance paradigms. In the Divided World, however, regional 
fragmentation mirrors global disarray. Competing blocs emerge, but without coherence or shared principles. 
Infrastructure is duplicated, standards diverge and cross-border trust erodes. Rather than mitigating global exclusion, 
fractured South-South coordination amplifies it, locking states into uneven dependencies and eroding collective influence. 
In the Growth World, cooperation is transactional. Fast-growing economies compete for regional dominance, offering 
investment, digital infrastructure or development finance to weaker neighbours—often with embedded conditionalities. 
Here, South-South cooperation risks replicating the asymmetries it once sought to overcome.

The key insight is this: South-South cooperation is not inherently transformative. It will not redistribute power unless it is 
embedded in governance structures that are accountable, equitable, and future-oriented. As emerging economies gain 
global weight, the nature of their leadership—and the ethics of their partnerships—will define whether cooperation 
strengthens collective resilience or entrenches new forms of dependence.

The future of South-South cooperation will depend on states’ ability to move beyond ideology toward co-governance: to 
align interests without domination, and to co-create institutions that reflect the diversity, dynamism and demands of the 
21st-century Global South. This includes not only regional integration and investment alignment but also the strategic 
transformation of global governance institutions. Securing a meaningful seat at the table will require more than 
presence—it will require collective bargaining power, agenda-setting capacity and institutional reform. From development 
finance to digital standards and climate negotiations, Global South states will increasingly need to act as co-authors of 
global rules, not just subjects of inherited systems.

From Tools to Systems: Rethinking Digital Governance

The accelerating digitalisation of governance is not just about service delivery or technological innovation; it is about the 
reconstitution of the state itself. In the Global South, where institutional capacity is often uneven and legitimacy 
contested, the digital layer of governance is rapidly becoming a foundational pillar of how authority is exercised, how trust 
is built and how citizens are included—or excluded.

However, the deeper question is not just whether technology is adopted; it is how digital systems are embedded in 
governance frameworks, how data is governed as a public asset and how digital sovereignty is asserted in a global system 
dominated by foreign platforms.

In the Sustainable World, digital systems are treated as public infrastructure—governed by inclusive design, interoperable 
standards and embedded rights protections. The state becomes a steward of collective digital assets, working with civic 
and regional actors to shape accountable, citizen-centred systems. By contrast, digital transformation proceeds rapidly 
but narrowly in the Growth World. Efficiency and investment attraction dominate, while rights, equity and transparency 
are sidelined. Digital infrastructure becomes a vector for centralisation and control, entrenching asymmetries rather than 
dismantling them. In the Divided World, digital space fragments. Competing systems proliferate without coordination, and 
data becomes both a strategic asset and a contested territory. The state, fragmented and weakened, loses control over its 
digital ecosystem, ceding ground to private actors, foreign interests or rival domestic institutions.
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Digital systems and data governance are no longer peripheral; they are becoming foundational to how states function and 
interact with their citizens. But this transformation is not just about adopting new technologies. It requires a whole-of-
system approach: capable institutions, fair regulation, inclusive design and robust public trust. Crucially, states are 
responsible for expanding digital access and literacy, particularly for those at risk of being left behind. This means 
investing in connectivity, education, user protection and civic engagement—empowering citizens to participate 
meaningfully in digital life. For countries in the Global South, governing digital transformation is not just a technical 
challenge; it is a strategic task that must be purposefully shaped to serve inclusive development, reinforce sovereignty 
and build long-term resilience.

The Rise of Performative States: Governance as Delivery, Legitimacy as Outcome

Across much of the Global South, the basis of state legitimacy is quietly shifting. Citizens are increasingly evaluating their 
governments not by institutional form, political ideology or electoral processes alone, but by visible results like roads built, 
services delivered and needs met. As trust in formal institutions wanes and expectations rise, legitimacy is being 
recalibrated around outcomes, not just procedures.

This turn toward performance is not without merit. It reflects a grounded logic: in contexts where formal democracy has 
not consistently delivered material improvements, citizens gravitate toward evidence of tangible state capacity. In 
response, many governments are adopting new tools for real-time delivery tracking, digital service platforms and 
performance-linked budgeting. These measures aim at demonstrating functionality and responsiveness.

Yet, this emerging “governance as delivery” model carries more profound implications. When legitimacy becomes 
narrowly tied to visible performance, governance risks becoming short-termist, instrumental and depoliticised, structural 
reforms may be deferred in favour of quick wins. Public voice may be sidelined in the name of efficiency. And in some 
cases, authoritarian tendencies may be masked by competent administration, raising infrastructure but silencing dissent.

It also reconfigures how institutions function. Bureaucracies are reshaped to optimise for speed, outputs and quantifiable 
results. But in doing so, they may lose space for deliberation, transparency or public engagement. Participation becomes a 
performance metric; inclusion is a policy checkbox. Trust is earned through delivery alone in this model, but it remains 
fragile if outcomes falter or distribution is perceived as unequal.

This raises a pivotal question for the future of the state in the Global South: Can delivery-based legitimacy coexist with 
democratic renewal, or will the drive for visible performance gradually erode deeper forms of accountability and inclusion?

The answer lies not in choosing one over the other, but in recognising their interdependence. Delivery without trust is 
brittle; participation without impact is hollow. States must learn to align competence with connection, to link what is built 
with who benefits and how decisions are made. The most resilient states may be those that treat performance not as a 
substitute for democracy, but as a platform for rebuilding it.

In the decades ahead, governance may increasingly be judged by whether states can rule and remain relevant: by what 
they provide and how they empower. In this future, performance becomes a starting point—not the end point—for 
reimagining public legitimacy.

These seven strategic implications do not offer a roadmap; they offer a lens. Together, they reflect a world in motion, 
where governance is increasingly defined by flux, friction and the need to navigate intersecting disruptions. For the Global 
South, the future of the state will not be about replicating existing models, but about crafting plural, context-aware and 
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future-ready governance systems that are capable of transformation under pressure. The scenarios explored in this 
theme are not endpoints. They are entry points into a deeper conversation about what inclusive, adaptive and legitimate 
governance could look like in the decades ahead.

A Platform for Strategic Action

This theme is designed as a strategic tool to support more informed, future-oriented governance. Rather than predicting a 
single outcome, it provides a structured framework for exploring uncertainty, challenging assumptions and identifying 
options in the face of accelerating change. Governments, civil society, donors and regional actors in the Global South can 
use this theme to understand emerging risks better, identify new possibilities and strengthen institutional responses to 
complexity. It supports both strategy and imagination, enabling users to think differently about what is possible, what is 
preferable and how to get there.

Here are a few practical ways this work can be extended:

Remix the scenarios: The scenario matrix is flexible. Users can reframe the axes using other key uncertainties, such as 
shifts in regional cooperation, technology governance or civic mobilisation, to create alternative futures that reflect 
sectoral, national or institutional concerns. These custom scenarios can be applied in strategy workshops, risk 
assessments or long-term policy planning.

Explore preferred futures: Scenarios are not only tools for exploring what could happen; they also support reflection on 
what should happen. Stakeholders can use them to articulate desirable governance futures based on local priorities, 
values and reform goals. These preferred futures can then inform backcasting exercises to identify the policy decisions, 
capacity investments and partnerships needed to close the gap between current trajectories and long-term aspirations.

Anticipate change and monitor signals: Use the horizon scan and scenario narratives to assess how national 
development plans, sectoral strategies or donor frameworks align, or misalign, with long-term trends. By providing 
reference points for plausible futures, they help organisations monitor signals of change and assess whether current 
developments are moving toward, or away from, preferred outcomes. This approach supports early, adaptive responses 
to unfolding risks—enabling governance actors to adjust strategies in time to avoid undesirable futures, mitigate harm 
and seize new opportunities. In doing so, the scenarios promote a shift from reactive crisis management toward 
proactive, future-oriented planning that is better equipped to deal with complexity and systemic change.

Strengthen evidence-based governance and institutional learning: Embedding foresight into governance is most 
effective when supported by credible insights and by continuous, adaptive monitoring of performance and evolving 
challenges. Tools like the WGI and national governance dashboards can help track trends in areas such as Voice and 
Accountability, Regulatory Quality and Rule of Law. When used alongside participatory and foresight-driven approaches, 
these metrics support evidence-based policymaking, grounding reform priorities in real-time data, emerging risks and 
comparative learning. This can enhance strategic alignment, promote institutional learning and ensure that governance 
decisions are informed, adaptive and contextually relevant over time.

Support strategic dialogue and policy design: This theme is also a tool for convening diverse voices to facilitate 
structured, forward-looking dialogue across ministries, sectors and stakeholder groups. The scenarios and strategic 
insights offer a shared framework for challenging entrenched assumptions, exploring diverse perspectives and 
identifying interconnections across policy domains. By encouraging systems thinking and scenario exploration, the 
theme supports the design of more adaptive, inclusive and resilient governance strategies. It can be used to inform 
governance reform, development cooperation and cross-sector planning in complex and fast-changing environments.
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Embedding foresight into governance systems is ultimately about more than using tools; it is about building a culture of 
anticipation, learning and long-term thinking that can sustain more resilient and inclusive futures.



© 2026 AFRICAN FUTURES & INNOVATION 
PROGRAMME

STATE FUTURES IN THE GLOBAL SOUTH: THEMATIC FUTURES11

Donors and sponsors

Reuse our work

All visualizations, data, and text produced by African Futures are completely open access under the . You have the Creative Commons BY license
permission to use, distribute, and reproduce these in any medium, provided the source and authors are credited.

The data produced by third parties and made available by African Futures is subject to the license terms from the original third-party authors. 
We will always indicate the original source of the data in our documentation, so you should always check the license of any such third-party data 
before use and redistribution.

All of our charts  in any site.can be embedded

Cite this research

Jakkie Cilliers and Michelle van Rooyen (2026) State Futures in the Global South. Published online at futures.issafrica.org. Retrieved from 
 [Online Resource] Updated 29 March 2026.https://futures.issafrica.org/thematic/20-futures-of-the-state-in-the-global-south/

https://idrc-crdi.ca/en?gad_source=1&gclid=Cj0KCQiAwtu9BhC8ARIsAI9JHalFdRqGl-U7y2jZw3LrCXAgbPDr6i31hQ91EBz7dOKcO66Amk5flO4aAqRGEALw_wcB
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://help.tableau.com/current/pro/desktop/en-us/embed.htm
https://futures.issafrica.org/thematic/20-futures-of-the-state-in-the-global-south/


 

The opinions expressed do not necessarily reflect those of the ISS, its trustees, members of the Advisory Council or donors. Authors contribute to ISS publications 
in their personal capacity.

About the authors

Dr Jakkie Cilliers is the founder and former executive director of the ISS. He currently serves as chair of the ISS Board of Trustees, head of the African Futures and 
Innovation (AFI) programme at the Institute's Pretoria office, and an extraordinary professor at the University of Pretoria. His 2017 best-seller  Fate of the Nation
addresses South Africa’s future from political, economic and social perspectives. His three most recent books,  (March Africa First! Igniting a Growth Revolution
2020),   (April 2021), and  (June 2022) offer rigorous analyses of the The Future of Africa: Challenges and Opportunities Africa Tomorrow: Pathways to Prosperity
continent as a whole. From August to December 2025, Cilliers was a Richard von Weizsäcker Fellow at the Robert Bosch Academy in Berlin.

Ms Michelle van Rooyen joined the ISS in February 2025 as a researcher in the African Futures and Innovation programme in Pretoria. Before joining the ISS, she 
led primary research projects and conducted in-depth secondary research on emerging trends and developments across sectors. As a research associate at the 
Institute for Futures Research, she published foresight articles and reports and co-facilitated scenario planning workshops, helping organisations to develop long-
term, adaptive strategies. Michelle holds a master's degree with distinction in futures studies from the Stellenbosch University Business School and is a member of 
the Association of Professional Futurists. She is passionate about advancing socio-economic development through transdisciplinary research, evidence-based 
policy, and a commitment to lifelong learning.

About African Futures & Innovation

Scenarios and forecasting can help Africa identify and respond to opportunities and threats. The work of the African Futures & Innovation (AFI) program at the 
Institute for Security Studies aims to understand and address a widening gap between indices of wellbeing in Africa and elsewhere in the world. The AFI helps 
stakeholders understand likely future developments. Research findings and their policy implications are widely disseminated, often in collaboration with in-country 
partners. Forecasting tools inspire debate and provide insights into possible trajectories that inform planning, prioritisation and effective resource allocation. Africa’
s future depends on today’s choices and actions by governments and their non-governmental and international partners. The AFI provides empirical data that 
informs short- and medium-term decisions with long-term implications. The AFI enhances Africa’s capacity to prepare for and respond to future challenges. The 
program is headed by Dr Jakkie Cilliers.

https://futures.issafrica.org/books/fate_of_the_nation
https://www.jakkiecilliers.org/africa-first
https://www.jakkiecilliers.org/the-future-of-africa
https://futures.issafrica.org/books/

	State Futures in the Global South
	Strategic Conclusions: Navigating State Governance Futures in the Global South
	Jakkie Cilliers and Michelle van Rooyen


	Table of contents
	Strategic Conclusions: Navigating State Governance Futures in the Global South
	Briefly
	Beyond the State: Navigating Hybrid Futures of Governance
	Inequality Undermines all Futures
	The Participation-Performance Gap
	Future-Proofing Governance
	Rethinking South-South Cooperation: From Solidarity to Strategic Alignment
	From Tools to Systems: Rethinking Digital Governance
	The Rise of Performative States: Governance as Delivery, Legitimacy as Outcome
	A Platform for Strategic Action
	Donors and sponsors
	Reuse our work

	Cite this research
	About the authors
	About African Futures & Innovation

