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Introduction

This special issue showcases four analyses of
lived citizenship in Uganda — a country previ-
ously known as a donor darling but, recent-
ly, better known for its steady slide towards
authoritarian rule (Ssentongo 2021, Tapscott
2021, Wilkins et. al. 2021, Wiegratz et. al.
2018). Individually, the articles draw on and
contribute to diverse strands of debate within
the field of citizenship studies. As a collection,
however, they serve to illustrate a space char-
acterized by three different knowledge inter-
ests in development-related research on Afri-
can societies. A central contention is that the
very notion of ‘development-related research’
requires definition; as a field, it is constituted
and its boundaries are defined by different ac-
tors’ considerations of what is relevant for ei-
ther the policy, practice, critique, or the very
definition of ‘development’. When conducted
on societies in Africa, it intersects with Afri-
can studies and anthropological contributions.

The special issue is motivated by a
total of seven years of collaboration between
Makerere University (Uganda), the University
of Dodoma (Tanzania), and the Universities
of Oulu and Jyviskylad (Finland) (see Holma
and Kontinen 2020; 2022). The research was
funded under the Development Research
Programme of the Academy of Finland
(DEVELOP!), which is partially funded by
the Finnish Ministry for Foreign Affairs. The
project explicitly sought to advance the co-
creation ofknowledge by European and African
researchers and has brought together scholars
with backgrounds in development studies,
adult education, educational philosophy,

' We would like to acknowledge funding from the
Academy of Finland for consortium projects “Growth
into citizenship in civil society encounters” (2015-
2018) (decision numbers 285812 and 285815) and
“Theory and practice of learning to be a citizen” (2018-
2022) (decision numbers 316098 and 316100) sup-
ported by DEVELOP-programme: https://www.aka.fi/
en/research-funding/programmes-and-other-funding-
schemes/academy-programmes/programme-for-devel-
opment-research-develop-2018-2022/
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citizenship studies, and anthropology. During
our collaboration, we have continuously had
to reflect on, and justify to each other, our
different views on the forms and nature of
knowledge production, and on the anticipated
uses of our research outcomes. Likewise, in
reporting to our funders, we have been asked
about the impact of our research, and about
the lessons we have learned through it that
could be of relevance for development policy
makers and practitioners.

We suggest that these discussions reflect
the space between three different expectations
of knowledge production in Africa-focused
development research, which we schematize
by building loosely on a Habermasian division
between technical, practical, and emancipatory
knowledge interests (Habermas 1987), and the
related aims of producing analytic-empirical,
hermeneutic, and critical knowledge. Here,
we talk about instrumentalist, descriptive, and
critical approaches to knowledge production
in development research. Essentially, our pro-
ject has grappled with the question of the aim
of research on Africa which is partly funded
from the Official Development Assistance
(ODA) budgets of Nordic European govern-
ments, positing three potential goals: inform-
ing Nordic development policies and interven-
tions by contributing to the design of ‘better
development’; increasing understanding and
theorization of social realities; or providing
transformative critique of the global and local
injustices in societies we study and, further,
that research itself can perpetuate.

Reflecting on these themes, this special
issue contributes to what Amanda Hammar
has described as the contemporary task of Af-
rican Studies, that is, “engaging openly with
a range of different perspectives and with dy-
namic shifts in the politics of knowledge over
time” (2021: 2). Here we offer a perspective on
this discussion from development research, by
which we refer to the wide variety of research
on societies in the global South — including
African societies — revolving around the no-
tion of ‘development’ or its critique (Baud
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et al. 2019; Sims et al. 2022; Sumner 2022;
Veltmeyer and Bowles 2018); such work is
often based on normative ideas about social
change, and conducted in close collaboration
with international development cooperation
institutions and foreign ministries. Drawing
from our own discussions and the extant lit-
erature, we distinguish the above-mentioned
three broad approaches and styles of research
within the intellectual, institutional, and fund-
ing space of development-related research on
Africa. These categories are non-exclusive
and, as we show, the boundaries between them
are porous, but, by explicating ‘caricatures’ of
these approaches, we aim to foster conversa-
tion about the politics of knowledge produc-
tion among researchers, policy-makers, and
practitioners. After illustrating the three ap-
proaches, we turn to analysing how tensions
between them shaped negotiations within our
own research project. We end by outlining the
contributions of the individual articles in this
issue.

Three approaches to knowledge
production in development-related
research on African societies

First, the instrumentalist approach to research
is predicated on continuous interaction be-
tween development research, policies, and
practices, while ‘good research’ is measured
by notions such as ‘policy relevance’ and ‘im-
pact’. Historically, development researchers
have both insisted on the policy relevance of
their field and struggled with demands made of
it. With the increasing importance of evidence-
based decision making — at least in rhetoric —
expectations for policy relevance and societal
impact have grown in many fields, including
development.” There remain, however, nota-
ble differences in knowledge work geared to-
wards policy relevance, and knowledge work

2 See for recent discussions: https://www.swedev.
dev/five-actions-to-promote-research-in-policy-and-
practice/

Nordic Journal of African Studies — Vol 31 No 4 (2022)

that is a ‘purely’ academic endeavour (Green
2012). Research that seeks to be relevant for
development policy or practice (Kingsbury
et al. 2012; Sumner and Tribe 2008) is often
accused of being overly simplistic, of be-
ing constrained by pre-given logics (Mosse
2004), of being shaped by dominant norma-
tive frameworks, or of recycling development
buzzwords (Cornwall and Eade 2010). Mean-
while policy makers can consider ‘academic’
research too complicated and, therefore, not
useful for their purposes (Green 2012).
Second, the descriptive approach seeks
to describe and understand socio-cultural re-
alities. In this approach, the relevance of re-
search is not measured by its applicability to
development policy or practice, or on the ba-
sis of its contribution to and usefulness for the
fulfilment of donor priorities. Neither does it
take its starting point from a pre-given norma-
tive and political framework. Rather, the va-
lidity and worth of research is assessed against
varying discipline-specific criteria, while pro-
viding knowledge about social realities in
Africa is seen as valuable in itself. At times,
such studies can expand prevailing knowledge
in ways that challenge dominant development
policy and practice, yet this is not necessar-
ily their motivating aim; such scholarship
can also take deliberate critical distance from
the field of ‘development’ (Grillo and Stirrat
1997; Jones 2009, Parikh 2004). That said,
Afrocentric (Asante 1988; Oyebade 1990)
and decolonial (Underhill-Sem 2022) scholars
have rightly questioned the very notion of ‘un-
derstanding’ when attached to contemporary
global academic research. They have called
for critical reflection on how it is precondi-
tioned by and contributes to epistemic injus-
tice (Fricker 2007), and epistemic violence,
as well as global inequalities in North-South
knowledge production and theorizing patterns
(Ndlovu-Gatsheni 2013; 2018; Tamale 2020).
Third, the critical approach to research
on Africa can in fact be seen as encompassing
different types of critique which share a
grounding in different conceptualizations
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of power, whether inspired by classics like
Karl Marx, Antonio Gramsci, Paolo Freire, or
Michel Foucault, or contemporaries like Judith
Butler, Uma Kothari, Sabelo Ndlovu-Gatsheni,
or Sylvia Tamale, to mention a few. On the
one hand, critical scholarship has sought to
provoke or contribute to social transformation
through analysis of global and societal power
structures, promoting critical consciousness,
and mobilizing action (Freire 2007); on the
other, it has sought to unpack development
discourses and practices (Grillo and Stirrat
1997; Marglin and Marglin 1990; Ferguson
1990) — thus demonstrating their complicity
in perpetuating structures of injustice — and
envision alternatives to ‘development’ beyond
the colonial project (Escobar 1995; Gudynas
2018; Ziai 2007). Recent critiques in the field
draw particularly from critical race theory
(see e.g. Crenshaw et. al. 1995, Mills 1997)
and decolonial thought (Ndlovu-Gatsheni
2013; 2018; Taiwo 2022), and are often
spear-headed jointly by scholars and activists
within movements such as ‘Rhodes must fall’
(Nyamnjoh 2016) and ‘Black Lives Matter’
(Adomako Ampofo 2016). Important calls are
being made for decolonizing development as
well as research on Africa, and for laying bare
the racialized and colonial structures engrained
in academic structures, practices, and social
theories (Bhambra et al. 2018, Mohammed et
al. 2022).

At the intersection of instrumentalism,
understanding, and critique

The approaches we have identified above are
all applied — although not always separately
— in the field of development-related research
on Africa, where there is constant movement
of concepts, of people, and of money. Formed
through the dynamic interaction between these
diverse approaches, we suggest that an intel-
lectual, institutional, and funding space can
be identified in their intersection, in which the
movement of concepts occurs in multiple di-
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rections. Intellectually, scholars can contribute
to providing critical, empirically grounded,
and in-depth elaboration of the terminologies
used in policy making and the design of in-
terventions. Conversely, development policies
and practitioners can adopt new concepts from
scholarship for their own purposes. Some of
these end up as ‘buzzwords’ (Cornwall and
Eade 2010), terminologies that circulate in
policy discourses, detached from their theo-
retical origins and even used in ways that con-
tradict their original purpose, as in the case of
‘participation’ (Cooke and Kothari 2001).
Likewise, people move in many direc-
tions: they can shift from critical to policy-
relevant research institutions or move from
academia to policy making and development
practice, or vice versa (Lewis 2009). Tradi-
tionally, academic research has been one of the
institutional cornerstones of universities, poli-
cy making the mandate of government bodies,
and development interventions the job of aid
agencies, consultants, and NGOs. Yet, in prac-
tice, the institutional boundaries between such
actors are flexible and often fluid, as when de-
velopment scholars engage in consultancy and
commissioned studies, or government officers
or development practitioners enter academia.
Like people and ideas, funding, too, is
on the move. Development research is often
partially funded by development aid budgets,
which often centre on the development policy
priorities and normative frameworks of the
funders who typically demand that research be
policy relevant, with clear societal impact. In
such a resource environment, the instrumen-
tal approach to research is typically stressed,
yet studies focused on adding to understand-
ing and critique may also gain funding on the
grounds of academic evaluation criteria. Even
if the primary aim of research is ‘understand-
ing’, without a pre-given policy framework or
normative agenda, it can (and often does) still
lead to critical observations, and form part of a
broader critical agenda (Hammar 2021).
Having identified the movement of
people, concepts, and money, we must ask:
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who occupies this space, who determines
the research agendas and concepts, and who
governs the resources that make research
possible? Most importantly, the question
concerns, first, the imbalance between African
researchers and those from the global North
in global academic fora, and, second, the
relationship between academic interests and
the priorities of the people participating in
research projects. In development research,
African scholars have often occupied the role
of data collectors rather than determining
research agendas or being primary authors
in academic publications (Carbonnier and
Kontinen 2015; Eriksson Baaz and Utas
2019; Mwambari 2019); indeed, the limited
role of African scholars in African studies
is constantly discussed (Arowosegbe 2016;
Olukoshi 2006), despite gradual changes
in the balance in authorship. The question
of what research offers participants is
continuously being asked, giving rise to
ongoing conversation about the relationships
between the researchers’ and participants’
interests (Ogora 2013). Seriously centring on
the priorities of research participants would
unavoidably challenge research in possibly
unpredictable ways: for instance, interlocutors
might not see the value or be interested in
the same kind of research as scholars. Yet
following participants’ priorities alone might
lead to research that some academic audiences
do not find interesting or appropriate.

Ultimately, we suggest that by perceiv-
ing development-related research on African
societies as a space where different actors
constantly negotiate the aims, relevance, and
appropriateness of research, we might better
recognize and tackle the tensions within re-
search collaborations.
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Citizenship in Uganda as an
example of engaging with different
perspectives

Our work on citizenship in Uganda (this
issue; Alava 2021: Ahimbisibwe and
Kontinen 2021; see also chapters in Holma
and Kontinen 2020; 2022) has engaged with
recent debates calling for multi-level and
multi-scalar conceptualizations of citizenship:
as political agency, belonging, identity, and
participation vis-a-vis communities including
but not limited to the state. Our focus has been
on how citizenship is enacted in different
arenas and spaces, and what kinds of diverse
aspects are prioritized and held significant by
our interlocutors. While the research projects
covered cases both from Uganda and Tanzania,
the contributions in the special issue focus on
Uganda. The project provides an example of
how different perspectives on the purpose
and relevance of Africa-related development
research are engaged with and worked out in
practice.

The individual articles in this special is-
sue illustrate the ways in which our project
researchers have navigated between these
different and sometimes incompatible goals.
Read side by side, they enable us to reflect
on broader questions of knowledge produc-
tion. Essentially, our collaborative research
has balanced between partially contradictory
aims: rather than offering direct prescriptions
for better development interventions, we of-
fer views that can inspire non-governmental
organizations (NGOs) to reconsider their ap-
proaches; rather than advocating a particular
theoretical lens on citizenship, we seek to un-
derstand our interlocutors’ lives and views,
and to use this understanding as grounds for
exploring the limitations of existing theoreti-
cal notions; rather than encouraging direct
transformative action by our research partici-
pants, we bring critical debates into discussion
with empirical material and listen carefully to
the critiques presented by our interlocutors.

These tensions and contradictory aims
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were discussed within our research team, giv-
ing rise, for example, to different ideas con-
cerning the role of development NGOs in the
generation of research material. Collabora-
tion with Ugandan NGOs resulted in negotia-
tions between the organizations’ more instru-
mentalist aim to evaluate and improve their
programmes and the aim of understanding
community members’ ideas unlimited by the
interventions. Similarly, our team members’
perspectives on citizenship and social change
differed and also transformed over time, with
the three approaches to research that we have
described above remaining very identifiable in
our debates. Intermeshed were ‘critical’ views
emphasizing the role of authoritarian states,
formal politics, and the transformative role of
activism; suggestions that we seek to ‘under-
stand’ the grassroots processes of incremental
change; and attempts to improve NGO inter-
ventions to initiate change more ‘instrumen-
tally’.

Some tensions also became apparent
when presenting our work to audiences rep-
resenting different research approaches. For
instance, while we considered NGOs part and
parcel of the existing social fabric, some re-
view statements called for a more explicitly
critical approach towards them. Similarly,
many commentators have been wary of the
way in which we have prioritized our partici-
pants’ own understandings over pre-given the-
oretical or programmatic views on citizenship.
Additionally, among the other DEVELOP-
programme researchers, we have been invited
to events arranged by the Ministry for Foreign
Aftairs to present on the societal impacts and
potential policy implications of our research
projects at the stage where, in academic terms,
knowledge production was still ongoing. Nev-
ertheless, we were able to identify emerging
impacts on understanding of daily lives to
facilitate project designs, on the research par-
ticipants who were engaged in the analysis
of their own citizenship, and the impacts on
the research partnerships between academics
from global South and North emerged out of
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the joint endeavours of analysis and writing in
a way that would fulfil the academic criteria
but at the same time, be approachable for ac-
tors other than academics. The articles in this
special issue show some of the outcomes of
our endeavours.

Articles in this issue

Laura Del Castillo Munera and Alice Ndidde,
in their article, “Women’s Multifaceted Citi-
zenship: Identity, Belonging and Spaces of
Participation in Rural Uganda”, suggest the
concept of multifaceted citizenship to explore
the ways in which gendered citizenship arises
in multiple spaces of participation in women’s
everyday lives rather than in legislation and
policies. Based on interviews with women
in the rural districts of Kiboga and Namu-
tumba, they identify five main identities: ac-
tive resident, member, role model, leader, and
wife. They suggest that exploring citizenship
through women’s own experiences in spaces
of meaningful participation provides a fruit-
ful approach to understanding the dynamics
of gendered citizenship at the grassroots level.

Karembe F Ahimbisibwe s article “Ex-
ploring Obutyamye as Material Citizenship
in Busoga Subregion, Uganda” analyses citi-
zenship from a material perspective. Drawing
on the ideas of Kabeer (2006) and Baglioni
(2016), he contends that although the concept
of ‘citizenship’ may appear abstract, citizen-
ship is, in fact, a deeply material phenom-
enon. On the basis of empirical research of an
NGO’s livelihood improvement project in ru-
ral Uganda, Ahimbisibwe adopts the notion of
obutyamye, the local nomenclature for citizen-
ship, to illustrate how people’s description of
a citizen is tied up with what people have and
draw on to eke a living. He contends that this
localised experience of citizenship connotes
both equality and inequality of gender and
material possessions. From this, he illustrates
how NGO antipoverty interventions that go
through grassroots associations can challenge
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and reinforce local power asymmetries, there-
by producing different citizenship trajectories.
He concludes the article with an emphasis on
the instrumental role NGOs’ livelihood ef-
forts play in strengthening material conditions
of the poor and as a result, their citizenship
agency and status.

Tiina Kontinen and Twine H Bananuka,
in their article, “NGO Legitimacy with an Ex-
ample of Interventions Fostering Citizenship”,
discuss an example of a Ugandan NGO with
an explicit philosophy of combining liveli-
hood support with civic education. They ana-
lyse the multiple negotiations with which the
NGO needs to engage in order to be perceived
as legitimate, and thus, as able to act. They fo-
cus on civic education initiatives and provide
an analysis of different normative perspec-
tives and definitions of ‘good citizenship’ held
by international partners, community mem-
bers, and local government, and how the NGO
needs to balance between them in its activities.
Their contribution increases understanding of
diverse citizenship ideals, and NGOs as part
of the long-standing social fabric in Uganda,
and also the increasingly authoritarian state’s
imposition of restrictive measures on civil so-
ciety.

Henni Alava’s contribution, “Tiny Citi-
zenship, Twisted Politics, and Christian Love
in a Ugandan Church Choir”, combines ‘criti-
cal’ analysis of the state with a focus on empir-
ical findings of what people actually do when
the state fails them. Alava draws on long-
term ethnographic research with an Anglican
church choir in northern Uganda to provide an
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analysis of the choir’s everyday interactions,
and of its encounter with the Ugandan state
at the national commemoration of the choir’s
namesake, Archbishop Janani Luwum. The ar-
ticle contrasts Hannah Arendt’s notion of ‘au-
thentic politics’ with Gary Alan Fine’s notion
of ‘tiny publics’ to advance the notion of ‘tiny
citizenship’. It suggests that small groups like
a church choir are fundamental to how politics
emerges in a totalitarian context.

In conclusion, our introduction and the
individual contributions in this special issue
show how different aims of knowledge pro-
duction are intertwined, and how an exten-
sively researched notion of citizenship can
receive novel definitions in dialogue with di-
verse empirical locations and the understand-
ings articulated by interlocutors. Further, our
dissemination events have shown the findings
to be at least partly relevant for community
members, local government, Ugandan NGOs,
Finnish development policymakers, and aca-
demic audiences from different disciplines.
However, as we have suggested, the field of
research in which we are engaged is in con-
stant flux; even since we received our funding,
priorities within development policies, within
African societies, and within the academic cir-
cles concerned with them have changed and
are often the subjects of fierce debate. It is our
hope that the contributions presented here can
inspire further reflection on what the aims and
priorities in development-related research on
Africa should be, and how these aims can be
reached in space characterized by different
ideas of relevance.

304



At the Intersection of Instrumentalism, Understanding, and Critique
Henni Alava & Tiina Kontinen

References

Adomako Ampofo, Akosua. 2016. “Re-viewing Studies on Africa, #Black Lives Matter, and
Envisioning the Future of African Studies.” African Studies Review 59, no. 2: 7-29.

Alava, Henni. 2021. “Poliitikot Seisovat Muurahaiskeon Paalla:
Valtionrakennusperformansseja Ugandassa.” [Politicians Stand on the Anthill: Statemaking
Performances in Uganda]. In Valtion Antropologiaa [Anthropology of the State], edited by
Tuomas Tammisto and Heikki Wilenius, 76—97. Helsinki: Suomalaisen Kirjallisuuden Seura.

Ahimbisibwe, Karembe Fabian, and Tiina Kontinen. 2021. “Localising SDGs in Rural
Uganda: Learning Active Citizenship Through the Saemaul Undong Model.” In Sustainable
Development Goals for Society Vol. 1: Selected Topics of Global Relevance, edited by
Godwell Nhamo, Muchaiteyi Togo, and Kaitano Dube, 37—49. Sustainable Development
Goals Series. Cham: Springer.

Arowosegbe, Jeremiah O. 2016. “African Scholars, African Studies, and Knowledge
Production on Africa.” Africa 86, no. 2: 324-338.

Asante, Molevi Kete. 1988. Afrocentricity. Trenton, NJ: Africa World Press.

Baud, Isa, Elisabetta Basile, Tiina Kontinen, and Susanne von Itter Susanne, eds. 2019.
Building Development Studies for the New Millenium. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

Bhambra, Gurminder K., and John Holmwood. 2021. Colonialism and Modern Social Theory.
Cambridge: Polity Press.

Carbonnier, Gilles, and Tiina Kontinen. 2015. “Institutional Learning in North-South
Research Partnerships.” Revue Tiers Monde 221, 149—162.

Cooke, Bill, and Uma Kothari, eds. 2001. Participation: The New Tyranny? London: Zed
Books.

Cornwall, Andera, and Deborah Eade. 2010. Deconstructing Development Discourse.
Buzzwords and Fuzzwords. Rugby: Practical Action Publishers.

Crenshaw Kimberle, Neil Gotanda, Garry Peller, and Kendall Thomas, eds. 1995. Critical
Race Theory: The Key Writings that Formed the Movement. New York: The New Press.

Eriksson Baaz, Maria, and Mats Utas. 2019. “Exploring the Backstage: Methodological and
Ethical Issues Surrounding the Role of Research Brokers in Insecure Zones.” Civil Wars 21,

no. 2: 157-178.

Escobar, Arturo. 1995. Encountering Development: The Making and Unmaking of the Third
World. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Nordic Journal of African Studies — Vol 31 No 4 (2022) 305



At the Intersection of Instrumentalism, Understanding, and Critique
Henni Alava & Tiina Kontinen

Ferguson, James. 1990. The Anti-Politics Machine: “Development”, Depoliticization, and
Bureaucratic Power in Lesotho. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Freire, Paulo. (1970) 2007. Pedagogy of the Oppressed. New York: Continuum.

Fricker, Miranda. 2007. Epistemic Injustice: Power and the Ethics of Knowing. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Green, Maia. 2012. “Framing and Escaping. Contrasting Aspects of Knowledge Work in
International Development and Anthropology.” In Differentiating Development. Beyond and
Anthropology of Critique, edited by Soumhya Vekatesan and Thomas Yarrow, 42—57. New
York: Bergham Books.

Grillo, Ralf D., and Roderick, L. Stirrat, eds. 1997. Discourses of Development.
Anthropological Perspectives. London: Routledge.

Gudynas, Eduardo. 2018. “Post-development and Other Critiques of the Roots of
Development.” In The Essential Guide to Critical Development Studies, edited by Henry
Veltmeyer and Paul Bowles, 84-93 London: Routledge.

Habermas, Jirgen. 1987. Knowledge and Human Interests. Boston: Polity Press.

Hammar, Amanda. 2021. “Why African Studies Matters.” Nordic Journal of African Studies
30, no. 3: 1-8.

Holma, Katariina, and Tiina Kontinen, eds. 2020. Practices of Citizenship in East Africa
Perspectives from Philosophical Pragmatism. Oxon: Routledge.

Holma, Katariina, and Tiina Kontinen, eds. 2022. Learning, Philosophy, and African
Citizenship. Cham: Palgrave MacMillan.

Jones, Ben. 2009. Beyond the State in Rural Uganda. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press
for the International African Institute.

Kingsbury, Damien, John McKay, Janet Hunt, Mark McGillivray, and Matthew Clarke. 2012.
International Development. Issues and Challenges. Hampshire: Palgrave.

Kothari, Uma. 2005. 4 Radical History of Development Studies. London: Zed Books.
Lewis, David. 2009. “International Development and the ‘Perpetual Present’: Anthropological
Approaches to the Rehistoricisation of Policy.” European Journal of Development Research

21, no. 1: 32-46.

Marglin, Frédérique Apftel, and Stephen A. Marglin, eds. 1990. Dominating Knowledge:
Development, Culture, and Resistance. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Mills, Charles Wade. 1997. The Racial Contract. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

Nordic Journal of African Studies — Vol 31 No 4 (2022) 306


https://link.springer.com/book/9783030948818
https://link.springer.com/book/9783030948818

At the Intersection of Instrumentalism, Understanding, and Critique
Henni Alava & Tiina Kontinen

Mohammed, Wunpini, Chisomo Kalinga, K. Rene Odanga, Ruby Zelzer, Chris Olaoluwa
Ogunmodede, Furaha Asani, and Ruth Ngozika Agbakoba. 2022. “Open Letter to African
Studies Review Journal Editorial Board: Call for Retraction of Article ‘African Studies
Keyword: Autoethnography.”” Accessed July 12, 2022. https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1F
AlpQLSdK090gNuU0ODcYMBRbuTvv2wu-sJE3StYIlaFuclGJiDevx8g/viewform.

Mosse, David. 2004. Cultivating Development: An Ethnography of Aid Policy and Practice.
London: Pluto Press.

Munck, Ronaldo, and Denis O’Hearn, eds. 1999. Critical Development Theory: Contributions
to a New Paradigm. London: Zed Books.

Mwambari, David. 2019. “Local Positionality in the Production of Knowledge in Northern
Uganda.” International Journal of Qualitative Methods 18: 1-12.

Ndlovu-Gatsheni, Sabelo J. 2018. Epistemic Freedom in Africa. Deprovincialization and
Decolonization. London: Routledge.

Ndlovu-Gatsheni, Sabelo J. 2013. “Perhaps Decoloniality is the Answer? Critical Reflections
on Development from a Decolonial Epistemic Perspective: Editorial.” Africanus: Journal of
Development Studies 43, no. 2: 1-11.

Nyamnjoh, Francis B. 2016. #RhodesMustFall. Nibbling at Resilient Colonialism in South
Africa. Oxford: African Books Collective.

Ogora, Lino Owor. 2013. “The Contested Fruits of Research in War-Torn Countries: My
Insider Experience in Northern Uganda.” In Emotional and Ethical Challenges for Field
Research in Africa: The Story Behind the Findings, edited by Susan Thomson, An Ansoms,
and Jude Murison, 27—41. New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

Olukoshi, Adebayo. 2006. “African Scholars and African Studies.” Development in Practice
16, no. 6: 533-544.

Oyebade, Bayo. 1990. “African Studies and the Afrocentric Paradigm: A Critique.” Journal of
Black Studies 21, no. 2: 233-238.

Parikh, Shanti. 2004. “Sugar Daddies and Sexual Citizenship in Uganda: Rethinking Third
Wave Feminism.” Black Renaissance/Renaissance Noire 6, no. 1: 82—-106.

Sims, Kearrin, Nicola Banks, Susan Engel, Paul Hodge, Jonathan Makuwira, Naohiro
Nakamura, Jonathan Rigg, Albert Salamanca, and Pichamon Yeophantong, eds. 2022. The
Routledge Handbook of Global Development. London: Routledge.

Sumner, Andy. 2022. “What is Development Studies?”” Policy Paper of European Association

for Development Research and Training Institutions (EADI). https://www.eadi.org/fileadmin/
user_upload/EADI/03 Publications/EADI Policy Paper/What is Development Studies.pdf.

Nordic Journal of African Studies — Vol 31 No 4 (2022) 307


https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSdKo9OgNuU0DcYMBRbuTvv2wu-sJE3StYIIaFuclGJiDevx8g/viewform
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSdKo9OgNuU0DcYMBRbuTvv2wu-sJE3StYIIaFuclGJiDevx8g/viewform
https://www.eadi.org/fileadmin/user_upload/EADI/03_Publications/EADI_Policy_Paper/What_is_Development_Studies.pdf
https://www.eadi.org/fileadmin/user_upload/EADI/03_Publications/EADI_Policy_Paper/What_is_Development_Studies.pdf

At the Intersection of Instrumentalism, Understanding, and Critique
Henni Alava & Tiina Kontinen

Sumner, Andy, and Michael Tribe. 2008. International Development Studies: Theories and
Methods in Research and Practice. London: Routledge.

Ssentongo, Jimmy Spire. 2021. What I Saw When I Died. Kampala: Makerere University
Press.

Taiwo, Olufemi. 2022. Against Decolonisation. Taking African Agency Seriously. London:
Hurst & Company.

Tamale, Sylvia. 2020. Decolonization and Afro-Feminism. Wakefield: Daraja Press.

Tapscott, Rebecca. 2021. Arbitrary States: Social Control and Modern Authoritarianism in
Museveni’s Uganda. New York: Oxford University Press.

Underhill-Sem, Yvonne. 2022. “Decolonial Gender and Development.” In Routledge
Handbook of Global Development, edited by Kearrin Sims, Nicola Banks, Susan Engel,
Paul Hodge, Jonathan Makuwira, Naohiro Nakamura, Jonathan Rigg, Albert Salamanca, and
Pichamon Yeophantong, 629-640. London: Routledge.

Veltmeyer, Henry, and Paul Bowles, eds. 2018. The Essential Guide to Critical Development
Studies. London: Routledge.

Wiegratz, Jorg, Giuliano Martiniello, and Elisa Greco. 2018. Uganda: The Dynamics of
Neoliberal Transformation. New York: Zed Books.

Wilkins, Sam, Richard Vokes, and Moses Khisa. 2021. “Briefing: Contextualizing the Bobi
Wine Factor in Uganda’s 2021 Elections.” African Affairs 120, no. 481: 629-643.

Ziai, Aram, ed. 2007. Exploring Post-development: Theory and Practice, Problems and
Perspectives. London: Routledge.

Nordic Journal of African Studies — Vol 31 No 4 (2022) 308


https://books.google.com/books?hl=fi&lr=&id=aZF9AgAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PP1&dq=postdevelopment&ots=kUdQQJETsf&sig=hs6IwEk9-vUXsi0x7Jl_VD22h8E
https://books.google.com/books?hl=fi&lr=&id=aZF9AgAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PP1&dq=postdevelopment&ots=kUdQQJETsf&sig=hs6IwEk9-vUXsi0x7Jl_VD22h8E
https://books.google.com/books?hl=fi&lr=&id=aZF9AgAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PP1&dq=postdevelopment&ots=kUdQQJETsf&sig=hs6IwEk9-vUXsi0x7Jl_VD22h8E

