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Standpoint   
A critical approach of SDGs based on decolonial thinking from an African 
standpoint.   

I- Decolonial approach of SDGs (slides 5 – 8) 
Be confident ! This is not a call to rewrite SDGs, but an invitation to seize the 
opportunity this decade (2020-2030) offers citizens, to fully contribute to the 
achievement of fair and contextualized SDGs.   

• Is global governance relevant to address local development needs? 
(slide 6) 

Without waiting for it to pass, one of the lessons we can learn from the COVID19 
pandemic is the resounding failure of global governance in managing this crisis. 
Each country responded about it in its own way, according to its realities and 
capacities. Drawing a parallel with the SDGs, one may wonder whether it is not 
illusory to think that a global vision of development can address the specific needs 
of each country and their citizens.     

•   Should we portray SDGs as imperialists?  (slide 7) 

First of all, it is important to recall the concept of sustainable development 
promoted by the United Nations and defined in the Brundtland Report (UN 1987, 
online) as "development that meets the needs of the present without 
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs". 
However, since its introduction in 1987, this vision of sustainable development 
has been subject to numerous criticisms, the most virulent of which have qualified 
it as imperialist (Arnaud, Berger, and Perthuis 2011, 12).  

How can we disagree with these criticisms, when from the MDGs to the SGDs 
emerges a universalist pretension of global objectives to be adopted by all the 
countries of the world, regardless of their realities?   

It is true that one might say that each state is supposed to contextualize the SDGs 
at the national level. To those, I would say that the whole problem starts from the 
design of these SDGs, where we have a handful of small groups of experts, 
academics and institutions that think from their ivory towers, how a better world 
should look like, then propose this vision to the populace.    

•   Can we still reverse the process in this decade? (slide 8) 

The way in which these GDSs have been designed prevents ordinary citizens to 
be fully involved in their own development.  



What would happen if, during this decade (2020-2030), attempts were made to 
reverse the design process?  And, how could this be achieved?   

 it is our responsibility to reverse this trend by making good use of this decade; 
openness seems to be an interesting avenue to explore.    

II- About Openness (slide 9) 
Nowadays, it is recognized that, considered together, the three following 
dimensions of openness constitute Open Science (Chan, Leslie et al. 2020):  

• openness to publications and data,  
• openness to society  
• openness to excluded knowledge and epistemologies. 

III- Citizen science and science-society mediation spaces (slide 10)  
The term "citizen science" covers all the new forms of collaboration between 
scientists and non-scientists that have transformed the relationship between 
citizens and researchers as well as the dynamics of production, dissemination and 
appropriation of knowledge. In citizen sciences, the citizen has an active role in 
the production of knowledge. They act either as data collectors (instrumental 
approach of citizen science) or as co-producers of knowledge (democratic 
approach) (Albagli et al. 2015).  

In the instrumental approach, citizen science is seen as a vast network of people 
who collaborate by providing experimental data and facilities to researchers. 
Research is open to the participation of non-scientists to improve the knowledge 
produced on different subjects, notably in biology, astronomy, genomics, botany. 
Citizens are then involved "voluntarily" in data collection, analysis tasks, etc. 
(Piron and Mboa Nkoudou 2016). However, I am not very comfortable with this 
approach, which suggests that all knowledge production only takes place through 
a well-oiled research process in the university system to which one tries to add 
the citizen to "make a good impression". This approach is not in line with the 
logic of cognitive justice; only the researcher seems to benefit from this 
cooperation, using citizens to obtain data that he could not have collected with 
the means and time at his disposal. Moreover, the process remains purely within 
the academic framework where academics hold the knowledge and send their 
subordinates (citizens) to collect the data. 

Citizen science is a good approach to contextualize SDG and anchor them in 
Commons. However, we must avoid falling into the trap of exploiting citizens 
through their pseudo-participation. That is why the democratic approach of 
citizen science sounds relevant.  



The democratic approach refers to "participatory" or "cooperative" sciences. 
Here, research design includes the people as the holders of the knowledge 
produced. This approach takes into account equally (to academics), the 
intelligence of citizens, their capacity to understand and produce knowledge 
(Piron and Mboa Nkoudou 2016).  The citizen is the one who asks and asks 
himself new questions, who participates in the co-creation of a new culture 
through participatory experiences and the assembly of resources. This approach 
would be reinforced by the existence of science-society mediation spaces as an 
enabler for a fair engagement of citizens in support of the SDGs.  

Such spaces are:   

• events, associations,  
• public debates bringing together researchers and non-researchers,  
• popular journals and magazines,  
• virtual platforms,  
• visits by researchers to schools or high schools, information watch 

activities,  
• science shops and makerspaces; 
• Etc. 

IV- Practical examples through the maker movement in Africa (slide 
11) 

• AfricaOSH Summit (slide 12) 
• African Makers Against COVID-19 (slide 13) 
• Environmental & climate change (slide 14)  
• Open Source Hardware (slide 15)  
• Other activities at Mboalab (slide 16) 

The challenge : Recognition of citizen science initiatives (slide 17)  
The discourse on citizen science is very beautiful, however, many of the resulting 
initiatives often remain as prototypes that must ultimately be validated by 
experts.   

So we are back to our experts. In other words, our efforts seem to be in vain and 
we are in dead-end street.    

Hence the call for experts to get out of their offices and the ivory towers of 
universities and open up to other knowledge: this is the third dimension of Open 
science:   openness to excluded knowledge and epistemologies. 



References  
Albagli, Sarita, Maria Lucia Maciel, et Alexandre Abdo. Open Science, Open issues. IBICT. Rio 

de Janeiro, 2015. 
Arnaud, Emmanuel, Arnaud Berger, et Christian de Perthuis. 2011. Le développement durable. 

Paris: Nathan. 
Berrebi-Hoffmann, Isabelle, Marie-Christine Bureau, et Michel Lallement. 2018. Makers: 

Enquête sur les laboratoires du changement social. 
Chan, Leslie, editor. Contextualizing Openness: Situating Open Science. University of Ottawa 

Press, 2019. 
Chan, Leslie, Hall, Budd, Piron, Florence, Tandon, Rajesh, et Williams, Wanósts’a7 Lorna. 

« Open Science Beyond Open Access: For and with Communities, A Step towards the 
Decolonization of Knowledge », 
15 juillet 2020. https://doi.org/10.5281/ZENODO.3946773. 

Ekekwe, Ndubuisi. 2015. « Africa’s Maker Movement Offers Opportunity for Growth ». 
Harvard Business Review, 29 mai 2015. https://hbr.org/2015/05/africas-maker-
movement-offers-opportunity-for-growth. 

Escobar, Arturo. 2004. « Beyond the Third World: Imperial Globality, Global Coloniality and 
Anti-Globalisation Social Movements ». Third World Quarterly 25 (1): 207-30. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/0143659042000185417. 

Fanon, Frantz, Jean-Paul Sartre, Alice Cherki, et Mohammed Harbi. 2010. Les damnés de la 
terre. 1. tirage, 9. [Nachdr.]. La découverte poche 134. Paris: La Découverte. 

Felwine, Sarr. 2016. « L’Afrique a besoin d’une utopie ». Projet 2 (351): 78-81. 
Hess, Charlotte. 2008. « Mapping the New Commons ». SSRN Electronic Journal. 

https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.1356835. 
Himanen, Pekka. 2001. L’éthique hacker et l’esprit de l’ère de l’information. Paris: Exils. 
Maldonado-Torres, Nelson. 2007. « ON THE COLONIALITY OF BEING: Contributions to the 

Development of a Concept ». Cultural Studies 21 (2-3): 240-70. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09502380601162548. 

Mboa Nkoudou, Thomas Hervé. 2016. « Les injustices cognitives en Afrique subsaharienne : 
réflexions sur les causes et les moyens de lutte ». Dans Justice cognitive, libre accès 
et savoirs locaux : pour une science ouverte juste, au service du développement local 
durable. https://corpus.ulaval.ca/jspui/handle/20.500.11794/14541. 

———. 2017. « Benefits and the hidden face of the maker movement: Thoughts on its 
appropriation in African context| Os benefícios e a face oculta do movimento maker: 
Reflexões sobre sua apropriação no contexto africano ». Liinc em Revista 13 (1) 

Mignolo, Walter D. 2007. « INTRODUCTION: Coloniality of Power and de-Colonial 
Thinking ». Cultural Studies 21 (2-3): 155-67. https://doi.org/10.1080/09502380601162498. 
———. 2011. The Darker Side of Western Modernity: Global Futures, Decolonial Options. 

Latin America Otherwise Languages, Empires, Nations. Durham & London: Duke 
University Press. 

Mignolo, Walter, et Catherine E. Walsh. 2018. On decoloniality: concepts, analytics, praxis. On 
decoloniality. Durham: Duke University Press. 

Piron, Florence, et Thomas Hervé Mboa Nkoudou. 2016. « Ouvrir la recherche et les savoirs 
scientifiques pour mieux les partager : introduction aux valeurs, pratiques et outils de 
la science ouverte dans une visée de justice cognitive ». 
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.49679. 


