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Overview

This slide deck was produced as part

Context: Government Research of OTT’s technical advisory partnership
Funding Landscape in Africa with Jacobs Foundation and its EdLabs.
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of Relevant Programmes

SGCI | SRIA | Doing Research

Country examples
Cote d’Ivoire | Senegal | Ghana | Nigeria

Conclusions



https://onthinktanks.org/project/technical-advisory-support-to-edlabs-for-the-jacobs-foundation/

Guiding questions

How much money is spent
by (West) African governments
on (education) research?

What factors drive government
spending on research?

What structures are these
resources channelled through?

What are the key needs and priorities
of these existing structures?

What is the role of donors within this?

How do funders support these mechanisms (either
through capacity strengthening for the mechanism itself
or through contributing funds to it?)-- examples of key
players/initiatives, especially philanthropic.

Are there other examples of multi-donor national
research funds (in collaboration
with govt) in (West) Africa?

What are some examples of different
(West) African national research
funding mechanisms?



Context: Government
® Research Funding
Landscape in Africa




African government spending on research

= In 2006-7 AU member countries committed to spending at least 1% of GDP on research and development
but no country in Africa is fulfilling this commitment

= In 2023, Africa was the region with the lowest domestic spending on GERD worldwide
= The average African government R&D spend was 0.45% of GDP against global average of 1.7%

= South Africa, Kenya, Egypt and Morocco have the highest spend at 0.85%, 0.82%, 0.72%, and 0.71% of
GDP respectively

= Statistics on R&D are often incomplete making it difficult to track expenditure

= Latest available figures show Nigeria spends only 0.14% of GDP, Ghana (0.38%), Cote D’Ivoire
(0.07%)--though data is out of date (2007, 2010, 2016 respectively)

= Government research funding is usually distributed via higher education institutions and national research
councils (& our review suggests it may be covering both salaries & operational costs as well as direct
research costs)

= Social sciences are typically underfunded compared to ‘hard sciences’

Sources: African Union, ESSA, University World News, Science Granting Councils Initiative, World Economic Forum, Statista



https://au.int/sites/default/files/decisions/9556-assembly_en_29_30_january_2007_auc_the_african_union_eighth_ordinary_session.pdf
https://essa-africa.org/sites/default/files/inline-files/ESSA_Southern%20Hemisphere_A%20Situational%20Analysis%20of%20the%20Field%20of%20Education%20Research%20in%20Africa_Dec%202023.pdf
https://www.universityworldnews.com/post.php?story=20210616151534847
https://sgciafrica.org/research-funding-in-africa-highlights-from-the-sgci-masterclass-working-paper/
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2023/11/innovative-approaches-for-unlocking-research-and-development-funding-in-africa/
https://www.statista.com/statistics/1344978/share-of-africa-in-global-gerd/

What the literature tells us:
the African research funding landscape

= Initial literature search reveals limited scholarship on research funding in Africa, with focus on South African
R&D spending.

= Low investments by African governments on R&D and overreliance on foreign funding.

= External funding concentrated in East Africa with the exception of Ghana

= Research funded by external orgs such as Bill & Melinda Gates exhibit high citation impact
= Priorities:

= Limited external funding for African education research. Most education research funding in form of
scholarships, grants and training for doctoral students.

= Agriculture and health are top priorities for research funding
= Sector-differentiated models -inter-departmental rivalries have created different research funding councils

= Need to involve national institutions in the funding landscape

Sources: Arvanitis & Mouton 2019; Kozma, Medina & Costas 2018; Asare, Mitchell & Rose 2020



https://hal.science/hal-04146085/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1OtzNcM0AeLW3VxjKoJiWHEEAbE77HrvA/view
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/03057925.2020.1811638

Data gaps

= Data on R&D spending by African governments (of both government and donor funds) is limited
= And data on education or social science spending is even more limited

= Several actors have called for better statistics on public research spending
(and for donors to support this)

= Some countries such as Uganda and South Africa have published more detailed reports

= But in other countries such as Nigeria and Ghana there is very little data available




Global North-South Research Funding Structures

Varieties of funding agency structures for North-South research programmes

Increasing Southern ownership

Y

Increasing complexity of funding arrangement

Single funding agency, Northern managed

This is the simplest and most traditional structure for programmes
where they are funded and led by a single agency, either a
development agency, foundation or research council in a Northern
country.

>

Multi-agency funding, Northern-managed

These are normally joint programmes between development agencies
and research councils. Some agencies will create a joint coordinating
body (r4d, WOTRO), whilst others will typically have the development
agency funding the Southern partner and the research council funding
the Northern partner (ICURA, SATREPS).

Single funding agency, joint North-South managed

Few organisations have funding offices in the North and South. The
PEER programme receives funding from both USAID centrally and
USAID in-country operating units, with both involved in developing
thematic calls and choosing projects that align with country
strategies. The projects are led by Southern researchers.

Multi-agency, joint North-South managed

These are typically bilateral partnerships between funders in the
North and South, with each side funding researchers based in their
country. The Newton Fund consists of bilateral partnerships between
the UK and fifteen middle-income countries. TASENE is a co-funded
postdoctoral partnership programme between COSTECH (Tanzania),
NWO-WOTRO (Netherlands) and SIDA (Sweden).

Single funding agency Southern-managed
Not applicable to this report

Source Dodson, 2017

Multi-agency, Southern-managed

These are still rare. The DELTAS programme is funded by the Wellcome
Trust and DFID but programme management is led by AESA. There are
also an increasing number of examples of South-South programmes.


https://www.ukcdr.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/Building-Partnerships-of-Equals_-REPORT-2.pdf

Models of national research funding in Africa

1. Paradigmatic Principal-Agent Model
Government delegates to a National research Foundation/council. (Mouton, Gaillard, & van Lill, 2014;
2015). E.g in South Africa, Senegal, Cote D'Ivoire and Namibia

2. Sector-differentiated model
Sector specific funding agencies especially in agriculture and health e.g Burkina Faso (FONRID reports to
the Ministry of Scientific Research and Innovation; FONER is responsible to the Ministry of Secondary and
Higher Education; while FARES reports to the Ministry of Health.)

3. Embedded principal-agent model
The agent is simply an extension of government with no obvious autonomy or independence from the
department in which it is located. Examples are mostly commissions e.g the Commission for Science and
Technology (COSTECH) in Tanzania.

4. Multiple principal-agents model
A mix of government funding and donors.

Source Mouton, Gaillard & van Lill 2014 and 2015



https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/39828077.pdf
https://library.oapen.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.12657/28918/9781920677855_txt1.pdf?#page=162

Public funding for education research in Africa:
situational analyses from ESSA and EERA programmes

Strengths Weaknesses

= Pivotal role played by donors & other external
actors in funding education research

i = Severe funding limitations impact research quality and
i = South-South collaboration models are valuable

utility for decision makers. A particular gap in public i
(govt) funding opportunities :
= Growing African-led education research output = Heavy reliance on project-specific and self-funded i

research :

= Limited support for building research infrastructure

Opportunities Threats

i = Government support for research through national i = Low prioritisation of education research by policymakers i
: research funds : and some researchers (vs other research topics) :
i = Some small government grants starting for education i = Limited government funding for all research, i
: research : including education :
i = Researchers can collaborate to influence research i = Dependency on international donors with conflicting i
| funding policy/priorities | priorities |
i = Funder collaboration and coordination efforts i i
L

Compiled from ESSA & Southern Hemisphere ; EERA & Southern Hemisphere



https://essa-africa.org/sites/default/files/inline-files/ESSA_Southern%20Hemisphere_A%20Situational%20Analysis%20of%20the%20Field%20of%20Education%20Research%20in%20Africa_Dec%202023.pdf
https://essa-africa.org/sites/default/files/inline-files/ESSA_Southern%20Hemisphere_A%20Situational%20Analysis%20of%20the%20Field%20of%20Education%20Research%20in%20Africa_Dec%202023.pdf

I n t h e n eWS “It is time for African governments to strengthen national
research programmes and partnerships. They need to do this
by working with the local scientists to prioritise domestic
programmes for targeted research funding.

It is also critical that we focus on building a new future and lobbying
for more South-South partnerships and initiatives focusing on the
African bloc.

African research and development capacity cannot continue to rely
on funding structures that can be withdrawn on a whim, leaving

“Professor John Owusu Gyapong, African researchers helpless.”
the newly appointed
secretary-general of the African The Conversation. 2021
Research Universities Alliance, or “Although African countries appreciate research grants
ARUA, told University World News from donor countries, they often chafe at the condition
that, given the importance of that they bring in their own money in order to be
research for Africa’s development, eligible.
African governments have to
make good on their Some research projects fall by the wayside
commitment that 1% of GDP because African granting agencies simply have
should go towards research.” no way to provide their share of the money,
T sometfmes cal.led counterfun.dmg, .the h(fads of
e 15 national science councils in Africa said.”

Science, 2019



https://theconversation.com/african-countries-must-muscle-up-their-support-and-fill-massive-randd-gap-161024
https://www.google.com/url?q=https://www.science.org/content/article/african-research-projects-are-failing-because-funding-agencies-can-t-match-donor-money&sa=D&source=editors&ust=1718979477739649&usg=AOvVaw0vQHPfGZfkp_-_qpg8bMct
https://www.universityworldnews.com/post.php?story=20231213200442193

Relevant regional government
structures and stakeholders

= African Observatory of Science, Technology & Innovation (AU) is mandated by AU to lead
measurements of STI in Africa, to facilitate review of related policies and to spearhead
adherence to common data quality principles & standards which are pertinent to inform
socio-economic development of the African continent. It produces sound evidence to support
policy-making within the national and regional structures of the union as far as science,
technology and innovation (STI) are concerned.

= NEPAD- ASTII initiative NEPAD's African Science, Technology and Innovation Indicators
(ASTTI) started in 2005 to contribute towards a better quality of STI policies at the national,
regional and continental levels. The objective of ASTII is to support and strengthen the
capacity of Africans to develop and use STI Indicators in development planning and policy.
There is no mention of education per se but talks about science, technology and innovation.



https://au.int/sites/default/files/newsevents/workingdocuments/27671-wd-aosti_report_for_the_last_three_years_for_translation_1.pdf
https://www.nepad.org/programme/african-science-technology-and-innovation-indicators-astii

Relevant regional non-governmental
structures and stakeholders

= WARIMA is a non-profit professional membership organization for research managers and
administrators for the promotion of best research and innovation management practice in West
Africa. Organises workshops for members, but no mention of education research

= West and Central African Research and Education Network (WACREN)is a not-for-profit set up to
promote and establish interconnections between national research and education networks in West
and Central Africa to form a regional research and education network, interconnecting with other
regional and continental networks, and providing services aimed at fostering collaboration between
research and education institutions in the region as well as between them and peer institutions at
continental and international levels.

= West African Research Association(WARA) in Dakar supports research and scholarly exchange in
West Africa through various programs, including funding opportunities for education research.
They offer grants and fellowships to researchers studying education-related topics in the region.



https://warima.org/
https://gh.linkedin.com/company/wacren
https://www.westafricanresearchassociation.org/

Role of Donors and
Examples of Relevant
Programmes

SGCI | SRIA | Doing Research




Donor support to African education research

= Most African countries rely on external donors for
research funding.

= Private donors’ contributions have increased
over the past 20 years

= Approximately 10% of African education
research studies secure funding, with up to 90%
of these funds coming from external sources.

= Donor priorities may not align with governments

= Even where there is alignment between donors
and governments,
lack of resourcing remains a challenge

= Funding is unpredictable/can be withdrawn

“The goals of large, philanthropic
bodies are impacting prioritisation.
These bodies often align with
multi-stakeholder organisations.

Does this mean that African
priorities are being set elsewhere?”

SGCI, October 2023

“African research agendas and funding
continue to be subjected to the fluctuations of
funding and vagaries of partners from the
global north.

Although Africa represents 18% of the world
population, it only produces 1% to 2% of the
global research and innovation outputs.”

Nature, Dec 2023



https://sgciafrica.org/research-funding-in-africa-highlights-from-the-sgci-masterclass-working-paper/
https://www.nature.com/articles/d44148-023-00360-4

Science Granting Councils Initiative (SGCI)

= Works in partnership with 17 African science granting councils to
strengthen their capacity to support evidence-based policies
contributing to economic and social development

= Multi-donor partnership launched in 2015 by FCDO (UK), IDRC
(Canada) and NRF (South Africa). Later joined by German
Research Foundation, Swedish Sida, NORAD

= In West Africa:

= Burkina Faso: Fonds National de la Recherche et de U'Innovation pour
le Développement

= Senegal: Ministere de UEnseignement supérieur, de la Recherche et de
L'Innovation

= Cote d’Ivoire: Fonds pour la Science, la Technologie et 'Innovation

= Ghana: Ministry of Environment, Science, Technology and Innovation

= Nigeria: Tertiary Education Trust Fund

= Sierra Leone: Ministry of Technical and Higher Education



https://fonrid.com/
https://fonrid.com/
http://www.mesr.gouv.sn/
http://www.mesr.gouv.sn/
https://www.fonsti.org/fr
http://mesti.gov.gh/
https://tetfundserver.com/
https://www.mthe.gov.sl/

Strengthening Research Institutions in Africa (SRIA)

= Ongoing collaboration (since approx 2018) between Wellcome Trust, Oxford Policy Management,
African Academy of Sciences & Chemonics Intl funded by FCDO

= “Strengthening research systems in FCDO partner countries in Africa, so that both local and donor
research investment achieves economic and social impact.

= Strengthening the institutions that regulate and shape research in country to ensure that
research investment is aligned with national development priorities

= Investing in the building blocks of research, for example, access to global research, recruitment
and retention of researchers and more equitable research partnerships between northern and
southern researchers.”

= As part of its design phase, carried out seven country research system assessments including Ghana
and Nigeria



https://devtracker.fcdo.gov.uk/projects/GB-GOV-1-300781/summary
https://www.google.com/url?q=https://www.gov.uk/research-for-development-outputs/strengthening-research-institutions-in-africa-seven-country-needs-assessments&sa=D&source=editors&ust=1718979646786787&usg=AOvVaw1qCaU02eDLAl_TGupT_KJl

SRIA’s Theory of Change

Indicators
§i i M)f research funding allocated
A thriving national research system which contributes to social and o Tl ed G ot is
Impact economic development priorities
' 4 # of patents and licenses applied
B B B - ) B B for and granted
K- High qua.lllty res_e_arch is used to identify and achieve national development and ) 9% increase in peer reviewed
economic priorities research production from IRID
Out . The research sector has the foundations necessary to produce and countries
utcomes communicate high quality research Nature an.d quality of research/
. UK and partner countries develop stronger, more coherent research EEEET e
partnerships that provide long-term benefits for both partners Assumptions
\ / s Analysis identifies constraints ™
that IRID can address
| ocai & donor \ ﬁmproved practice in\ (Coherence of ODA \ f 5 N
research fundin resesich enabliog research spend in Saad BnarecEy Value of research for
- : : -B- i 2 evelopment is unconteste
i it natlognal agencies e.g countries & strong ma";gec:"e"t Aot ti tosted
de\glelo e research councils, UK offer on shangard and a priority in IRID countries
Neon relevant govt depts. research and research
¢r|0r|t|es = 2 < Ny O institutions - J R N oiod di t
Outputs esearch produced in-country
( a ™\ is available and used by other
ocal access 1o ] i f esearc researchers, business an
Local t mplementation o Foiabl d bi R h h busi d
global research equitable Gzl an management decision makers
and global recruitment and S Tese s capacity
access to local retention policies gz\’;’;g;sehc;ps developed and Changes in policy and practice
h resourced are enough to overcome
\_ researc I VA A S - <
perverse incentives e.g.
r ™~ S recruitment and retention
TV S S—— (b) Strengthened building blocks (c) Programme funded post and practices
programme responsive fund to drive coherence ) )
\_ >R ) Donors recognise standards in
research fairness, financial
Engagement (" (a) Engage with policy makers, private sector and HE in seven countries (KE, ET, UG, RW, NG, GH, TZ) management and research
h to identify opportunities for IRID, understand existing capacity and incentives within the system and management and f‘":‘d
Phase the ability of local organisations to deliver IRID. The outputs of this phase will be shared with other annlsatlons accredited to
\_HMG activities in the region and we will take five countries into the building blocks programme. these standards

Source: https://devtracker.fcdo.gov.uk/projects/GB-GOV-1-300781/summary



https://devtracker.fcdo.gov.uk/projects/GB-GOV-1-300781/summary

GDN’s Doing Research Assessments in West Africa

= Exploring national systems for social science Doing Research Assessment framework and its indicators
research, including indicators on funding
. FACTOR INDICATORS TYPE SOURCES
structures since 2014
- Funders haVe lncluded Gates Foundation 1.1 Research inputs (30% of the production score)
. 2 People and resources needed to produce robust social science research
AFD) SW]SS Agency for Development 1.1.a People - No. of social science researchers, per million active  Ratio Desk review/UIS
e people
& COOpeI'atlon - % of social science researchers with PhD % Desk review/Survey
AY/BIERI i oo % Desk review/UIS
m— N
1.1.b Funding - Government Expenditure on Research and Absolute  Desk review/UIS
. < Development (GERD) in social sciences, per
= In West Africa: ~— researcher
~ . . . 1.1.c Infrastructure and - Quality of access to data Rating Survey
= COte d IVOlre and Cameroon were pllot data - % of open access output % Scopus (SciMago)/Survey
- Quality of research infrastructure Rating Survey

countries in 2014-2016.

;:w_% %
] In 2022_24 assessments are happenlng ln "Z Research culture and support (30% of the production scﬁ‘\%o

Surveys + interviews

0
Set of cultural rules and principles, activities and interactions supporting t roduction of research.

Benln, Cameroon, Burklna FaSO, Chad 1.2.a Institutions and policy - Quality of a social science research body Rating Desk review + Survey
1- — « Quality of national research polic Rating Desk review + Survey
and Mali , , _ | -
1.2.b Peer review culture - Quality of mentoring Rating Survey + interviews
« No. of peer-reviewed publications, per researcher ~ Absolute  Scopus/Survey
1.2.c Capacity building - Development of research capacities Rating Survey + interviews
« Funding for Research Capacity Building, per Absolute  Desk review
researcher
1.2.d Research support and - Quality of administrative support Rating Survey + interviews

administration



https://www.gdn.int/current/doing-research
https://www.gdn.int/current/doing-research

® Country examples

Cote d’lvoire | Senegal | Ghana | Nigeria




Cote d’lvoire: FONSTI and Swiss cooperation

The Fonds pour la Science, la Technologie et ’Innovation/Fund for Science

Technology and Innovation (FONSTI) was created in 2008.

Designed on the model of the Swiss National Fund and building on several decades of Swiss support to the
Ivorian research system, FONSTT is a support fund for research, intended to finance high-quality scientific
research and technological innovation programs and projects likely to have an impact on the socio-economic and
cultural development of Cote d'Ivoire.

FONSTT’s strategic aims are:

1. Building a sustainable funding mechanism for research & innovation

2. Strengthen capacity of research & innovation funding structures

3. Contribute to scientific & economic valorisation of research results

4. Ensure operational excellence of FONSTI & encourage international collaboration

After the formal transfer of funds from the Strategic Support Programme for Scientific Research to the new
FONSTI, the Swiss National Science Foundation has remained a strategic partner to FONSTI. The two
organisations signed an MoU in 2023 to share experiences in research funding.

Sources: Swiss National Foundation 2023; Government of Switzerland 2022



https://fonsti.org/
https://fonsti.org/
https://www.snf.ch/en/RgjyyOQ6EREX9U4n/news/switzerland-and-cote-d-ivoire-to-work-more-closely-together-in-research-funding
https://www.admin.ch/gov/en/start/documentation/media-releases.msg-id-88063.html

Cote D’lvoire: MESRS and the Plan National de Développement

Ministry of Higher Education and Scientific Research (MESRS) oversees research and development
activities, including funding for education research projects conducted by universities and research institutions.

Since the Doing Research pilot report in 2016 there have been a number of reforms.

Under the National Development Plan (PND) 2021-2025 and the Education-Training Sectoral Plan (PSE)
2016-2025 and the National Research Policy, the main actions of the Sub-Sector of Higher Education and Scientific

Research to be implemented is as follows:

= strengthening the legal, institutional and steering framework of the ESRS;
= Strengthening the Research and Innovation system and capacity;

= the development of community resources; “[this study] calls for the revitalization of
= the implementation of National Research Programmes; fClenflﬁC. research in Social Sciences [in
= strengthening research and innovation funding; Cote d'Ivoire] in line with the objectives set

= strengthening the partnership framework with socio-economic sectors; out in the country’s emergence strategy.

= popularization and exploitation of research and innovation results. Reforms aimed at improving the research

Nati 1 h lust d t t d t environment, working conditions,
ational researcn programime clusters do not mention eaucation as incentivesfor omaman e A e saEe s

area of competence, rather, Innovation, Technology, Mathematics governance need to be undertaken.”
and Sustainable development (Ministry of Economic Planning)

Centre Ivoirien de Recherches
Economiques et Sociales, 2016



https://www.economie-ivoirienne.ci/en/activites-sectorielles/scientific-research.html
https://www.gdn.int/sites/default/files/Doing%20Research%20in%20Cote%20d%27Ivoire%20-%20Final%20Report%20%28English%29.pdf
https://www.gdn.int/sites/default/files/Doing%20Research%20in%20Cote%20d%27Ivoire%20-%20Final%20Report%20%28English%29.pdf

Senegal s

= Direction Générale de la Recherche et d’Innovation (DGRI) is the
national research funding body (under MoE) operating through
national calls for proposals on selected research themes

= Government initiatives include:

= National Strategic Plan for Research and Innovation 2023-2032

o . . (14 o . o _ o
= Recommends a National Council for Research and Innovation, Public universities and

a National Research Fund, and a National Observatory for research institutes
Research (including education as a focus area) predominantly depend on
= Programme of Governance and Financing of Higher Education dwindling p‘UbllC subsidies
h fundi a1y for femal h d avvlied and unpredictable
LI S (R LR DN B B R e international donor support.”
research
ESSA 2021

See also: ACTS/SGCI 2018



https://mesr.gouv.sn/dgr-direction-generale-de-la-recherche/
https://mesr.gouv.sn/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/pwp-psnri_english.pdf
https://www.acts-net.org/images/SGCI/Baseline-Reports/Baseline-Report-Senegal.pdf
https://essa-africa.org/sites/default/files/inline-files/ESSA%20and%20REAL%20Centre%20Conference%20Report.pdf

Senegal’s new national research & funding structure

Gouvernance de la R&l | Plan strategique national de la Recherche et de I’Innovation 2023-2032
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https://mesr.gouv.sn/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/pwp-psnri_english.pdf

Ghana :

= National Research Fund Act passed in 2020 to establish a new national research fund which
is currently in development:

= Priority areas are STEM (25% of funds) but will also support social sciences (13% of funds)

= 50 million cedis ($3.7million USD) seed funding contribution by govt with additional contributions
from donors and an ambition to approve 1% of GDP annually via Parliament*

= Will be operationalised by Ministry of Education, Science & Technology in collaboration with
Ministry of Education

= As of Feb 2024, Ghana Tertiary Education Commission will continue to disburse research funding and
will continue to do so until the new Fund is operational

= Book and Research Allowance (BRA) also continues. A (limited) payment received by academics
regardless of research activities, which has been the subject of recent controversy and efforts to
restructure into a research fund.

Sources: Parliament of Ghana 2019; SRIA 2019; CSIR 2020; Ghana Today, 2023; SciDev.Net, 2024; Myjoyonline
*Note that bill text indicates government contribution 50 million cedis whereas SciDev.Net indicates $50 million USD. Authors have been unable to verify correct amount.



https://ir.parliament.gh/bitstream/handle/123456789/1405/Ghana%20National%20Research%20fund%20Bill%2c%202019%281%29.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5ef4ac2ad3bf7f7140066006/NA_report_Ghana__Dec_2019_Heart_.pdf
https://sgciafrica.org/policy-brief-a-national-framework-for-research-innovation-and-commercialisation-in-ghana/
https://ghanatoday.gov.gh/sector-news/environment-science-technology-innovation/national-research-fund-to-be-main-source-of-funding-for-the-development-of-ghanas-innovation-eco-system-environment-minister/
https://www.scidev.net/global/news/funds-available-for-research-and-innovation-in-ghana/#:~:text=senior%20official%20says.-,The%20Ghanaian%20government%20pledged%20US%2450%20million%20as%20seed%20money,which%20was%20passed%20in%202020.
https://www.myjoyonline.com/book-and-research-allowances-for-university-teachers-is-a-joke-knust-pro-vc/

Nigeria

No national organisation focused on research funding

Tertiary Education Trust Fund (TET) distributes resources raised
through 2% tax on Nigerian-registered companies, with a focus on
improving the tertiary education system. TET is part of the SGCI

= A National Research Fund is part of this, with education as one
thematic priority area

Government agencies receive research funding both from

government and philanthropic sources—but this is difficult to track.

= MoE hosts a number of international partnerships and also has
an internal research department similar to SRIM in Ghana.

Social sciences and humanities mainly a feature of universities—no
government-funded education research institutes.

Sources: Doing Research assessment 2020; TET 2023; TET 2023b

“Lack of funding is widening the gap
between policy and practice and has
increased Nigerian researchers’ reliance
on international research funding and
responsiveness to international agendas
rather than national priorities.... no
sectoral research policies or strategies
appear to be in place that translate the
general objectives of the Science,
Technology and Innovation Policy into
more specific sectoral policies.”

SRIA Nigeria country overview


https://tetfund.gov.ng/index.php/mandate-objectives/
https://education.gov.ng/education-planning-research-development/
https://www.gdn.int/research/education-research/nigeria
https://tetfund.gov.ng/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/Annual-Direct-Disbursement-2010-2023.pdf
https://tetfund.gov.ng/wp-content/uploads/2023/10/Education-Research-Human-Development.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5ef4ad5ee90e075c5cc9d7e6/NA_report_Nigeria__Dec_2019_Heart___1_.pdf

Too early to assess impact of reforms in West Africa

“The governance and regulatory
frameworks — the structures and policies
put in place by national and local
governments — such as research councils,
national funding agencies, or national
research policies, have a significant
influence on the production of academic
knowledge [in social sciences in LMICs].”

GDN Doing Research framework pi5

“Policies from emergent [African]
national authorities concerned with
science and technology, and newly

established national funds dedicated to
funding research have still little impact.”

Research Flows in and for Africa: a SGCI
Masterclass Working Paper, Oct 2023



https://www.gdn.int/sites/default/files/GDN%20-%20Theoretical%20Framework.pdf

® Conclusions




In conclusion: four key messages

1. The West African research funding landscape is in flux. Reforms in several countries
in the last year including new policies & new funds being established (Benin, Nigeria,
Cote d’Ivoire, Ghana, Senegal)

2. There are ongoing efforts to strengthen national research funding &
prioritisation structures in West Africa, but education is overlooked.

3. There is a significant ‘policy influence’ opportunity to connect education research
with development outcomes (as has already been done in other sectors)

4. There is a lack of information/data on government research spend (both of
public funds and donor funds) which makes it difficult to track this issue from desk
research alone.




Questions we weren’t able to answer:
areas for further exploration

Government research funding in general

How will the recent and upcoming elections in West Africa shape the emergent STI policy landscape?
What political economy factors are shaping public investment in R&D in West Africa?
What can be learned from other global examples of reforms to national STI funds and structures?

How will the current national research funding reforms in West Africa affect the research sector more broadly
and education in particular?

How can international funders fund and sustain national granting councils to fund social sciences?

To what extent do government research funding structures/processes in the STI architecture link to those in
other parts of government (eg in ministries of planning, or in sector ministries like health and education?)



Questions we weren’t able to answer:
areas for further exploration

Government education research funding in particular

Of the small proportion of government research funding which is spent on education: what is this funding
being spent on and how are priorities identified?

Who in government has the resource & mandate to commission education-related research, and what
mechanisms do they use?

What does government investment in education research look like when compared to other forms of evidence?
(eg primary research vs admin data systems vs evaluations vs synthesis and gap maps)--which forms of
evidence are most valued by governments for education policy and why?

What is the relative role of donors in education research funding compared to other sectors’ research funding?

What are the existing spaces for dialogue between (in-country/national) education researchers and
governments regarding research priorities and how do those work?

To what extent are STI sector level funding and structural reforms linking with similar discussions at the
sector level in education? What factors are affecting this?
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