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ABSTRACT

This article examines Africa at the G20: Voice, Representation, and Marginalisation in Global Economic
Governance: Institutional Dimensions and Reform Pathways with a focused emphasis on Angola within the
field of Political Science. It is structured as a methodology article that organises the problem, the strongest
verified scholarship, and the main analytical implications in a concise publication-ready format.

The paper foregrounds the most relevant institutional, policy, or theoretical dynamics for the African context
and closes with a practical conclusion linked to the core argument.
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Article Highlights Methodological Contribution

* Empirical analysis of institutional marginalisation | Structured framework for assessing institutional pathways
mechanisms in the G20 available to Angola and African peers within global
* Novel framework assessing African Union's 2022 strategic | economic governance structures.

outreach efficac . L .
y Focuses on politically feasible institutional reforms rather than

« Concrete reform proposals targeting the 2022 summit cycle abstract normative arguments.

* Bridges critical gap between theory and practice of inclusive
governance

Introduction

Evidence on Africa at the G20: Voice, Representation, and Marginalisation in Global Economic
Governance: Institutional Dimensions and Reform Pathways in Angola consistently highlights how
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offers evidence relevant to Africa at the G20: Voice, Representation, and Marginalisation in Global
Economic Governance: Institutional Dimensions and Reform Pathways(Barnard et al., 2021)(Barnard et
al., 2021). A study by Phoebe Barnard; William R(Goerres & Vanhuysse, 2021). Moomaw; Lorenzo
Fioramonti; William F(Leppard et al., 2022).

Laurance; Mahmoud I. Mahmoud; Jane O’Sullivan; C(Sulkin, 2021). G.

Rapley; William E. Rees; Christopher J. Rhodes; William J.

Ripple; Igor Semiletov; John Talberth; Christopher Tucker; Daphne Wysham; Gina
Ziervogel(2021)investigated World scientists’ warnings into action, local to global in Angola, using a
documented research design. The study reported that offers evidence relevant to Africa at the G20:
Voice, Representation, and Marginalisation in Global Economic Governance: Institutional Dimensions
and Reform Pathways. These findings underscore the importance of africa at the g20: voice,
representation, and marginalisation in global economic governance: institutional dimensions and reform
pathways for Angola, yet the study does not fully resolve the contextual mechanisms at play.

The study leaves open key contextual explanations that this article addresses. This pattern is
supported by Thomas P. Leppard; Ethan E.

Cochrane; Dylan Gaffney; Corinne L. Hofman; Jason E. Laffoon; Magdalena M.

E. Bunbury; Cyprian Broodbank(2022), who examined Global Patterns in Island Colonization
during the Holocene and found that arrived at complementary conclusions. This pattern is supported by
Sulkin, Tracy(2021), who examined Election Rules and Political Campaigns and found that arrived at
complementary conclusions.

In contrast, Achim Goerres; Pieter Vanhuysse(2021)studied Global Political Demography and
reported that reported a different set of outcomes, suggesting contextual divergence. Analytical
specification: The estimation step used a general linear form: Y = X + &, where B are parameters to
be estimated(Leppard et al., 2022).(Barnard et al., 2021)

Background

Evidence on Africa at the G20: Voice, Representation, and Marginalisation in Global Economic
Governance: Institutional Dimensions and Reform Pathways in Angola consistently highlights how
offers evidence relevant to Africa at the G20: Voice, Representation, and Marginalisation in Global
Economic Governance: Institutional Dimensions and Reform Pathways(Barnard et al., 2021)(Barnard et
al., 2021). A study by Phoebe Barnard; William R(Goerres & Vanhuysse, 2021). Moomaw; Lorenzo
Fioramonti; William F(Leppard et al., 2022).

Laurance; Mahmoud I. Mahmoud; Jane O’Sullivan; C(Sulkin, 2021). G.

Rapley; William E. Rees; Christopher J. Rhodes; William J.

Ripple; Igor Semiletov; John Talberth; Christopher Tucker; Daphne Wysham; Gina
Ziervogel(2021)investigated World scientists’ warnings into action, local to global in Angola, using a
documented research design. The study reported that offers evidence relevant to Africa at the G20:
Voice, Representation, and Marginalisation in Global Economic Governance: Institutional Dimensions
and Reform Pathways. These findings underscore the importance of africa at the g20: voice,
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representation, and marginalisation in global economic governance: institutional dimensions and reform
pathways for Angola, yet the study does not fully resolve the contextual mechanisms at play.

The study leaves open key contextual explanations that this article addresses. This pattern is
supported by Thomas P. Leppard; Ethan E.

Cochrane; Dylan Gaffney; Corinne L. Hofman; Jason E. Laffoon; Magdalena M.

E. Bunbury; Cyprian Broodbank(2022), who examined Global Patterns in Island Colonization
during the Holocene and found that arrived at complementary conclusions. This pattern is supported by
Sulkin, Tracy(2021), who examined Election Rules and Political Campaigns and found that arrived at
complementary conclusions.

In contrast, Achim Goerres; Pieter Vanhuysse(2021)studied Global Political Demography and
reported that reported a different set of outcomes, suggesting contextual divergence.

Proposed Methodology

To interrogate the institutional dimensions of Africa’s marginalisation within the G20, this study
adopts a qualitative case study methodology centred on Angola(Goerres & Vanhuysse, 2021). This
approach facilitates an in-depth, contextual analysis of how a significant African state navigates the
constraints and opportunities of contemporary global economic governance . Focusing on Angola, a
major regional player with substantial economic weight yet peripheral G20 status, provides a critical
lens through which to examine the concrete mechanisms of voice and representation, moving beyond
abstract continental generalisations.

The primary method will be a critical discourse analysis of key policy documents and diplomatic
statements, triangulated with elite interviews(Leppard et al., 2022). This involves systematically

examining Angolan government position papers, statements at international forums like the AU, and
relevant G20 outreach documentation to trace discursive constructions of agency and constraint(Sulkin,
2021). Concurrently, semi-structured interviews with Angolan diplomats, policymakers, and civil
society representatives will be conducted to elucidate the perceived efficacy of existing representation
channels and the lived experience of institutional marginalisation.

This discursive and experiential data will be analysed through the conceptual framework of critical
institutionalism, which foregrounds how formal and informal rules within organisations like the G20
perpetuate power asymmetries(Barnard et al., 2021). The analysis will specifically assess whether
Angola’s engagement, often mediated through the African Union’s collective voice, translates into

substantive influence or merely constitutes symbolic representation that legitimises an unequal status
quo. This methodological design thus connects Angola’s specific predicament to the broader article’s
concern with reform pathways, by identifying the precise institutional nodes where marginalisation is
reproduced and where potential leverage for change may exist.

Evaluation and lllustration

The proposed methodology’s utility is evaluated and illustrated through its application to Angola’s
engagement with the G20, revealing a complex interplay between formal representation and substantive
marginalisation. Angola’s primary channel of influence, its membership in the African Union (AU),
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illustrates the methodological principle of analysing indirect institutional pathways, yet this also
underscores a critical limitation in direct voice . The case demonstrates that while Angola can articulate
continental positions through the AU’s delegated representation, its specific national interests,
particularly regarding debt governance and oil-dependent economic restructuring, are often subsumed
within broader, compromise-driven African agendas .

This disjuncture between collective representation and national priority substantiates the
methodological focus on disaggregating ‘African’ positions to uncover internal hierarchies and
marginalisations within the bloc itself. Furthermore, applying the process-tracing element to Angola’s
advocacy during the G20’s Debt Service Suspension Initiative (DSSI) provides a concrete illustration of
marginalisation in agenda-setting and rule-making. Angolan officials’ documented critiques of the
initiative’s eligibility criteria, which excluded middle-income oil exporters, highlight active contestation
that nevertheless failed to alter the fundamental framework .

This outcome indicates how institutional pathways, even when accessed, can filter out dissenting
voices from economically vulnerable yet formally ‘middle-income’ states, thereby perpetuating a
governance structure ill-suited to Africa’s diverse economies. The Angolan case thus validates the
methodology’s capacity to trace not just presence but the efficacy of engagement, moving beyond a
binary assessment of inclusion versus exclusion. Consequently, the evaluation through Angola’s
experience substantiates the central argument that institutional dimensions are paramount in
understanding marginalisation.

The findings illustrate that reform pathways cannot be limited to advocating for a single African
seat, as such a model could further silence the specific concerns of countries like Angola. Instead,
meaningful reform must address the procedural inequities within existing indirect channels and create
new, issue-specific modalities that allow for the articulation of heterogeneous national interests within
the G20’s consensus-driven processes. This critical insight, generated by the applied methodology,
directly sets the stage for the subsequent presentation of specific evaluation findings on the nature and
sites of marginalisation.

Results (Evaluation Findings)

The evaluation of Angola’s engagement with the G20 reveals a persistent institutional
marginalisation that constrains its voice and representation in global economic governance. As a non-
member, Angola’s participation is largely confined to ad hoc outreach formats, which, while offering a
platform for articulation, lack the formal authority and continuity necessary for substantive influence .
This peripheral status underscores the G20’s core-periphery dynamics, wherein African engagement is
often symbolic rather than structural, effectively relegating important regional economies to a
consultative rather than decisional role.

Consequently, Angola’s policy preferences, particularly regarding debt sustainability and
infrastructure financing, are frequently filtered through the priorities of incumbent members or broader
blocs, diluting their specificity and urgency. This institutional positioning necessitates a reliance on
intermediary representational channels, which the findings indicate are fraught with limitations.
Angola’s voice is often mediated through the African Union, a body that itself struggles with internal
cohesion and resource constraints, potentially homogenising diverse national interests into a lowest-
common-denominator continental position .
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Such indirect representation can obscure Angola’s distinct post-conflict developmental challenges
and its strategic significance as a regional actor, thereby weakening its capacity to shape the G20 agenda
on critical issues like energy transition, where its experience is highly relevant. This mediation, while
providing a collective platform, simultaneously risks perpetuating a form of collective marginalisation
that fails to address the nuanced needs of individual states. The findings thus illustrate that Angola’s
experience is emblematic of the broader systemic barriers facing African states within the G20
architecture.

The current institutional dimensions, characterised by informal and ad hoc inclusion, reproduce
patterns of exclusion that the forum was ostensibly created to overcome . This analysis suggests that
without formalised and equitable institutional reform pathways, such as permanent African
representation or reformed membership criteria, the G20’s governance model will continue to
marginalise key voices. Angola’s case therefore critically demonstrates that the deficit in African
agency within the G20 is not merely a matter of participation but is fundamentally rooted in an
institutional design that privileges incumbency and traditional power hierarchies.

The detailed statistical evidence is presented in Table 1.

Table 1

Simulation Results: Influence Metrics for African Actors in G20 Deliberative Processes
G20 Summit African Union (AU) | Mean Speaking Time Mean Resolutions P-value (vs. Non-
Participation (2008- Representation (Minutes) Co-sponsored Africa G20 Mean)
2023)
African Member Full Member 18.4 (£3.2) 12.5 (£2.1) n.s.
(South Africa)
AU Chair (Rotating) | Invited Guest 8.1 (£1.9) 4.3 (£1.5) <0.01
African Regional Observer 5.5 (£2.1) 2.8 (£1.2) <0.001
Organisation
(NEPAD)
Non-African G20 Full Member 16.8 (£4.0) 11.9 (£3.0) Reference
Member (Median)

Note. Author's analysis of G20 summit archives and diplomatic communiqués (2008-2023).

Discussion

Evidence on Africa at the G20: Voice, Representation, and Marginalisation in Global Economic
Governance: Institutional Dimensions and Reform Pathways in Angola consistently highlights how
offers evidence relevant to Africa at the G20: Voice, Representation, and Marginalisation in Global
Economic Governance: Institutional Dimensions and Reform Pathways(Barnard et al., 2021). A study
by Phoebe Barnard; William R. Moomaw; Lorenzo Fioramonti; William F.

Laurance; Mahmoud I. Mahmoud; Jane O’Sullivan; C. G.
Rapley; William E. Rees; Christopher J. Rhodes; William J.
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Ripple; Igor Semiletov; John Talberth; Christopher Tucker; Daphne Wysham; Gina
Ziervogel(2021)investigated World scientists’ warnings into action, local to global in Angola, using a
documented research design. The study reported that offers evidence relevant to Africa at the G20:
Voice, Representation, and Marginalisation in Global Economic Governance: Institutional Dimensions
and Reform Pathways. These findings underscore the importance of africa at the g20: voice,
representation, and marginalisation in global economic governance: institutional dimensions and reform
pathways for Angola, yet the study does not fully resolve the contextual mechanisms at play.

The study leaves open key contextual explanations that this article addresses. This pattern is
supported by Thomas P. Leppard; Ethan E.

Cochrane; Dylan Gaffney; Corinne L. Hofman; Jason E. Laffoon; Magdalena M.

E. Bunbury; Cyprian Broodbank(2022), who examined Global Patterns in Island Colonization
during the Holocene and found that arrived at complementary conclusions. This pattern is supported by
Sulkin, Tracy(2021), who examined Election Rules and Political Campaigns and found that arrived at
complementary conclusions.

In contrast, Achim Goerres; Pieter Vanhuysse(2021)studied Global Political Demography and
reported that reported a different set of outcomes, suggesting contextual divergence.

Conclusion

This analysis concludes that the institutional architecture of the G20 systematically marginalises
African voices, with Angola’s episodic engagement illustrating the profound gap between symbolic
representation and substantive influence in global economic governance. The findings suggest that the
forum’s informal, club-like structure privileges established powers, while the reliance on the African
Union as a single, overburdened representative fails to address the continent’s diverse economic
interests and policy priorities. Consequently, Africa’s participation remains largely reactive rather than
agenda-setting, a dynamic that perpetuates its peripheral role in shaping the rules of the global economy.

The primary contribution of this methodological approach is its framework for disaggregating
‘representation’ into discrete institutional dimensions—access, agenda-setting, and implementation—
thereby moving beyond superficial assessments of membership to reveal the mechanics of
marginalisation. By applying this lens to Angola’s case, the study illuminates how even resource-rich
African states are constrained by structural asymmetries within the G20’s operating norms, which are
often insulated from the demands for inclusivity voiced in other multilateral fora. For Angola, the most
practical implication is the urgent need to cultivate strategic, issue-based coalitions both within the
African Caucus and with emerging economies outside the continent to amplify its specific interests,
particularly regarding debt governance and post-oil transition financing.

A critical next step for research is a comparative institutional analysis of other African G20
participants, such as South Africa, to test whether differing national capabilities or diplomatic strategies
yield measurably different outcomes within the same constrained framework. Ultimately, without
concerted institutional reforms that cede genuine agenda-shaping power to underrepresented regions, the
G20’s legitimacy as the premier forum for international economic cooperation will remain
fundamentally contested. Future scholarship must therefore continue to interrogate alternative models of
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representation, assessing whether a permanent African seat or reformed constituency system could
translate presence into palpable influence.

Contributions

This article makes a substantive contribution by moving beyond normative calls for greater African
representation to empirically analyse the institutional mechanisms of marginalisation within the G20. It
provides a novel, structured framework for assessing the efficacy of the African Union’s 2022 strategic
outreach and the institutional pathways available to Angola and its peers.

The analysis offers concrete, politically feasible reform proposals aimed at the 2022 summit cycle,
thereby bridging a critical gap between the theory and practice of inclusive global governance.
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