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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part
in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

General comments

This manuscript brings critical information on lbg@vernance in Ghana fromThe data was collected from institutional

the fiscal decentralization (FD) perspective. Thele is scholarly and releva
to the advancement of knowledge in this governamoelel. The practice o
fiscal decentralization is meticulously describéd,comparison with the cag
study aimed at highlighting the Assessment of th&ridt Assembly Commor
Fund (DACF).

Overall, the approach is very consistent: a gooaduction with five question
relevant to the topic, the implementation and disement of the DACF. Th
author uses a solid unipolar theoretical framewbdt helps him swing on th
concept of “empowerment”. Good! The FD is fairlyell-defined through
pertinent referencing, including. C.M. Tiebout, RMusgrave and W.E. Oate
and critically exploring the theme within the redew literature. He appropriate
choses the indicator and analysis factors, andrigledefines illuminating
theoretical and empirical concepts such as “e¢uéiyd “transparency”. These
give rise to convincing demonstrations, with argateehat are well supporte
and constructed.

The documentation and pitch used are well suitedh& author’'s approach
which makes his analysis credible and verifiablseldaon pertinent notion
experiences and studies.

There is a valuable balance between arguments athcand the nuancg
provided, especially with the asymmetrical approaith analyzing and
highlighting the image of local reality without regting the input of
international support.

Selected references are properly chosen both #othboretical and empirica
perspectives.

The methodology is rigorous, applying a mixed-mdtheoesearch integratin

trespondents because the disbursement of the
f DACF is implemented by the state and its
eagencies.

| have also effected the required changes to
5 abbreviations.
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interview-based data collections and combigednti andquali.data collectiong

for verifiable results.
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Minor REVISION
comments

But (with a bit of a pause), | wish to highlighteofimit. The data collectiof

based questionnaires seem to have targeted maitilljcpservants. This cap

provide only institution-oriented points of viewdperceptions, and therefon
may not reflect the expected results emanating ttemmethodology used to g
these results. However, this limitation opens asogubsequent field of study.
would be done working with the beneficiaries ofjpods, programs and policie
this would require the collection of data reflegtinhe perception of th
population, including the various organizationampmnents in the field, fron
local associations (cultural, ethnic, religioughdl groupings) — youth, women
to interested participants or social groups, etc.

Even from a fiscal angle, addressing decentratinats a topic that primarily

touches the local context but does not underestimatgnore its global impact.

It is from the community level that local dynamimsgin to concretely contribut]
to socioeconomic development within the governdnamework. By focussing
more on and simply highlighting the administratong€sponsibilities ang
underestimating or ignoring the role and contribgi of local associations, civ
society actors and structures, or not even consultie beneficiaries who al
being “governed”, makes this paper lose an imptdrtaomponent of itg
grounding. The “livelihood approach” mentionednéi 432) could have bee

articulated with better grounding and more depthtte issues of poverty ar

crucial for local development among districts. Sugh approach remain
relevant, for example in the exploration of howirttegrate proposed househqg
recommendations. Being the primary victims of poxeelated service provisio
processes, their involvement will make a significdifference during all the
project cycle phases, especially in the local astimanging from design
planning, execution and monitoring, to post-implaetaton ex-post evaluation.
This phase can not be entirely decided for them. réspond to critica
community needs also requires their direct paritgm in order to identify loca
needs.

However, the author articulates for example thatfédus on poverty reductio
should be one which takes a livelihood approaalitiith consideration of socig

and other analytic factors are placed at the forgéfof decision-making” (lines

432-433). In addition, he continues, “Unused furidem the allocated 29
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transferred to associations representing the vabtergroups to use according
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their own priorities”. These are some of the exeamplindicators of
implementation-phase domestic involvement (line$-525).

In the recommendations, the ‘livelihood’ contritauts could be very usefu
directly. Basing recommendations mainly from therfiture captions and fro
other cases (and probably from interviews) is gg@ng, but doing so directl
from the local population, is actually more pertihe
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The author has to say why and how he justifiesriduesition from the presentg
methodology to the concrete recommendations, wkerd&re is no palpabl
bridge between the planned governing mechanism @&me practical
implementation of the needs grounded in the tadgleteal communities. In fact,
a real and clear interaction should govern the |adjom’'s down-up vertical
cooperation with their administration.

D

The author has also to say why there is no linkwbeh the theoreticgl
framework talking about communities and the metlhaglp targeting
officials/administrators. Yet, on the one hand, ke concept is empowermept
and “... empowerment entails learning, joining andbitiwation of people,
communities to take appropriate responsibility re tdevelopment process
(lines 193-195), and on the other hand, “the endiaienit of local democracy and
endowing communities are the cardinal values otafisdecentralization
translated as equipping local government units &ivelr development td
communities under their jurisdictions” (lines 1888).

>

Otherwise, a geography study map highlighting latasters may help establis
the aforementioned blurred links. The author faiteddefine some acronym
such as MLGRD (line 559) and MMDA. Does DA, for exale, stand forn
“District Assemblies”?Nevertheless, with the fdvghlighted changes.
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