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DECENTRALIZATION

GOOD THEORY POOR PRACTICE




POLITICAL PERSPECTIVE

GOOD THEORY POOR PRACTICE
*Basic Human Rights * Disunity
*Democracy *  Warlordism
*Decision Making * Nepotism
*Participation : *  Exclusivism

i. Grass Root,

ii. Empowerment, *  Local Elites

iii. Responsiveness

*Prevent disintegration



ADMINISTRATIVE PERSPECTIVE

GOOD THEORY POOR PRACTICE

*Debureaucratization

*Efficiency *  Weak Institution

* Effectiveness

* Span of Control * Limited Human Resources

* License and Permit

* Client Interaction * Unclear Responsibility

* Representativeness

* Populism/Pluralism * Decentralization of corruption
* Differentiated Public

* Better:
i. Planning

ii. Execution
ili. Supervision
iv. Monitoring



ECONOMIC PERSPECTIVE

GOOD THEORY POOR PRACTICE

¥

* Efficiency . . _

. e * Rich Region Richer
Res?urce Optimization *  Poor Region Poorer

* Equity

* Regional Barrier to Commerce
i. Poverty *  Environment knows no

iii. Closing disparity Administrative border

iv. Opportunity * National vs Local Rules

v. Empowerment
. .. * National vs Local Taxes
* De-monopolization

* Entrepreneurship

* Environment

* Inter-Regional Cooperation
* Inter-Regional Competition
* Ownership of Development

i. Resource allocation/distribution




SOCIAL PERSPECTIVE

GOOD THEORY POOR PRACTICE

$

* Efficiency in Delivery of services

i Education * Different Level & Quality of Services
ii. Health i. Education
iii. Other social ii. Health
iii. Social
* Local Capabilities in Service * Social Immobility
Delivery
* Responsive to Local
i. Needs
ii. Potential

iii. Shortcomings

*Social Cohesiveness
* Social Solidarity




CULTURAL PERSPECTIVE

GOOD THEORY POOR PRACTICE

* Plurality *Primordialism

* Diversity

* Preservation of local: * Local vs Modern Values
i. Language

ii. Arts

iii. Tradition

* Dignity

* Self Esteem
* Confidence
* Local Wisdom



