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ABSTRACT: Good governance has become an essential pillar of
sustainable development, defined through principles such as
transparency, accountability, participation, institutional
effectiveness, and the rule of law. This narrative review aims to
provide a comparative analysis of governance practices across
global and local contexts, highlighting both consistencies and
divergences in implementation. A systematic literature search was
conducted using databases including Scopus, Web of Science, and
Google Scholar, with keywords such as “good governance,”
“comparative analysis,” “public administration,” and “sustainable
development.” Inclusion criteria emphasized studies offering
comparative perspectives and empirical or conceptual analyses.
Findings indicate that while transparency and accountability foster
trust and reduce corruption, public participation remains uneven,
influenced by socio-cultural norms and structural inequalities.
Institutional effectiveness shows significant variation, with high-
performing governance systems in developed countries contrasted
by inefficiencies and corruption in weaker systems. The rule of law
is critical for integrity and independence, though its entrenchment
remains fragile in transitional democracies. Innovations such as e-
governance, corporate social responsibility, and environmental,
social, and governance frameworks demonstrate potential in
enhancing governance outcomes, though their success depends on
supportive infrastructure and regulatory consistency. These results
underscore that governance is not a static construct but a dynamic
process shaped by political, economic, and cultural systems. The
review highlights the urgency of strengthening governance
frameworks to meet sustainable development goals. Policymakers
must adopt adaptive strategies integrating participatory practices,
institutional reforms, and technological innovations. Future
research should address comparative gaps in developing contexts
and further explore cross-sectoral approaches to governance
reform.
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INTRODUCTION

Good governance has become a cornerstone of contemporary debates in political science, public

administration, and development studies. International organizations such as the Organisation for
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Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), the United Nations Development
Programme (UNDP), and the World Bank have each provided comprehensive frameworks to
define and operationalize the concept. According to OECD, good governance encompasses
principles of transparency, accountability, participation, and responsibility in decision-making
processes that enhance citizens’ trust in governments (Younus et al., 2023). UNDP highlights
governance as the exercise of power in managing economic and social resources for sustainable
development, emphasizing the rule of law, justice, and human rights (Shamurzaeva & Usonova,
2024). Similarly, the World Bank places emphasis on institutional quality, governmental
effectiveness, and sustainability in managing public resources (Radaideh, 2022). These definitions
converge in underlining the role of governance in shaping effective, equitable, and sustainable
systems of public administration.

Over the last decade, the importance of good governance has grown significantly in developing
countries. These nations increasingly recognize governance not merely as a normative aspiration
but as a practical necessity for fostering economic growth, social development, and institutional
legitimacy. Studies demonstrate that many developing nations have adopted frameworks inspired
by OECD principles to strengthen governmental transparency and accountability (Bosakova et al.,
2019). The integration of information technology into public administration has further
accelerated this process. E-governance, in particular, has been deployed to enhance accessibility,
efficiency, and citizen participation in governance processes (Bhatia & Bhatia, 2025). These global
trends reflect a paradigm shift in governance from centralized models toward participatory and
collaborative frameworks that emphasize inclusivity and responsiveness.

The use of governance indicators to assess the quality of institutions and administrative practices
has also become increasingly sophisticated. Rotberg’s output-based approach, which prioritizes
the tangible outcomes and impacts of governance policies over traditional input-based measures,
has gained traction as an evaluative framework. For example, research on Kyrgyzstan has shown
the utility of this methodology in providing a more citizen-centered assessment of governance
quality (Shamurzaeva & Usonova, 2024). Additionally, citizen participation has been reinforced as
an essential dimension of governance, with empirical evidence highlighting its role in enhancing
governmental responsiveness and legitimacy (Kashukeeva-Nusheva, 2024). This underscores the
growing recognition that effective governance requires not only institutional design but also active
engagement from civil society and local communities.

Opverall, the implementation of good governance in developing contexts illustrates a marked
transition from hierarchical, state-centric approaches to more participatory and inclusive models.
For instance, research examining the collaboration between civil society organizations and local
governments in Bulgaria revealed how such partnerships enhanced transparency and
accountability in managing public resources (Aristovnik et al., 2022). This shift demonstrates the
increasing importance of inclusive governance frameworks that prioritize results-oriented
outcomes as pathways to sustainable development. Moreover, the link between governance and
broader global agendas, such as the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), has reinforced the
relevance of governance as both a means and an end in development processes (Filho et al., 2016;
Onofrei et al., 2021).
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Despite these advancements, several challenges continue to hinder the effective implementation
of good governance. A primary concern is the limited institutional capacity in many developing
countries. Institutions often lack adequate resources, skilled personnel, and infrastructure
necessary to uphold governance standards consistently (Younus et al., 2023). Bureaucratic
inefficiencies and corruption further undermine the ability of governments to provide transparent
and accountable services (Aristovnik et al., 2022). Political instability and weak continuity of
governance structures exacerbate these difficulties, disrupting long-term reform agendas and
undermining citizens’ trust in public institutions (Aristovnik et al., 2022). These systemic
weaknesses highlight the need for capacity-building measures and institutional reforms to ensure

governance practices are resilient and sustainable.

Civil society organizations (CSOs) play a pivotal role in promoting accountability, transparency,
and citizen engagement, particularly at the grassroots level. Yet, their contributions are often
constrained by restrictive regulatory environments, inadequate funding, and limited public support
(Kashukeeva-Nusheva, 2024). Although CSOs have demonstrated potential to strengthen
governance, their effectiveness is frequently curtailed by political dynamics and societal attitudes
that discourage participation (Pylypko et al., 2022). Addressing these challenges requires not only
supportive legal frameworks but also a cultural shift toward valuing and institutionalizing
participatory governance practices.

Cultural and social factors also present significant barriers to the effective implementation of good
governance. In many societies, deeply entrenched traditions and social norms may conflict with
principles of inclusivity, equity, and transparency. These sociocultural barriers are often resistant
to change, requiring generational transformations in perceptions and behaviors toward governance
(Filho et al., 2016). Overcoming such obstacles is particularly complex as they necessitate not only
structural reforms but also long-term investments in education, civic engagement, and public
awareness to reshape attitudes and expectations about governance and public service delivery.

Research on governance practices reveals notable gaps in the existing literature. Comparative
analyses disproportionately focus on developed countries, leaving the experiences of developing
nations underexplored (Lowe et al., 2022). The lack of nuanced inquiry into how governance
models are adapted to local contexts in developing settings has created a gap in understanding the
interplay between global standards and local realities. Furthermore, empirical studies systematically
comparing the effectiveness of governance frameworks across diverse socio-political
environments remain sparse, limiting the ability to draw generalizable insights (Bazzan et al., 2022).
Addressing these gaps is critical for generating knowledge that is both context-sensitive and
globally relevant.

The present review aims to contribute to filling these gaps by providing a comprehensive narrative
analysis of good governance practices from both global and local perspectives. Specifically, it seeks
to identify the factors that facilitate or hinder the effective implementation of governance
frameworks, analyze their outcomes, and explore their implications for sustainable development.
The review examines how different governance models are operationalized across contexts,
highlighting best practices as well as persistent challenges. By synthesizing diverse strands of
literature, the study aspires to develop a more holistic understanding of governance that is attentive
to both universal principles and contextual specificities.
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The scope of this review encompasses a comparative examination of governance practices at both
the international and national levels, with a particular focus on developing countries. The analysis
incorporates case studies from diverse geographic regions, including Central Asia, Africa, Eastern
Europe, and South Asia, where governance reforms have been actively pursued. These regions
provide rich insights into the complexities of implementing governance frameworks amid socio-
economic transitions, political volatility, and cultural diversity. By situating the review within these
varied contexts, the study aims to generate insights that are globally relevant while remaining
sensitive to local conditions. In doing so, it highlights the need for adaptive governance models
capable of balancing global norms with local realities, ultimately advancing the discourse on

governance reform and its role in sustainable development.

METHOD

The methodology of this study was designed to ensure a comprehensive, systematic, and
transparent approach to identifying and analyzing literature relevant to comparative practices of
good governance across global and local contexts. The strategy encompassed careful selection of
databases, the development of precise search terms, the establishment of clear inclusion and
exclusion criteria, and a rigorous evaluation process. This framework was intended to maximize
both the breadth and depth of the literature captured while minimizing bias and ensuring that the
final corpus of reviewed studies adequately reflects the diversity of perspectives within the

academic discourse on governance.

The first stage of the methodology involved selecting the databases most suitable for gathering
scholarly articles on good governance. Three primary databases were utilized: Scopus, Web of
Science, and Google Scholar. Scopus and Web of Science were chosen because of their extensive
coverage of peer-reviewed journals and their advanced search functionalities, which allow for
nuanced filtering by year, publication type, subject area, and language (Brouillette, 2018; Aristovnik
et al., 2022; Bhatia & Bhatia, 2025). These databases are widely regarded as authoritative sources
within the academic community, and their indexing of high-impact journals ensures that the
included studies meet stringent scholarly standards. Google Scholar was also incorporated to
complement the searches conducted in Scopus and Web of Science, as it indexes a broader array
of materials, including theses, working papers, conference proceedings, and grey literature that
may not appear in other databases (Younus et al., 2023). The inclusion of Google Scholar was
particularly valuable for capturing studies in emerging fields or from less frequently indexed
journals, thereby expanding the comprehensiveness of the review.

The next step involved the construction of search terms and strategies to effectively capture the
most relevant literature. Keywords were carefully selected based on both theoretical relevance and

2 <«

frequency of use in existing studies. Terms such as “good governance,” “comparative analysis,”

5 ¢

“public administration,” “governance practices,” and “sustainable development” were prioritized.
Boolean operators were systematically applied to refine searches. For instance, a basic search
combined “good governance” AND “comparative analysis” to target studies explicitly focused on
comparative frameworks. A broader search strategy employed “good governance” AND

“comparative analysis” OR “governance practices”) to include literature that may not use identical

phrasing but still addressed relevant governance practices. More context-specific searches
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combined terms such as “good governance” AND “sustainable development” AND (“developing
countries” OR “emerging economies”) to locate literature focusing on governance within the
context of economic transitions or international development (Ponomareva et al., 2021; Filho et
al., 2016). By combining these strategies, the methodology ensured a balance between inclusivity

and precision in the literature retrieval process.

In addition to keyword design, search results were filtered according to relevance and publication
date to ensure the inclusion of contemporary studies. Preference was given to publications from
the last decade to capture the most recent developments in governance practices, though seminal
works predating this period were also retained when they provided critical conceptual foundations.
Studies were included regardless of geographical origin, provided they offered substantive insights
into governance practices that could be compared across different contexts. This enabled the study
to integrate findings from diverse regions, including developed and developing countries, as well
as from various thematic areas of governance, such as institutional effectiveness, citizen
participation, and the role of civil society.

The inclusion and exclusion criteria were carefully defined to ensure methodological rigor. To be
included, studies had to meet three conditions: they must focus explicitly on governance or related
frameworks, they must provide a comparative perspective across contexts, and they must be based
on empirical or conceptual analysis that could be evaluated within the scope of this review. Articles
were excluded if they did not address governance directly, if they were purely descriptive without
analytical depth, or if they focused exclusively on technical aspects unrelated to governance
principles, such as narrow administrative processes. Additionally, non-scholarly materials such as
news articles, blog posts, and opinion pieces were excluded to maintain the academic integrity of
the review. When possible, studies published in peer-reviewed journals were prioritized, though
selected grey literature was included if it offered unique insights or case-specific evidence that
could not be found elsewhere.

The methodology also required a careful consideration of the types of research designs that were
relevant to the analysis. A wide range of study designs were incorporated, including randomized
controlled trials where governance interventions were experimentally tested, cohort and
longitudinal studies analyzing governance over time, case studies that provided in-depth contextual
analyses, and systematic reviews synthesizing findings across multiple contexts. The diversity of
included study designs was intended to provide a multifaceted understanding of governance,
balancing generalizability with the rich detail offered by qualitative approaches. For instance, case
studies of governance reforms in local governments provided valuable insights into context-
specific challenges and successes (Matakanye et al., 2021; Bosakova et al., 2019; Shamurzaeva &
Usonova, 2024). At the same time, large-scale cross-country analyses offered broader perspectives
on the effectiveness of governance frameworks and their impact on sustainable development
(Radaideh, 2022; Kashukeeva-Nusheva, 2024).

The process of literature selection was conducted systematically in multiple stages. Initial searches
produced a large pool of potentially relevant articles, which were then subjected to title and abstract
screening to exclude irrelevant studies. Full-text reviews were subsequently conducted on the
remaining articles to assess their eligibility based on the inclusion and exclusion criteria. Each
article was evaluated for its methodological rigor, relevance to the themes of good governance,
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and contribution to comparative analysis. To ensure consistency, the evaluation process employed
structured data extraction forms, which recorded information such as study objectives,
methodological design, key findings, and geographical scope. This structured approach facilitated
the synthesis of findings and allowed for cross-comparison between different studies.

The final corpus of selected literature reflected a wide spectrum of perspectives on good
governance, ranging from theoretical discussions of governance principles to empirical analyses of
implementation across varying contexts. The inclusion of both global frameworks and local
practices allowed for a nuanced exploration of how governance principles are interpreted and
operationalized differently depending on cultural, political, and socio-economic conditions. This
methodological design ensured that the review not only identified best practices but also
highlighted gaps and inconsistencies in the literature, thereby contributing to a more
comprehensive understanding of the complexities inherent in comparative governance studies.

In summary, the methodological approach of this study combined rigorous database selection,
carefully constructed search strategies, well-defined inclusion and exclusion criteria, and a
systematic evaluation process to gather and analyze relevant literature on comparative governance
practices. By integrating studies from a variety of disciplines, regions, and methodological
traditions, this review provides a robust foundation for examining the ways in which good
governance is conceptualized, implemented, and evaluated across diverse contexts. The systematic
nature of this methodology enhances the reliability of the findings while ensuring that the analysis
is sufficiently comprehensive to inform both academic debates and policy discussions on
governance and sustainable development.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
Transparency and Accountability

The literature consistently identifies transparency and accountability as core indicators of good
governance. Transparency is generally defined as the public’s access to adequate information
concerning governmental decisions and actions, thereby enabling citizens to understand and
evaluate the decision-making process (Aristovnik et al., 2022). Accountability, by contrast, refers
to the obligation of government officials to justify and assume responsibility for their actions,
supported by mechanisms that ensure such accountability can be enforced (Younus et al., 2023).
UNDP emphasizes that both transparency and accountability are critical for fostering public trust
and enhancing citizen participation in democratic processes (Brouillette, 2018).

Empirical evidence reinforces the positive association between these principles and citizens’
confidence in government institutions. For example, research indicates that higher fiscal
transparency leads to stronger public trust and reduced levels of corruption. Sharma et al. (2022)
demonstrated that countries with greater transparency in budget reporting consistently display
higher levels of trust in governance compared to those with opaque fiscal practices. Moreover, e-
governance has emerged as a particularly effective mechanism for strengthening transparency and
accountability. By digitizing processes and increasing accessibility, e-governance initiatives foster
greater oversight of governmental activities while enabling citizens to engage more actively with
institutions (Younus et al., 2023). Comparative analyses further reveal that governments in Europe
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and parts of Asia that have prioritized transparency in budgetary decisions have observed
measurable improvements in citizen satisfaction, while those that lag behind continue to struggle
with endemic corruption.

Public Participation

Public participation in governance varies markedly between developed and developing countries.
In developed nations, participation is frequently institutionalized through formal mechanisms such
as elections, referendums, and structured public forums that allow citizens to directly engage with
policymakers (Bach et al., 2020). In developing countries, while similar frameworks often exist on
papet, structural barriers such as poverty, limited education, and restricted access to reliable
information constrain meaningful participation, resulting in less formalized and less consistent
engagement (Sarkar et al., 2024).

Cultural and social norms significantly influence the degree of participation across contexts. In
some developing regions, communal traditions and social hierarchies discourage individuals from
publicly opposing authority, thereby limiting open engagement with governance processes
(Agyemang & Castellini, 2015). Matakanye et al. (2021) highlighted that fear of social repercussions
often deters citizens from voicing dissent in public forums, further weakening participatory
governance. In contrast, developed nations benefit from political cultures that normalize and
encourage participation, underpinned by education systems and legal frameworks that support
civic engagement (Bach et al,, 2020). Comparative evidence demonstrates that Scandinavian
countries, where participatory norms are strongly institutionalized, achieve higher levels of citizen
involvement in decision-making, while developing economies often face structural and cultural
constraints that limit the inclusivity of governance practices.

These findings suggest that analyses of participation must be attentive to social and cultural
contexts in order to effectively design governance reforms. Tusek (2015) argued that without
acknowledging these contextual variables, attempts to replicate participatory practices across
diverse settings are unlikely to succeed. Accordingly, a nuanced understanding of participation is
necessary for advancing good governance in both global and local perspectives.

Effectiveness and Efficiency of Institutions

Institutional effectiveness is another critical dimension frequently evaluated in governance studies.
Indicators typically include responsiveness to citizens’ demands, transparency and accountability
in financial management, levels of public participation in decision-making, and the overall
administrative performance of government agencies (Aristovnik et al., 2022; Younus et al., 2023).
For example, responsiveness is often measured by how quickly and effectively public services are
delivered, while administrative performance can be gauged by efficiency in processing applications,
distributing benefits, and implementing policy programs (Sharma et al., 2022).

Comparative studies highlight stark contrasts between countries with high and low governance
indices. Scandinavian nations, for instance, demonstrate efficient, transparent, and responsive
institutions that enjoy high levels of public trust and exhibit low levels of corruption (Brouillette,
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2018). These systems are marked by streamlined administrative procedures and robust fiscal
management, resulting in consistently high citizen satisfaction. In contrast, several African and
South Asian states with lower governance indices often struggle with institutional weaknesses,
including bureaucratic inefficiencies and corruption, which contribute to public dissatisfaction and
reduced participation in governance processes (Bach et al., 2020). Evidence suggests that
institutional inefficiency not only undermines service delivery but also erodes the legitimacy of
governance frameworks, perpetuating cycles of mistrust and disengagement.

Rule of Law and Administrative Ethics

The rule of law remains a cornerstone of good governance, ensuring that legal frameworks are
consistently applied and that human rights are protected. Comparative research demonstrates that
societies with strong adherence to the rule of law exhibit lower corruption rates, more independent
institutions, and higher public trust (Lowe et al., 2022; Surroca et al., 2020). Sacchetti and Ianes
(2023) further emphasize that rule of law functions as a safeguard for accountability, providing
citizens with mechanisms to challenge abuse of power and demand transparency.

Challenges to embedding rule of law vary according to legal systems and political contexts. In
transitional democracies, reform initiatives are often hindered by legacies of corrupt bureaucratic
practices and weak judicial independence (KKoh et al., 2023). Bureaucratic ethics represent another
dimension of governance that faces significant obstacles. Across multiple contexts, reforms aimed
at instilling ethical standards in public service have been resisted by entrenched bureaucratic
cultures and political patronage networks (Sarkar et al., 2024; Pylypko et al., 2022). Moreover,
tensions between local norms and international governance standards complicate the effective
implementation of ethical reforms. These challenges illustrate the necessity of not only enacting
legal frameworks but also cultivating broader cultural change within institutions and societies to

reinforce values of integrity and fairness in governance.

Governance Innovation: Digital Governance, CSR, and ESG

Innovation in governance practices has increasingly attracted scholarly attention, particularly in the
forms of digital governance, corporate social responsibility (CSR), and environmental, social, and
governance (ESG) frameworks. E-governance has been widely recognized as a transformative
mechanism that enhances administrative efficiency, increases transparency, and improves public
access to services (Agyemang & Castellini, 2015; Matakanye et al., 2021). Estonia provides a
notable case study, where comprehensive e-governance systems have significantly reduced
bureaucratic delays while simultaneously expanding citizen participation in decision-making
processes. Empirical data demonstrate substantial reductions in processing times for
administrative tasks and heightened citizen satisfaction in such digitally advanced contexts.

CSR and ESG initiatives also contribute substantially to good governance by reinforcing corporate
accountability and sustainability. Effective CSR practices enhance consumer trust, strengthen
brand loyalty, and improve corporate reputations, creating positive externalities for governance
more broadly (Paul et al., 2017; Bosakova et al., 2019). Similarly, companies with strong ESG
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ratings not only demonstrate superior environmental stewardship but are also increasingly
attractive to investors, thereby aligning market incentives with sustainable governance practices
(Bazzan et al, 2022). Cross-national comparisons reveal that firms operating in regulatory
environments that mandate or incentivize ESG disclosures tend to outperform those in
jurisdictions where such frameworks are absent, suggesting that governance innovation at the
corporate level can reinforce broader systemic governance outcomes.

Taken together, these findings underscore the multifaceted nature of governance innovation.
While digital governance reforms enhance administrative capacity and citizen-state relations, CSR
and ESG initiatives expand governance beyond state institutions to include private actors as central
contributors to accountability and sustainability. This convergence of public and private
governance innovations suggests an evolving model of good governance that is increasingly
collaborative, cross-sectoral, and technologically enabled.

Synthesis

The results of this narrative review highlight several recurring themes across global and local
contexts. Transparency and accountability emerge as fundamental principles whose presence
correlates strongly with public trust and reduced corruption. Public participation remains uneven,
shaped by structural inequalities and cultural factors that either inhibit or enhance civic
engagement. Institutional effectiveness varies widely, with high-performing systems demonstrating
strong responsiveness and efficiency, while weaker systems continue to grapple with inefficiency
and corruption. The rule of law and bureaucratic ethics constitute essential supports for
governance, though their effective implementation is often undermined by historical legacies and
sociopolitical constraints. Finally, innovation through digital governance, CSR, and ESG provides
promising avenues for enhancing governance outcomes, with evidence showing their potential to
improve both public sector performance and private sector accountability.

By comparing governance practices across diverse contexts, this review underscores the
importance of adapting global governance principles to local realities. While developed countries
often provide models of institutional efficiency and participatory practices, developing countries
illustrate both the challenges and the potential of governance reforms tailored to unique socio-
economic and cultural circumstances. These comparative insights contribute to a more
comprehensive understanding of governance, offering lessons that are both globally relevant and
locally applicable.

The findings of this narrative review reveal both consistencies and divergences when compared to
existing literature on good governance practices. Across the global context, principles such as
transparency, accountability, public participation, and the rule of law are consistently recognized
as foundational to good governance, reinforcing the conceptual frameworks advanced by
international institutions like the OECD, UNDP, and the World Bank (Aristovnik et al., 2022;
Younus et al.,, 2023). However, significant variations emerge in the implementation of these
principles between developed and developing countries. These differences reflect not only
disparities in institutional capacity but also systemic influences rooted in political, economic, and
socio-cultural factors.
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One of the most salient systemic determinants shaping governance implementation is the political
system. States with stable democracies have consistently demonstrated stronger adherence to good
governance principles, including higher levels of transparency, accountability, and inclusivity. In
contrast, countries plagued by political instability or governed by authoritarian regimes face
considerable challenges in institutionalizing governance reforms (Younus et al., 2023). The
volatility of political agendas in developing countries often disrupts long-term reform initiatives,
thereby undermining citizen trust and weakening institutional legitimacy. For instance, studies on
transitional democracies indicate that governance reforms are frequently abandoned or
inconsistently applied when leadership changes, highlighting the fragility of political continuity in
shaping governance outcomes (Aristovnik et al., 2022).

Economic capacity represents another systemic factor that profoundly influences governance
effectiveness. Countries with robust economies and sufficient resources are generally better
positioned to design and implement governance reforms. The availability of fiscal and
infrastructural resources creates incentives for governments to uphold accountability and ensure
efficient service delivery. Conversely, resource-constrained nations frequently struggle with
corruption, inequitable distribution of resources, and administrative inefficiencies, all of which
erode public trust (Ponomareva et al., 2021). Evidence from South Asia and sub-Saharan Africa,
for example, underscores how economic fragility exacerbates governance failures, as limited
budgets and weak regulatory oversight create opportunities for mismanagement and entrenched
corruption (Sarkar et al., 2024). These dynamics suggest that addressing governance challenges
cannot be divorced from broader strategies aimed at enhancing economic stability and fiscal
resilience.

Cultural and social contexts further complicate governance practices. Norms, traditions, and
community structures play a decisive role in determining the extent to which governance principles
are embraced or resisted. In societies where communal traditions encourage collaboration and
participation, governance practices are more likely to thrive. However, in hierarchical or
individualistic cultures, participatory practices often face resistance, limiting their transformative
potential (Tusek, 2015). Kashukeeva-Nusheva (2024) demonstrated that civil society engagement
is particularly critical in contexts where trust in government institutions is low, yet this potential is
frequently constrained by political restrictions and societal attitudes. These cultural influences
highlight the need for governance models that are sensitive to local values while still aligning with
global governance standards.

The role of civil society organizations (CSOs) emerges as particularly significant in bridging
systemic gaps in governance. CSOs have the potential to strengthen accountability, foster
inclusivity, and amplify citizen voices at the local level (Koh et al., 2023). Yet, their effectiveness
is often curtailed by restrictive regulatory frameworks, insufficient funding, and limited access to
decision-making processes. The literature demonstrates that CSOs flourish in environments where
governments actively support and institutionalize participatory mechanisms, but in restrictive
environments, their capacity to influence governance outcomes remains limited (Pylypko et al.,
2022). This indicates that future governance reforms must prioritize legal and institutional
arrangements that empower CSOs as legitimate stakeholders in the governance process.
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Technological innovation represents a transformative development in governance practices,
offering both opportunities and challenges. E-governance initiatives have been widely documented
as enhancing transparency, reducing bureaucratic inefficiencies, and improving accessibility to
public services (Bach et al., 2020). Estonia stands as a frequently cited example of successful digital
governance, where comprehensive systems have streamlined administrative processes and fostered
citizen engagement (Agyemang & Castellini, 2015). Yet, the uneven adoption of such systems
underscores disparities in digital infrastructure and literacy across contexts. In many developing
nations, limited technological penetration and inadequate digital literacy present substantial
obstacles to realizing the full benefits of e-governance (Matakanye et al., 2021). This suggests that
while digital governance is a promising avenue, its success is contingent upon investments in both
technological infrastructure and capacity-building initiatives.

The corporate sphere has also increasingly become integrated into discussions of governance,
particularly through frameworks such as Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) and
Environmental, Social, and Governance (ESG) indicators. Research has shown that effective CSR
practices not only enhance corporate reputation and customer loyalty but also contribute to
broader societal governance by promoting accountability and sustainability (Paul et al., 2017;
Bosakova et al., 2019). Similarly, firms with strong ESG performance have been associated with
better long-term profitability and stronger investor confidence (Bazzan et al., 2022). However, the
literature also reveals challenges in standardizing ESG metrics across countries, with varying
regulatory frameworks and cultural interpretations complicating comparability and
implementation. These findings point to the importance of harmonizing corporate governance

standards globally while still accommodating local contexts.

Systemic barriers to governance reform underscore the complexity of implementing global
governance principles at the local level. For example, while the rule of law is universally recognized
as foundational, transitional democracies often struggle with weak judicial independence and
entrenched corruption that hinder effective enforcement (Lowe et al., 2022; Surroca et al., 2020).
Bureaucratic ethics also remain a significant challenge, as reform efforts are frequently resisted by
entrenched political patronage and cultural norms that conflict with global expectations of integrity
(Sarkar et al., 2024). These systemic barriers highlight the need for holistic governance reforms
that integrate political, economic, and cultural strategies rather than focusing narrowly on
institutional redesign.

The implications of these findings for public policy and institutional design are profound.
Policymakers must consider governance not merely as a technical exercise in institutional
engineering but as a dynamic process shaped by systemic interactions. This requires the
development of adaptive governance models that integrate participatory mechanisms, digital
innovations, and civil society engagement while remaining sensitive to cultural and socio-economic
conditions. For instance, participatory policymaking that involves stakeholders across sectors can
enhance the legitimacy of governance reforms and ensure their sustainability (Bach et al., 2020).
Similarly, integrating e-governance platforms with educational initiatives can bridge digital divides
and enhance public engagement, while institutionalizing corporate governance standards can
leverage private sector contributions to public accountability.
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Despite the contributions of this review, limitations in the existing literature remain evident. Much
of the scholarship disproportionately emphasizes developed countries, with insufficient attention
to the unique challenges and innovations emerging in developing contexts (Lowe et al., 2022).
Additionally, empirical studies that systematically compare governance models across diverse
socio-political environments are scarce, limiting the ability to draw generalizable conclusions
(Bazzan et al,, 2022). Furthermore, the literature has yet to fully integrate cross-sectoral analyses
that examine the interplay between state, civil society, and corporate actors in governance reform.
Future research should therefore prioritize comparative, interdisciplinary, and multi-scalar
approaches that capture the complexity of governance across contexts. Addressing these gaps will
not only enhance academic understanding but also provide more practical insights for
policymakers and practitioners tasked with designing governance systems responsive to local and
global challenges.

CONCLUSION

This narrative review demonstrates that good governance is both a universal aspiration and a
context-specific practice shaped by systemic political, economic, and socio-cultural factors. The
analysis confirms that principles such as transparency, accountability, public participation,
institutional effectiveness, and rule of law are consistently regarded as the foundation of
governance quality (Aristovnik et al., 2022; Younus et al., 2023). However, comparative evidence
highlights persistent disparities between developed and developing countries, where stable
democracies and stronger economies enable more consistent governance outcomes, while fragile
systems struggle with institutional inefficiencies, corruption, and limited participation.

Key findings reveal that transparency and accountability strongly correlate with public trust and
reduced corruption, while participatory governance enhances legitimacy but is heavily mediated by
cultural norms and social structures. Institutional effectiveness varies widely across contexts, with
Scandinavian countries demonstrating efficiency and responsiveness, contrasted by weaker
institutions in resource-constrained states. The rule of law emerges as critical but difficult to
entrench in transitional democracies. Innovations such as e-governance, corporate social
responsibility, and environmental, social, and governance frameworks show promising pathways
for advancing governance, though their benefits depend on adequate infrastructure, regulatory

consistency, and inclusive implementation.

The urgency of strengthening governance lies in its centrality to sustainable development.
Addressing systemic bartiers requires adaptive policies that integrate participatory mechanisms,
strengthen institutional capacity, and foster cross-sectoral collaboration. Future research should
prioritize comparative, interdisciplinary studies that account for local variations while aligning with
global standards. Enhancing digital governance, empowering civil society, and harmonizing
governance frameworks remain essential strategies for bridging gaps and promoting resilience in
governance systems worldwide.

282 | Politeia : Journal of Public Administration and Political Science and International
https://journal.idscipub.com/politeia


https://journal.idscipub.com/politeia

Comparative Perspectives on Good Governance: Global Principles and Local Realitie
Taufiqurokhman and Almugsith

REFERENCE

Agyemang, O., & Castellini, M. (2015). Corporate governance in an emergent economy: a case of
Ghana. Corporate Governance, 15(1), 52-84. https://doi.org/10.1108/cg-04-2013-0051

Aristovnik, A., Murko, E., & Ravselj, D. (2022). From neo-weberian to hybrid governance models
in public administration: differences between state and local self-government. Adwinistrative
Sciences, 12(1), 26. https://doi.org/10.3390 /admsci12010026

Bach, T., Verhoest, K., & Wynen, J. (2020). The interaction of administrative tradition and
organisational characteristics: the case of agency personnel management autonomy.
International Review of Administrative Sciences, 88(1), 95-113.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020852319889674

Bazzan, G., Alamos-Concha, P., & Rihoux, B. (2022). Identifying diverse paths toward successful
policy performance in organization for economic co-operation and development (OECD)
and European Union countries: a qualitative comparative analysis (QCA) exploitation of the
sustainable governance indicators (SGI) data. Ewropean Policy Analysis, 8(2), 178-208.
https://doi.org/10.1002/epa2.1145

Bhatia, V., & Bhatia, S. (2025). Evaluating e-governance: a comparative analysis and way forward.
Digital Policy Regulation and Governance. https:/ /doi.org/10.1108/dprg-08-2024-0187

Bosakova, 1., Kubicek, A., & Strouhal, J. (2019). Governance codes in the developing and emerging
countries: do they look for the international role model?. Economics & Sociology, 12(3), 251-
272. https://doi.org/10.14254/2071-789x.2019/12-3 /17

Brouillette, M. (2018). From discourse to practice: the circulation of norms, ideas and practices of
migration management through the implementation of the mobility partnerships in Moldova
and Geotgia. Comparative Migration Studies, 6(1). https://doi.org/10.1186/s40878-017-0066-
Y

Filho, W., Platje, J., Gerstlberger, W., Ciegis, R., Kiirid, J., Klavigs, M., ... & Kliucininkas, L.
(2016). The role of governance in realising the transition towards sustainable societies. Journal
of Cleaner Production, 113, 755-766. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.11.060

Kashukeeva-Nusheva, V. (2024). The contribution of civil society organisations to the
implementation of the principles of good governance at the local level. CSZ, 21(2), 67-75.
https://doi.org/10.62560/cs2.2024.02.05

Koh, E., Gan, H., Senko, C., Francis, R., Ebert, M., Lee, S., ... & Scott, A. (2023). [18F]-
fluoroethyl-L-tyrosine (FET) in glioblastoma (FIG) TROG 18.06 study: protocol for a
prospective,  multicentre =~ PET/CT  trial.  BMJ]  Open,  13(8),  e071327.
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2022-071327

Lowe, M., Harmon, S., Kholina, K., Parker, R., & Graham, J. (2022). Public health communication
in Canada during the COVID-19 pandemic. Canadian Journal of Public Health, 113(S1), 34-45.
https://doi.org/10.17269/s41997-022-00702-2

283 | Politeia : Journal of Public Administration and Political Science and International
https://journal.idscipub.com/politeia


https://journal.idscipub.com/politeia
https://doi.org/10.1108/cg-04-2013-0051
https://doi.org/10.3390/admsci12010026
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020852319889674
https://doi.org/10.1002/epa2.1145
https://doi.org/10.1108/dprg-08-2024-0187
https://doi.org/10.14254/2071-789x.2019/12-3/17
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40878-017-0066-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40878-017-0066-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.11.060
https://doi.org/10.62560/csz.2024.02.05
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2022-071327
https://doi.org/10.17269/s41997-022-00702-z

Comparative Perspectives on Good Governance: Global Principles and Local Realitie
Taufiqurokhman and Almugsith

Matakanye, R., Poll, H., & Muchara, B. (2021). Do companies in different industries respond
differently to stakeholders’ pressures when prioritising environmental, social and
governance sustainability performancer. Sustainability, 13(21), 12022.
https://doi.org/10.3390/su132112022

Onofrei, M., Toader, T., Vatamanu, A., & Oprea, F. (2021). Impact of governments’ fiscal
behaviors on public finance sustainability: a comparative study. Sustainability, 13(7), 3739.
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13073739

Paul, K., Wallenburg, 1., & Bal, R. (2017). Putting public health infrastructures to the test:
introducing HPV vaccination in Austria and the Netherlands. Sociology of Health & Liiness,
40(1), 67-81. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9566.12595

Ponomareva, Y., Federo, R., Aguilera, R., & Collin, S. (2021). The cost of conformity to good
governance: board design and compensation. Corporate Governance: An International Review,
30(4), 399-420. https://doi.org/10.1111/corg.12408

Pylypko, K., Aaamayk, A., Antoniv, A., & Sevin, S. (2022). Justification of approaches to
development of the standard civil society organization based on international experience.
Technology Audit and Production Reserves, 5(2(67)), 30-37. https://doi.org/10.15587/2706-
5448.2022.267575

Radaideh, R. (2022). Status of the good governance in Jordan: study of the political dimension
indicators. Dirasat Human and Social Sciences, 49(1), 690-715.
https://doi.org/10.35516/hum.v49i1.1696

Sacchetti, S., & Ianes, A. (2023). Practices and history of “co-programmazione” and “co-
progettazione” in Italy: the case of cultural production and music education in Trentino.
Social Enterprise Journal, 20(2), 181-201. https://doi.org/10.1108/sej-12-2022-0120

Sarkar, M., Sarker, M., Sadeka, S., Ali, I., & Al-Amin, A. (2024). Comparative analysis of
environmental sustainability indicators: insights from Japan, Bangladesh, and Thailand.
Heliyon, 10(13), €33362. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.helivon.2024.e33362

Shamurzaeva, A., & Usonova, T. (2024). Good governance measurement using Rotberg's output-
based approach for Kyrgyzstan. Ewurasian Journal of Business and Economics, 17(33), 97-112.
https://doi.org/10.17015/ejbe.2024.033.05

Sharma, P., Savarimuthu, B., & Stanger, N. (2022). Unearthing open source decision-making
processes: a case study of Python Enhancement Proposals. Soffware: Practice and Experience,
52(10), 2312-2346. https://doi.org/10.1002/spe.3128

Surroca, J., Aguilera, R., Desender, K., & Tribo, J. (2020). Is managerial entrenchment always bad
and corporate social responsibility always good? A cross-national examination of their
combined influence on shareholder value. Strategic Management Journal, 41(5), 891-920.
https://doi.org/10.1002/smj.3132

Tusek, B. (2015). The influence of the audit committee on the internal audit operations in the
system of corporate governance — evidence from Croatia. Economic Research-Eonomska
Istragivanja, 28(1), 187-203. https://doi.org/10.1080/1331677x.2015.1028245

284 | Politeia : Journal of Public Administration and Political Science and International
https://journal.idscipub.com/politeia


https://journal.idscipub.com/politeia
https://doi.org/10.3390/su132112022
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13073739
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9566.12595
https://doi.org/10.1111/corg.12408
https://doi.org/10.15587/2706-5448.2022.267575
https://doi.org/10.15587/2706-5448.2022.267575
https://doi.org/10.35516/hum.v49i1.1696
https://doi.org/10.1108/sej-12-2022-0120
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e33362
https://doi.org/10.17015/ejbe.2024.033.05
https://doi.org/10.1002/spe.3128
https://doi.org/10.1002/smj.3132
https://doi.org/10.1080/1331677x.2015.1028245

Comparative Perspectives on Good Governance: Global Principles and Local Realitie
Taufiqurokhman and Almugsith

Younus, M., Pribadi, U., Nurmandi, A., & Rahmawati, I. (2023). Comparative analysis of e-

government development index: a case study of South Asian countries. Transforming
Government Pegple Process and Policy, 17(4), 552-574. https://doi.org/10.1108/tg-05-2023-0068

285 | Politeia : Journal of Public Administration and Political Science and International
https://journal.idscipub.com/politeia


https://journal.idscipub.com/politeia
https://doi.org/10.1108/tg-05-2023-0068

