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The author/authors achieve a case study concerning the 

internal control mechanisms in a district in Northern 

Ghana. 

The analysis is accomplished in the context of 

decentralization and the necessity to exert further on the  

governmental control in view to increase accountability 

and good governance. 

The case study is based on a relevant social investigation, 

with the main  

direct or indirect responsible persons for the internal 

audit. 

The finality of the study is transposed into an interesting 

framework for improving the internal audit. 
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The experience investigated and presented is  relevant 

and should be included in comparative national or even  

regional studies. 

In the paper the author/authors could have introduced 

more elements concerning the internal audit from  

international perspective, insisting on the European 

practices.  
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