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Abstract:  
This study seeks to measure the extent to which the dimensions of local government budget 
governance contribute to achieving local development objectives in a sample of municipalities in 
M’sila Province. The research relied on a questionnaire as a data collection tool, administered to a 
random sample of employees from selected municipalities in M’sila Province. The collected data 
were analyzed using the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) version 26. 
 
The findings revealed that the dimensions of transparency and accountability, compliance with 
regulations and laws, and efficient resource management have a statistically significant impact and 
contribute positively to local development. Conversely, the dimensions of participation and risk 
assessment were not statistically significant and showed no discernible impact within the model, 
indicating that they do not contribute to achieving local development in the municipalities included 
in the study sample. 
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