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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript addresses a relevant and practical issue: the effect of strategic planning on the performance of development projects within devolved governance. The focus on Garissa County is significant because it adds evidence from a region that is often overlooked in academic research compared to the more frequently studied urban counties. The study contributes to the scholarly community by filling this gap and also has clear policy implications for county governments seeking to improve service delivery. The findings will be useful to academics in strategic management and to policymakers working on project implementation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is accurate, specific, and well aligned with the content of the paper. It communicates the subject matter of strategic planning and project performance, and the context of Garissa County Government. There is no need for a change.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract is clear and well-structured. It gives an overview of the problem, the theoretical foundation, the methodology, and the key findings. It would be stronger if it included more detail on the sample size of 85 respondents and highlighted one or two key statistics, such as the correlation coefficient of 0.407. This would make the findings stand out more clearly to the reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically sound and uses a descriptive research design that suits the research objectives. The reliability and validity tests are presented clearly, and the use of both correlation and regression analyses supports the findings. One limitation is the reliance on self-reported questionnaire data, which may introduce some response bias, but the use of stratified sampling improves representativeness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly up to date, with a good balance of local and international literature. The inclusion of county-specific sources memes the work even better.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	The manuscript is written in clear academic English and communicates ideas effectively. A few sections, particularly in the results and discussion, could be rewritten to reduce repetition.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a strong research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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