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e Without considering the governance
of organizational project
management, fundamental
improvement of productivity in PBO
organizations will not be practical.

e The separation and distinction
between the two knowledge areas of
management and governance and
their functions, in identifying and
introducing the dimensions,

components and indicators of project-

based organization governance, has
been carefully considered in this
research.
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The enduring principal-agent challenge in organizational governance is
especially pronounced in project-based organizations, where project and
program managers assume CEO-like roles within temporary structures to
achieve organizational objectives. Organizational project management
governance is intended to provide an appropriate response to this challenge
by defining the managers' playing field and the rules governing it, and by
exercising supervision, directing, and strategic control over the way projects
are managed in order to achieve the sustainable interests of stakeholders.
To effectively model organizational governance in project-based
organizations, this research identified and clarified the dimensions,
components, and indicators that realize the principles of accountability,
responsibility, transparency, fairness, and sustainability, tailored to
organizational needs and constraints. Through scientometric analysis and
qualitative content analysis, the study systematically reviewed the works of
leading researchers and the frameworks developed by relevant institutions.
The theoretical sensitivity created in this research, the simultaneous
attention to two distinct knowledge areas of governance and project
management, the attention to the multi-level nature of project governance,
and the view of the problem from the perspective of organizational
governance, have led to the presentation of a framework that is able to well
explain how to implement good governance mechanisms in a project-based
organization, and to draw a picture of the extensive responsibilities of
governing bodies at different layers of the organization and explain the
scope of the impact of their performance and implementation of policies.
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1. Introduction

Project economics, as a significant area in the
Iranian economy, has been deprived of the
blessings of good organizational governance for a
long time. Good governance is a complex
phenomenon in itself, and this complexity logically
extends to both the area of organizational
governance and other thematic governance areas.
Addressing  thematic  governance—such  as
organizational project management governance—
offers an opportunity to operationalize the complex
concepts of good governance. A review of the
developing and dynamic literature on governance,
at least in its organizational sense, illustrates that
although there could be a multitude of opinions and
definitions, a large portion of the organizational
governance literature is unifying through massive
international scientific collaborations. This unifying
segment, which hinges on the pillars of
organizational governance—i.e., accountability,
responsibility, transparency, fairness, and
sustainable business—forms the premises for
critical growth and developments in various
organizational domains. However, the divergent
stream of governance also points to a palpable fact:
the fitting of a pre-made model of governance into
an organization is not a sound approach. It is only
by consideration of the large and interconnected
contextual determinants that organizational
concerns can be addressed (Tricker, 2019). In
particular, governance always develops alongside
the mindset and philosophy of governing, which are
based on intellectual foundations and worldviews
of different societies, so it is a very foundational
question (Mdller, 2016). Project governance, flows
from organizational governance principles and
fundamentals, offers every project, program, and
portfolio manager the possibility to see at least
some elements of good organizational governance
in his/her sphere of influence and to estimate the
impact of adherence to its principles and
fundamentals on outcome. On the one hand, the
project governance field is a learning process for
project managers and senior managers; on the
other, at a macro level, it is a driver and enhancer
of good governance to inter-organizational and
societal levels.

2. Methodology

The nature of the issue and the research objective
guide the researcher in selecting the research
methodology. In this article, with a focus on
project-based organizations, we will elucidate the
indicators, components, and dimensions of good
governance in organizational projects. This study

employs a mixed-methodological approach that
integrates both scientometric analysis and
qualitative content analysis. The combination of
these methods enables a more comprehensive
exploration of organizational project management
governance, leveraging the strengths of both
quantitative and qualitative research paradigms. In
the first step, which involves conducting
scientometric analysis, we provide a quantitative
overview of the literature, identifying key
international institutions, research trends, and
common terminology in the literature on project
management governance within citation databases.
This approach utilizes purposive sampling to
address the research question.

A review of credible sources in qualitative research
methodology indicates a clear relationship between
codes, categories, and themes in qualitative
research and the indicators, components, and
dimensions of a phenomenon. In other words, the
data analysis process—from identifying indicators in
the data, grouping them into categories
(components), and then integrating these
categories into broader structures or dimensions—
offers a comprehensive understanding of the
phenomenon under study (Lincoln & Guba, 1985).
During open coding, data are segmented into
distinct parts, carefully examined, and compared
for similarities and differences. In this process,
labels (codes) are assigned to observed phenomena
in the data, which can be seen as indicators of
underlying concepts. Thus, open coding involves
breaking down the data and assigning codes to
observable phenomena that serve as indicators of
foundational concepts. Axial coding is the process
of relating categories to subcategories, with these
categories referred to as "components" to provide
more detailed and comprehensive explanations of
the phenomena. This suggests that axial coding
involves linking categories and subcategories, which
can be conceptualized as components to achieve a
precise understanding of the phenomena. Selective
coding is the integrative process that involves
identifying a central category or "dimension" that
connects all other categories, lending coherence to
the analysis. This conceptual relationship is
illustrated in Figure 3. In this way, we established a
direct relationship between the coding levels and
our analytical structures.

In qualitative content analysis, sampling progresses
through conceptual emergence rather than a
predefined research design and is limited by
theoretical saturation rather than a fixed plan. The
conventional content analysis employed in this
study is an inductive approach in which coding
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categories directly emerge from the raw data. This
approach is particularly useful when prior research
on the phenomenon is limited, allowing researchers
to organically develop categories (Hsieh & Shannon,
2005). Regarding internal validity, in addition to the
researcher's prolonged engagement and immersion
in the data, peer review—discussions with experts
in  organizational governance and project
governance to ensure the consistency of the coding
process with data interpretations—and
triangulation—using  multiple  data  sources,
methods, or researchers to cross-validate findings—
have been conducted (Patton, 2015). To ensure
research reliability, an audit trail—maintaining a
detailed record of the research process, including
decisions made during coding, theme development,
and data interpretation—has been preserved
(Lincoln & Guba, 1985).

3. Results and Discussion

In elucidating the dimensions and components of
each principle of good organizational governance
within a project-based organization, findings have
emerged that stem from the theoretical sensitivity
developed in the knowledge domain of
organizational governance. This sensitivity arises
from examining the subject through the lens of
organizational governance while simultaneously
seeking empirical evidence of the realization of
good organizational governance principles in a
project-based organization. The outcome of this
developed theoretical sensitivity is the ability to
integrate indicators and empirical evidence into the
components and dimensions of the proposed
model, despite the intertwined and interdependent
nature of organizational governance principles.

The dimensions identified for realizing the principle
of accountability result from a qualitative content
analysis of a wide range of credible sources and
governance frameworks presented in the literature.
Due to the approach of addressing the subject from
the perspective of organizational governance, this
method enables the integration of multiple
concepts. For example, it is only through
governance focused on strategic management,
interest management, and portfolio management in
a project-based organization that the accountability
of managers in the dimension of strategic alignment
can be ensured. Additionally, through a detailed
examination of governance and risk management
frameworks, we arrived at a model explaining risk
governance that not only aligns with established
frameworks and standards in this knowledge
domain but also effectively integrates the three
lines of defense, internal control, assurance
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providers, risk management governance, and
compliance under the umbrella of risk governance.
Attention to the co-occurrence of terms in the
scientometric analyses conducted in this research
facilitated the completion of the components of the
contract governance dimension to realize the
principle of accountability, a trend observable in
recent research developments.

In examining the dimensions and components of
the principle of responsibility in a project-based
organization, the governance arrangements and
boards dimension, beyond emphasizing the multi-
level nature of governance in project-based
organizations, highlights the role of governance
entities such as project, program, and portfolio
management offices in fulfilling representative and
stewardship roles. Together with the decision-
making framework dimension, this paves the way
for introducing a highly critical role in project
governance known as the "sponsor." Although this
work lacks the scope to delve into the unique
features and functions of the sponsor role in a
project-based organization, it is worth noting that
the topic of sponsorship in project governance
represents a significant area for future research in
Iranian organizations. Regarding the realization of
the principle of transparency in this study, the
concept of transparency is expanded beyond a
narrow focus on disclosure, reporting, and financial
statement publication to encompass broader
organizational performance domains. The absence
of this systemic perspective on transparency would
pose serious challenges even to transparency in
financial and informational areas.

This research, concerning the realization of the
principle of fairness and its dimensions and
components—particularly  with  reference to
indicators of its empirical realization—presents a
broader interpretation of this principle in a project-
based organization. Regarding the fifth principle
and its dimensions and components, it should be
noted that the approach adopted in this study,
which focuses on assets and organizational
processes, introduces a developed concept in the
literature on organizational project management
governance known as "organizational enablers."
Experts define these enablers as the coexistence
and interaction of structural and cognitive
elements—such as processes, mechanisms, and
discursive capabilities—that collectively enable
organizations to achieve strategic goals (Miiller,
2016). The Project Management Institute considers
organizational enablers to include governance
frameworks, resource allocation systems, and
leadership practices that support the integration of
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project management into broader organizational
objectives, as outlined in the Organizational Project
Management Maturity Model (Project Management
Institute, 2013). The Project Management
Association defines enablers as critical components
of project governance that ensure accountable
decision-making, stakeholder engagement, and
knowledge management while fostering
collaboration and innovation. Collectively, these
perspectives emphasize  that  organizational
enablers are dynamic, multidimensional structures
that evolve with an organization’s maturity, culture,
and strategic priorities, acting as a bridge between
governance frameworks and operational execution
to ensure sustainable performance and
adaptability. However, a critical question arises: Is it
possible to achieve these dynamic,
multidimensional structures without a perspective
that transcends the boundaries of siloed
management and targets business sustainability?
Can business sustainability be achieved without
laying the groundwork for managers with diverse
mindsets, preferences, and leadership styles?
Achieving sustainable business requires effective
governance over the organization’s critical assets—
assets that, by their existence, create sustained
value for stakeholders. Although the literature lacks
a formal definition of asset governance, the authors
of this study predict, based on a synthesis of
organizational governance lessons on one hand and
the role and importance of assets in value creation
for stakeholders on the other, along with the need
to ensure the sustainability of this value creation for
businesses, that asset governance will form a
distinct knowledge domain. The primary mission of
this domain is to guide, supervise, and strategically
control the management of these assets in a
manner that ensures sustainable value creation for
stakeholders. This requires the presence of
frameworks, policies, and mechanisms that realize
the principles of good organizational governance
with respect to managing organizational assets.

4. Conclusions

The literature on the subject has emphasized the
necessity of conducting multiple studies on the gap
between organizational governance and project
governance in various ways. In this research, we
examined organizational project management
governance through the lens of organizational
governance and demonstrated that, in a project-
based organization, effective governance requires
organizational project management governance to
be linked with governance across all management
domains and everything subject to governance

within the organization. Since the primary level of
analysis in most governance models developed for
organizational project management, as well as
related maturity models, pertains to the discipline
of organizational project management, they do not
fully consider thematic governance areas such as
knowledge management and talent management
within the scope of organizational project
management governance. However, in practice,
organizational project management governance in a
project-based  organization extends to all
management domains of the organization—a topic
that this study addresses.

One of the most important features of the
proposed framework is its strict adherence to
definitions and the delineation of domains and
aspects related to governance and management in
explaining dimensions, components, and even
indicators. This aspect has not been fully observed
in many existing works, where a certain level of
laxity in the use of terminology related to these two
distinctly separate domains is evident. This laxity is
exacerbated by the multi-level nature of
organizational project management governance.
One of the most significant consequences of this
negligence is the creation of confusion and the lack
of clear conceptual boundaries. Naturally, paying
close attention to this seemingly simple issue in
research paves the way for more precise
explanations of governance and management
challenges and contributes to works aimed at
cultural development, education, and the
operationalization of thematic governance at
various organizational levels.

The indicators presented in the tables highlight a
crucial point: although these indicators are
implemented within the realm of executive
management, their nature is guiding and defines
the playing field. They have been developed when
managers at various organizational levels, acting as
representatives of the governing body, have worn
the hat of governance thinking. Specialized
consultations have been provided to the governing
board regarding the operational aspects of these
indicators for their approval and issuance,
embodying the meaning of governance through and
with management.

In this research, we arrived at a model capable of
effectively explaining the application of governance
mechanisms in a project-based organization to
realize the principles of good organizational
governance. The most significant achievements of
this study include painting a picture of the extensive
responsibilities of the governing board in a project-
based organization and the scope of impact of its
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performance and policy implementation across
different  organizational layers. This truth
underscores the necessity of moving toward
professional governing boards and leveraging the
benefits of good organizational governance to
fundamentally enhance productivity in Iranian
organizations. We believe that while we may not be
able to fully heal the longstanding wounds of
project management in the country by addressing
project governance and adhering to the principles
of good organizational governance in project-based
organizations—due to  existing institutional
shortcomings—we can at least apply an effective
balm to its body.
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Figure 1. The publication process of articles in the
knowledge field of project governance.
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Figure 3. Research outline.
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Table 1. Continued.
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Table 2. Some effective mechanisms for simultaneously realizing multiple principles
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Table 3. Dimensions and components of realizing the principle of accountability
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Table 3. Continued.
(Lo i1 G138 5 gudlel) by oLl Ladgo ol

bl sl 0390 yoe 45 2 Jglo )0 pylie 4Ly, (redi slag sl 092
lacudled Kgdoo (w2 yspby Skl g pis b o slakaza b
3$3585)9 b ok iy n (SlreSe ol pealadi 5o cilio gl o (el
i Aide glaog I a5 WS e Gred (nl Wsdioe B0l
e St lled 2 o s (oF )5 9% |y ogye as
1) 03920 Capde )3 alilns (A 45 398 o0 plowl (s (L)l Lansgs
WS S (pedd anlp e Ll g Cone L 4 &5 Wl
.(Project Management Institute, 2014)

2 Ol Jetee bl glaaies obml b glbal gl sl Sl
oS g0l sloasliy g2y o)l Cupae 4y 5155 5 Glbail slac s
REX P9 el ol caeal g Gl Slldl 0,90 0 G @
(Singh & Bussen, 2015)

2 Gl oS> %\
Ny

-

]

EIN s

Jya> g laz )b g lassen il bl sl 45 5 Slae sl )ns 352
e Sl Splpal dlaal L g 51 lonbl
.(Cooper et al., 2000)

9 °~‘-“u—*—*—*3 O)S.Lo.: 6&.;15 6LQQA>LMJ ).»‘).' B 035).& O)S.Lo.: p.lam u*“'.'.l"
(Killen et al., 2023) 551 il Sl

sloce il ((JleSs slooly ;o (baid jga> 5 s uvled
(Miller, 2016) (s ;5 mwouai sl Ll b «(s ply (sloaiaS ¢ g

o Slos (g g 5,7k

58kas i yaS

Q)S.Lo.c).»u)LIaJ

SlopeilSe  Jael 5 oSk b

Olrand 90,5550 Jlesl gz bols I8 (gloyg (o) » sl 6‘-‘*'-.’.115 959
(Eggink, 2020) o3g lalll JolSS L dayl s g

8g0dy ol Sloladl Juguns 9 Bl

ol g plolid ly il sl 555, 5 it laan ] o5z
(Project Management Institute, 2017) osls 1,8 cq pae ,o &l bl
13,15 b o (555 50 5 Bt sleiel 3529

(Cao & Lumineau., 2015)

laols,l3 0 O > glbag, g buanld o
(Furmston et al., 2017)

QM L o) S )Q ewwyoi 61.9:0’.:)\) L;)S"ép 6‘;: 6‘@5) 59}-5
{(Dalcher, 2019) suis| ;o Sl S sloogeds Sguge (5l ol )8

oo, slyl g padais Slol gl poses \%\
Y
olo 13 o Shee g Bldail p o)llai - sa
3
9
olol)é s_im.l) ‘S’LwS?
Slabayly Sl oS>

WS > slapanslSe

JAS 5 alan I sl bl o o gam
Slagss gzl 5l ookl g 055 (golo,,8 Lalg ) o o

6910158 Sl oS amy -0-V-0

5 by, dociabd dacszlr 4 ool))8 SleS>
Ly, walass 5 oyl sly 45 ol oLl ola sl
dod &S 05 ol liwebl U Sloslolm! (gols,l,8
Gize 0595 Blaal g auiS (oo Joo 295 Slagad 4y lad b
9 o) sl gile Jold (solo |3 SlpeSe wigd oo

.(Savelsbergh et al., 2016) oS o oolaiwl Jlie
Slasl a5 aS o Joe SleS> )l Glgicas basls )l )3
97,17 9005 Saalen 5 pSojlwl b b b1 o590
(Gray & Larson, 2021) &S oo p2l,8 oS5l sl p
5 Layg) daceslow sbml pilins 50 o158 Sl oS>

‘"o)Lm::/Q a;sé/\f'f Juld)somsw‘f»w



|4 L a9 Ladlge wlyl o lwlil )5 A5 Glgize Judond o (criuwple Sl 5 (Sdli (69,5095 103lbve ey L slojlw 5o (Sl poS>

Sy Ol g LSl o -)-Y-0
bugi oS Gl e8> gla bobe (lels n slaglejle 5o
SeFll @)l gl g oo 0, (ol o paecin
aas sbaieS b 8eS plejle by )
aS Jy0 s oo Gl cpsecie i)l
S5 oi9n 5 Tk s in GleSe slacs
Pl s e &l dbge Fohe jo 1, Sl
) Sl los Slos o o0 5 25k 0jgn Cupe
5 5on 2l Om @seer g WS a2 LS
2 eely gl s pliebl Slosle o3l
2ty o)llas sl (Shpae 5 (SleSe slo s S8
(Garland,  2009)  s)s  aST lene
«(Mdller, 2016) «(Unger et al, 2012)
g (Finkelstein et al., 2009) «(Spira & Bender, 2004)
5820 e s axLli g badlss .(Aubry et al., 2007)

Do ¥ oz o) s pdicddsins Jol jlam ol

S 75 il D925l oy -V-Y-0

Srdadsiue Jol 3825 50 (6 S peal Co7)lz o
Sl s el oo o Slojls oS> s
oS S e sl 1, leanlp 5 b iteles o o,
Wgd s Oyl g 1>l Bl Sleweas ol G,k
o i ey iy a3 b gl ol (1SO 37000, 2021)
O e g eSS OB g et
oo il § o]l Glanl b Slarenss a5 05
Fly pled Jlo(pe)0 g diind gunen (lojle (S
Sybos bid> (Lpde g GleSe las Slee
Cu> et Jsto leS> e (OECD, 2023)
s @l 5 SlaSo sla iols sl WSyl
5 blwlaw ol Glzl aaby Copae a5 Jbyo ool
Czlr ool exge 1y ailly, Slles o poe
Silogon, bl S il gne 0l o5 (6 S e
sl lne LSt (s 9i5 Aol (5 S paoal slaaiy 9
PRRCR O [PV I E YN PPN feee
ghe )0 bpeeal &5 WS (0 Jol> pliebl 4z
ol 5 Eodlis  sigd e 56T aslin Lz3 b onlis

3 Active pursuance of professionality
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Table 4. Dimensions and components of realizing the principle of accountability
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Table 6. Dimensions and components of realizing the principle of fairness
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