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Abstract 

An essential outcome of evaluations is the effective utilization of evaluation results. However, ensuring optimal and 
effective utilization has become as one of the biggest challenges in project management. This study aimed to explore the 
impact of Availability of Evaluation Results (AER) for their utilization in different phases of development initiatives in 
public sector in Sri Lanka. The study employed a mixed method. Quantitative data collected from 231 survey 
respondents, while qualitative data collected from key informants selected from government and private sector 
stakeholders. As per the regression results, a strong positive relationship shown among availability of evaluation results 
and their utilization across four dimensions; conceptual use (r = 0.594, p < 0.05); instrumental use (r= 0.608, p < 0.05); 
process use (r= 0.606, p < 0.05); and symbolic use (r =0.594, p < 0.05). Conceptual use is more effective for creating 
awareness and raising funds while process use is used to apply lessons learnt and skills gained, instrumental use is used 
for project scaling and restructuring, and symbolic use is to legitimize framed project strategies. Further, strong 
relationship exists with availability of evaluation results, and their utilization (r = 0.688, p < 0.05). The strong impact of 
the AER indicates that organizations should focus on ensuring that evaluation results are easily accessible to improve 
effectiveness of evaluation processes. The findings highlight the significance of incorporating evaluation results in 
decision-making for improving project outcomes, optimizing resource allocation which is for improving development 
effectiveness and fostering sustainable development in Sri Lanka. 
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1. Introduction

Numerous projects and programs are implemented aiming to provide positive contributions in various sectors to the 
betterment of the world. Project management focuses on efficient fulfillment of project requirements which involves 
the application of tools, techniques, knowledge and skills and also designated project management processes are being 
integrated to execute projects effectively. Effective project management ensures the alignment of projects with intended 
goals, meets stakeholder expectations, enhances predictability, and increases the likelihood of success by delivering 
results timely and resolving issues promptly. It optimizes resource utilization, identifies and addresses failing projects, 
manages constraints, and handles changes adeptly.  

On the other hand, poor management of projects make negative consequences to deviate from the deadlines, cost 
overruns, poor quality, duplication of works due to rework, uncontrolled project expansion which further leads to 
damage to organizational reputation, stakeholder dissatisfaction, and failure to achieve project objectives. This situation 
evident that the importance of effective project management as given the dynamic nature of today's organizational 
environment characterized by tighter budgets, shorter timelines, resource scarcity, and rapid technological changes. 
Organizations must view it as a strategic competency to tie project outcomes to enhance competitiveness, ensure 
sustainability, and adapt to evolving environments by adjusting project management plans accordingly (PMBOK, 2017). 
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Monitoring and evaluation plays pivotal roles in public sector project management for effective functioning. Proper 
monitoring and evaluation practices facilitate functional allocation of resources ensuring accomplishment of the desired 
outcomes of projects, programs, or policy interventions (Witwatersrand, 2022). 

Evaluation entails the determination of the importance or worth of a development activity, policy or program. It helps 
to identify the significance of objectives, the adequacy and efficiency of objectives’ setting and attainment, and the 
productivity and efficacy of used resources and attained outcomes. Furthermore, evaluations provide lessons that help 
the stakeholders involved in executing the projects, such as donors and national counterparts. Monitoring and 
evaluation are interrelated, with monitoring providing essential but insufficient input for rigorous evaluations.  

Although monitoring data can be utilized for ongoing management purposes, solely relying on it may introduce biases 
due to its limited coverage of project or program dimensions. Careful consideration is necessary to avoid unintended 
behavioral incentives. Evaluation, on the other hand, offers a more comprehensive interpretation of performance but is 
more detailed, time-consuming, and costly. Consequently, it should be conducted judiciously, with monitoring data often 
used to identify areas requiring further evaluation (WorldBank, 2023). 

Review is now considered as an important instrument in assessing problems and such factors that directly influence 
time overruns in government construction projects. Such a delay typically leads to attainment of a considerably different 
level of project execution in terms of the agreed time horizon for the delivery of the planned project scope, which is 
crucial for actualizing the intended outcomes. On this account, the Sri Lankan government has acted in advance to 
integrate the evaluation into the development of the public sector. This effort is governed under the National Evaluation 
Policy and the National Evaluation Policy Implementation Framework. 

Understanding the significance of timely completion of projects, the Sri Lankan government has cascaded evaluation as 
one of the mechanisms of enhancing the quality of executing the projects. Currently, there is a National Evaluation Policy 
and Implementation Framework, which establish a framework for the routine and comprehensive assessment of the 
performance of the government’s development initiatives. This policy framework defines how and when evaluations 
are to be conducted to increase effectiveness, efficiency, and uniformity within all sectors. Furthermore, starting the 
assessment under the National Evaluation Policy and Implementation Framework is a major step towards the creation 
of a culture of improving the responsibility, openness, and efficiency of the national level policies and programs in the 
sphere of public services.  

Besides enhancing project implementation, the evaluation procedure fosters learning and discovery, which is a benefit 
of the system. It contributes positively to the development of intricate institutional capacity and increases the 
government capacity for managing of developmental initiatives. 

Through the systematic evaluation the government plans to reach a culture of evaluation and utilization of evaluation 
results for improved informed decision making. This approach entails the systematic evaluation of business and project 
activities and outcomes that are undertaken and completed at a specific period. The assessments conducted in these 
evaluations are supposed to be used when planning and executing the projects in order to avoid making the same 
mistakes. Therefore, the government should share evaluation results, so that it can gain the people’s trust, including the 
need to ensure that every dollar spent by the government is accounted for.  

In this connection, the necessity of establishing the institutionalized research-orientated practices in the government, 
which is confirmed by the timely demand and utilization of the evaluations, is clear. Assessment information is an 
essential or a core component of the Monitoring and Evaluation of development programmes, policies, and initiatives. 
Subsequently, the improvement in definite evaluations, analyses and effectiveness studies mean that practitioners in 
the development field will be able to implement their programs and policies with a basis on evidence, thereby raising 
the probability of achieving the intended goals and objectives in the plans. (Community, n.d.).  

Evaluation utilization relies heavily on how effectively results are presented in the evaluation report and related 
dissemination products, ensuring they address the information needs of the key audience. Planning for dissemination 
should begin early in the evaluation process, even though it typically occurs at the end (Evaluation, 2024). Further, 
transparency in evaluation reporting is vital for demonstrating program effectiveness, supporting long-term 
sustainability, and guiding decision-making. While written reports are a primary method for sharing findings, they can 
also help secure funding, advocate for program sustainability, and communicate lessons from both successes and 
setbacks (Oguniyi, 2023). 
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2. Literature review 

It is factual that several scholars have noted that timely project completion, projects time, budget and quality measures 
are other successful project delivery indicators that the scholars have noted. Nonetheless, the realization of these goals 
is faced with many a hindrance which, in most cases may slow down the progress. Realizing how rampant this problem 
is, a lot of work is being done in studying and addressing delay. Possible measures towards the enhancement of the 
project implementation process entail the usage of project management tools and applications, flexible and efficient 
tracking and communicating systems, as well as effective risk management. The importance of using the evaluation 
results inside the government agencies in Sri Lanka is growing rapidly because of its capacity bearing the heavy impacts 
towards the evidence-based decision making, efficiency of the implemented policies, and existing system of 
accountability.  

This research is required that focuses on the government’s use of evaluation results with various tiers of government 
and that discusses the function of political factors, administrative mechanisms, and stakeholders in the use of results 
generated through evaluation. This research aims to provide a systematic overview of current academic sources related 
specifically to project delays, causes for such delays, effects on schedule delays and the usage of evaluation results by 
the governmental organizations in Sri Lanka while emphasizing on the theoretical concepts and constituent ideas as 
well as empirical evidence. Accordingly, the literature review focuses on empirical studies conducted globally, 
regionally, and specifically in Sri Lanka.  

Absence or poor management of projects can lead to missed deadlines, cost overruns, poor quality deliverables, rework, 
and uncontrolled project expansion, damage to organizational reputation, stakeholder dissatisfaction, and failure to 
achieve project objectives. In today's dynamic business landscape, characterized by tighter budgets, shorter timelines, 
and evolving technologies, effective project management emerges as a strategic imperative. By continuously refining 
project management practices in response to environmental shifts, organizations can thrive amidst uncertainty and 
drive sustained success (Institute, 2017). 

Effective planning helps lay down useful guidelines to achieve the goals of the undertakings, explicate the resources and 
timescales needed for the implementation of a project, and identify probable problems and their solutions; therefore, 
improving the chances of implementing and finishing a project. A plan can be described as an outline of activities 
outlining how a certain project will be executed; it increases the chances of a project’s success since everything is well 
scored (Saeed, 2009). 

The use of project management methodologies enables entities to deliver the projects at the right time and within the 
right resources so that quality is not compromised. This is done by evaluating the project and its activities in terms of a 
predefined plan and schedule and periodically regulating the project’s processes. Project managers are then able to 
manage the project in a way that ensures that all objectives and   constraints that are set are met thus ensuring that the 
project is completed as planned (University, n.d.). 

Numerous research efforts and comprehensive studies emphasize the vital importance of meeting the originally 
established project completion timeframe. This issue goes beyond national borders, as the construction industry 
operates globally, facing similar challenges and trends in different regions (Sambasivan & Soon, 2007). By identifying 
the delay factors and their interrelationships, stakeholders can develop effective strategies to mitigate delays and 
ensure the timely completion of construction projects, thereby advancing the goals of economic development and 
infrastructure expansion. (Gebrehiweta & Luo, 2017). 

Effective communication and coordination among project parties are crucial to mitigate delays, with proper 
communication channels established during each construction phase to avoid misunderstandings and ensure timely 
project execution (Aziz, 2013). The political culture of the country has been identified as a one main cause for time 
overrun, where the Clients in public sector are unable to withstand the political influence. The consultants have been 
responsible for delays due to disagreements between the drawing and specifications where the contractors linked in 
delays because of their poor site management (Gardezia, et al., 2013). Delays in approving significant changes in scope, 
along with insufficient consultant experience and tardiness in reviewing design documents, were identified as crucial 
contributors (Al-Kharashi & Skitmore, 2009). 

There are not only short-term influences but also long-term effects with negative repercussions in the clients’ returns 
on investment, future business opportunities, and relations. Thus, awareness of such late-terms highlights the 
significance of careful project planning and efficient risk management measures in order to avoid difficulties and 
maximize the potential of successful finalization of projects in Ethiopia (Gebrehiweta & Luob, 2017). The delay causes 
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can be attributed to the client’s financial position and contractor’s improper planning. Payments to the contractors take 
relatively a longer time in government owned projects. (Sambasivan & Soon, 2007). Cost overruns and time overrun are 
more common issues facing the Sri Lankan construction industry in undertaking construction products. Hence, 
managing these time and cost aspects are highly important. (Rathnayake & Ranasinghe, 2020). 

Monitoring and Evaluation encourages amongst organizations adoption of a culture of learning that enhances 
innovation and creativity besides proactively solving the problems in the society (Benjamin, 2023). Cultivating an 
evaluation culture, securing high-level policy commitment, and addressing capacity gaps are key factors in promoting 
the effective use of evaluations at all levels (Dhakal, 2014).  

Investing in training and human resources, implementing systemic activities that promote learning among 
stakeholders, and enhancing integrated planning, regulation, monitoring, and evaluation practices are essential and 
clearly defining technical policy guidelines and delineating strategies and inter responsibilities are crucial for enhancing 
management functions, improving practices, and ensuring the quality and security of decision-making processes 
(Carvalho & Shimizu, 2017). A transparent, independent process helps mitigate conflicts of interest that may arise if 
policymakers and managers were solely responsible for evaluating their own activities (OECD, 2013). A well-designed 
M&E plan can facilitate the timely provision of user-friendly evidence to policymakers, streamline evaluation processes, 
and ultimately foster the use of evaluation information. In order to further encourage the utilization of evaluation 
findings, it is equally important to assess and evaluate the evaluation processes themselves, gathering insights into 
various factors that either facilitate or hinder the uptake of information by policymakers and decision-makers (Dhakal, 
2014). 

By integrating evaluation, project adaptation, capacity development, and knowledge translation functions, 
developmental evaluation offers a comprehensive approach for fostering positive healthcare outcomes (Alison Laycock, 
et al., 2019). The evaluation outcome helps to focus on gaps within the programme or policy implementation that fails 
to meet the intended objectives. Its purpose is to make modifications to the programme structure, or the manner in 
which it is delivered, in order to improve the programme’s viability (EvalCommunity, 2024). Investing in technical 
capacity building in M&E is vital for Zambia to effectively monitor and evaluate its development initiatives and drive 
sustainable progress (Njovu, 2015). Clear policies and rules outlining evaluation procedures are vital to ensure 
utilization is based on established protocols rather than individual discretion (Kabuye & Basheka, 2017). 

3. Theoretical framework 

This study was anchored on the Knowledge Utilization Theory; and Utilization Focused Evaluation. Knowledge 
utilization is important for evaluators in providing knowledge useful for evidence-based practice, especially in 
circumstances where traditional evidence may not fully reflect real-world conditions. Utilization-Focused Evaluation 
(UFE), is an approach that ensures evaluation results are practically applied by stakeholders to inform decisions and 
drive changes in programs and policies. The core principle of UFE is to prioritize the actual use of evaluation findings, 
emphasizing their applicability, timeliness, and relevance to the intended users. Knowledge Utilization Theory (KUT) 
focuses on how knowledge; research findings and evaluation results, is created, communicated, and applied in decision-
making and practice improvement. KUT consists of several key components: Knowledge Production; Knowledge 
Dissemination; Knowledge Adoption; Knowledge Implementation; and Knowledge Feedback.  

4. Methodology 

This research employed both quantitative and qualitative methods to explore how evaluation results are utilized, Key 
Informant Interviews were conducted with project staff, ministry officials, development partners, Non-Government 
Organizations and evaluation practitioners to gain deeper insights into their experiences. Additionally, questionnaires 
were used to collect statistical data from stakeholders regarding the utilization of evaluation findings. The study’s design 
incorporated correlation analysis and cross-tabulation to test hypotheses, offering a more comprehensive and diverse 
approach. By integrating both quantitative and qualitative data, this research aimed to provide a thorough 
understanding of the complexities surrounding evaluation utilization. 

Line ministries and government agencies in Sri Lanka operate at the central, provincial, and district/divisional levels, 
overseeing the daily execution of various projects and programs. Planning, implementation, and execution of 
development initiatives are critical in addressing both national and regional development needs, managing the 
complexities of such large initiatives. Given the diversity in size, scope, and activities of government institutions in Sri 
Lanka, the sample must reflect the variation to ensure the findings are applicable to different agencies. The study 
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targeted officials from government agencies involved in project-related activities. Accordingly, the sample size was 232, 
ensuring a representative and reliable sample for the research. The collected data was analyzed using both qualitative 
and quantitative methods. Quantitative data analysis was done using SPSS.   

4.1. Hypothesis; H1 

There is a significant impact of availability of evaluation results and the utilization of evaluation results in public sector 
initiatives of Sri Lanka. 

Following sub hypotheses were tested by employing the linear regression to understand the relationship between the 
evaluation results availability and each dimension of evaluation result utilization, before testing the aforementioned 
main hypothesis.   

• H1a: There is a significant impact of Availability of Evaluation Results (AER) on Conceptual Use (MEAN_UERC) 
of evaluation results. 

• H1b: There is a significant impact of Availability of Evaluation Results (AER) on Instrumental Use 
(MEAN_UERIU) of evaluation results. 

• H1c: There is a significant impact of Availability of Evaluation Results (AER) on Process Use (MEAN_UERPU) of 
evaluation results. 

• H1d: There is a significant impact of Availability of Evaluation Results (AER) on Symbolic Use (MEAN_UERSU) 
of evaluation results. 

 

5. Ethical considerations 

As this research employed a mixed-method approach, incorporating both qualitative and quantitative data collection 
techniques such as surveys and Key Informant Interviews, ethical standards were rigorously followed throughout the 
study. Informed consent was obtained from all participants to ensure full participation while minimizing withdrawals. 
The research prioritized confidentiality, used convenient language for communication, and avoided any bias or 
misleading information to protect the participants' dignity. Ethical principles such as honesty, objectivity, integrity, and 
respect for others' work were adhered to from the design phase to data analysis and findings utilization. Participants 
were informed about the study process, and their consent was obtained before interviews.  

6. Findings and Discussions 

6.1. Responses for Questionnaire 

The research targeted 232 responses, including public sector officials involved in development activities with decision-
making authority. Out of these, 231 questionnaires were properly completed, resulting in a return rate of 99.6%. The 
high response rate was attributed to the convenience of using Google Forms and the implementation of regular 
reminders through emails and telephone conversations, particularly as the most respondents were government 
officials.  

Views of Public Sector Officials on Utilization of Evaluation Results 

The study aimed to gather perspectives of public officials on their organization's utilization of evaluation results. 
Accordingly, a scale from 5 to 1 was used, where 5 represents "Very Large Extent (VLE)”; 4 is "Large Extent (LE)"; 3 is 
"Moderate Extent (LE)"; 2 is "Small Extent (SE)"; and 1 gives "Not at All (NAA)" to obtain the perceptions of the officials 
on utilization of evaluation results.  

Four uses have been taken in to the assessment of utilization of evaluation results; Conceptual Use; Instrumental Use; 
Process Use; and Symbolic Use. Specific statements under the four uses were manipulated to assess the extent of 
evaluation results' utilization among public sector officials at all levels across the country. 

6.1.1. Conceptual Use (CU) 

Following statements under different dimensions were used to assess conceptual use of evaluation results. 
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Table 1 Utilization of Evaluation Results for Conceptual Use 

 Description Mean Std. Deviation 

UERCU1 Use evaluation results to understand the project better 3.2 0.5 

UERCU2 Evaluation results help to learn more about the project 3.1 0.6 

UERCU3 Evaluation results contribute to understanding of others' perceptions 3.3 0.5 

UERCU4 Evaluation results help in building awareness about the project 3.4 0.4 

 
The analysis reveals that a significant proportion of respondents use evaluation results to better understand the project, 
with 46.8% indicating "Moderate Extent" and 28.1% "Large Extent” highlighting that while evaluation results are 
helpful in understanding the project, there is room for increased utilization to achieve a higher impact. A considerable 
number of respondents (39.8%) feel that evaluation results help them learn more about the project, with 37.2% 
indicating a large extent of help. However, the presence of 13.0% in the "Small Extent" category indicates variability in 
perceived usefulness. Further, evaluation results contribute to understanding others' perceptions of the project for 
42.0% of respondents, with 35.5% agreeing to a large extent. This dimension appears impactful, although there remains 
potential for greater engagement. And also, indicates that the findings have helped in building awareness about the 
project for 39.8% of respondents, with 39.0% experiencing this to a large extent. This consistency highlights their 
effectiveness in awareness-building, suggesting a solid but not overwhelming impact.  

6.1.2. Instrumental Use (IU) 
 

Following three statements under different dimensions were used to assess instrumental use of evaluation results. 

Table 2 Utilization of Evaluation Results for Instrumental Use 

 Description Mean Std. Deviation 

UERIU1 Use evaluation results to secure funding for the project 2.9 0.7 

UERIU2 Evaluation results have contributed to scaling up the project. 3.0 0.5 

UERIU3 Evaluation results have influenced the decision to restructure the project. 3.1 0.6 
 

While a significant portion of respondents (45.5%) utilize evaluation results to secure funding, the overall mean score 
is slightly lower. This is attributed to 19.0% of respondents who only use the findings to a small extent and 3.5% who 
do not use them at all. This discrepancy highlights a gap in the full utilization of evaluation results for funding purposes, 
suggesting that there is room for improvement in how findings are leveraged to attract financial support. Evaluation 
results have been instrumental in scaling up projects for 38.1% of respondents, with 32.9% experiencing this benefit to 
a large extent. While this demonstrates a moderate level of effectiveness in using evaluation data to expand projects, 
there is still potential for enhancing the application of findings to achieve even greater scalability and impact. Evaluation 
results have played a critical role in influencing the decision to restructure projects for 39.8% of respondents, with 
30.7% agreeing to a large extent. This underscores the importance of evaluation data in strategic decision-making.  

However, the presence of respondents who did not find the findings as impactful indicates that there is still room to 
increase the influence and effectiveness of evaluation results in guiding strategic changes.  

6.1.3. Process Use 
 

Following two statements under different dimensions were used to assess process use of evaluation results. 

Table 3 Utilization of Evaluation Results for Process Use 

 Description Mean Std. Deviation 

UERPU1 Application of new skills acquired from the evaluation process 3.5 0.5 

UERPU2 The lessons learned from the evaluation process integrates into activities. 3.4 0.4 
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The analysis reveals that a significant number of respondents (42.0%) have applied new skills acquired from the 
evaluation process, with 29.4% doing so to a large extent. This underscores the important role of evaluation in skill 
development, indicating solid but moderate engagement overall. Similarly, lessons learned from the evaluation are 
integrated into project activities for 36.4% of respondents, with 40.7% to a large extent. This demonstrates effective 
application of evaluation insights, although it reflects a largely moderate level of integration overall. 

6.1.4. Symbolic Use (SU) 

Following three statements under different dimensions were used to assess Symbolic use of evaluation results. 

Table 4 Utilization of Evaluation Results for Symbolic Use 

 Description Mean Std. Deviation 

UERSU1 The evaluation results been strategically framed to shape perceptions. 3.2 0.5 

UERSU2 The evaluation results help in building legitimacy for the project. 3.3 0.6 

UERSU3 The evaluation results contribute to advancing organizational or political goals 3.1 0.5 

 
Evaluation results are used strategically to shape perceptions for 42.0% of respondents, with 30.3% agreeing to a large 
extent, reflecting a moderate impact on stakeholder views. Findings help build legitimacy for projects for 36.8% of 
respondents, with 29.9% agreeing to a large extent, showing their importance in gaining support but indicating a 
moderate overall impact. 

Findings contribute to advancing organizational or political goals for 42.4% of respondents, with 29.0% agreeing to a 
large extent, indicating a moderate strategic value. During the Interviews it was noted that Key Informants of private 
sector and Non-Government Organizations have well understanding and awareness of how the evaluation results are 
utilized. 

6.2. Availability of Evaluation Results 

The study aimed to gather perspectives of public officials on their organization's utilization of evaluation results. The 
Availability of Evaluation Results were explored through six dimensions: Documentation and Reporting, Dissemination, 
Accessibility, Timeliness, Data Visualization, and Archiving and Storage. Thirteen statements were used to assess the 
extent of availability of evaluation results among public sector officials at all levels across the country. 

6.2.1. Documentation and Reporting 

Evaluation results are systematically documented within organizations for 35.5% of respondents, with 21.2% agreeing 
to a large extent, suggesting room for improvement in systematic documentation. The documentation of others’ 
evaluation findings for easy access is reported by 43.7% of respondents, with 14.7% significantly agreeing, indicating 
moderate accessibility. Evaluation reports provide comprehensive insights for 43.7% of respondents, with 24.7% 
significantly agreeing, reflecting good but still moderate reporting practices. 

6.2.2. Dissemination 

Findings are effectively disseminated to stakeholders for 39.0% of respondents, with 18.2% significantly agreeing, 
reflecting a moderate level of effectiveness in how results are communicated suggesting that while dissemination efforts 
are in place, there is room for improvement in ensuring all relevant stakeholders are reached effectively. On the other 
hand, dissemination practices ensure broad awareness for 42.0% of respondents, with 19.9% significantly agreeing, 
indicating that while the dissemination process is generally effective in raising awareness, it is not overwhelmingly 
strong. This demonstrates that although the process of spreading information is good, further enhancements could be 
made to maximize the reach and impact of the findings. 

6.2.3. Accessibility 

Findings are accessible to staff involved in decision-making for 37.7% of respondents, with 20.3% significantly agreeing, 
indicating a moderate level of accessibility. This suggests that while decision-makers have some access to the findings, 
improvements could be made to ensure that all involved staff can easily obtain and utilize this information. On a broader 
scale, findings are accessible to all relevant stakeholders for 40.7% of respondents, with 19.9% significantly agreeing, 
reflecting good overall accessibility. This implies that while the accessibility of findings is generally effective for the 
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wider group of stakeholders, there is still room to enhance how findings are shared to ensure that all relevant parties 
have seamless access to the information they need. 

6.2.4. Timeliness 

Findings are made available in a timely manner for decision-making for 38.1% of respondents, with 22.9% significantly 
agreeing, indicating a good level of timeliness but predominantly moderate overall suggesting that while the process of 
delivering findings promptly is generally effective, there is still room for improvement to ensure that timeliness 
consistently supports decision-making needs. However, delays in access negatively impact utilization for 40.7% of 
respondents, with 10.8% significantly agreeing, highlighting some challenges with accessing findings promptly 
indicating that despite efforts to provide timely access, delays are still an issue, affecting how effectively the findings are 
used. Addressing these delays could enhance overall utilization and support better decision-making. 

6.2.5. Data Visualization 

Findings are presented clearly through data visualization techniques for 48.9% of respondents, with 16.5% significantly 
agreeing, indicating that while presentation practices are generally good, they are predominantly moderate suggesting 
that data visualization is used effectively to communicate findings, but there is potential for further improvement in 
clarity and effectiveness. Additionally, data visualization aids in comprehension and utilization for 49.4% of 
respondents, with 18.2% significantly agreeing, reflecting that data visualization is effective in enhancing 
understanding and application of findings. However, the effectiveness is still considered moderate overall, implying that 
while data visualization contributes positively to comprehension and use, there is room to enhance these practices 
further to fully leverage their benefits. 

6.2.6. Archiving and Storage 

Evaluation results are archived for future reference for 38.1% of respondents, with 22.1% significantly agreeing, 
indicating that while storage practices are generally good, they are not overwhelmingly strong suggesting that while 
there is a system in place for archiving findings, improvements could be made to ensure more robust and effective 
storage practices. Additionally, findings are readily retrievable when needed for 40.7% of respondents, with 18.6% 
significantly agreeing, reflecting that the archiving systems are effective but still predominantly moderate. This implies 
that while the systems for retrieval are functional, there is room for enhancement to make access more efficient and 
reliable. Overall, while the archiving and retrieval processes are in place and somewhat effective, there is an opportunity 
to strengthen these practices to better support future reference and accessibility. 

During the Key Informant Interviews regarding the documentation which is a specific dimension of evaluation results 
availability, the public sector officials emphasized the requirement of incorporating new technological instruments in 
evaluation processes, such as developing software, introducing web-based monitoring systems, and reducing 
documentation through improved IT platforms. In addition, the views of Non-Government Organizations were that 
evaluation reports are available for most of donor funded projects; however, users do not have better understanding 
on how to access them for information. 

6.3. Hypothesis Testing 

6.3.1. Hypothesis 

There is a significant impact of evaluation results availability and the utilization in public sector of Sri Lanka. 

Following sub hypotheses were tested by employing the single linear regression to understand the impact of the 
evaluation results availability and each dimension of evaluation result utilization, before testing the aforementioned 
main hypothesis.   

• H1a: There is a significant impact of Availability of Evaluation Results (AER) on Conceptual Use 
(MEAN_UERCU) of evaluation results. 

• H1b: There is a significant impact of Availability of Evaluation Results (AER) on Instrumental Use 
(MEAN_UERIU) of evaluation results. 

• H1c: There is a significant impact of Availability of Evaluation Results (AER) on Process Use 
(MEAN_UERPU) of evaluation results. 

• H1d: There is a significant impact of Availability of Evaluation Results (AER) on Symbolic Use 
(MEAN_UERSU) of evaluation results. 
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Table 5  Relationship between the Availability of Evaluation Results and the Utilization of Evaluation Results 

Dependent Variable Predictor Variable R R2 Adjusted R2 F (p value) B Beta t 

MEAN_UERCU MEAN_AER 0.594 0.353 0.350 123.859 0.000 0.594 0.594 11.129 

MEAN_UERIU MEAN_AER 0.608 0.370 0.367 133.257 0.000 0.675 0.608 11.544 

MEAN_UERPU MEAN_AER 0.606 0.367 0.364 131.470 0.000 0.635 0.606 11.466 

MEAN_UERSU MEAN_AER 0.594 0.353 0.350 123.847 0.000 0.612 0.594 11.129 

MEAN_UER MEAN_AER 0.688 0.474 0.471 204.37 0.000 1.412 0.688 14.296 
 

In reference to the Hypothesis and its sub hypotheses as mentioned above, the results of regression analysis are given 
in Table above. MEAN_UERCU, the correlation coefficient (R) of 0.594, reflecting a moderate to strong positive 
relationship while suggesting a moderate explanatory power. The F-statistic with a p-value of 0.000 shows the model is 
statistically significant. Accordingly, it reflects that there is a positive relationship between the evaluation results 
availability and the conceptual use of evaluation results while evaluation results availability is important for 
conceptually use the evaluation results.  

The MEAN_UERIU, the correlation coefficient (R) is 0.608, indicating a strong positive correlation with MEAN_AER and 
R Square value of 0.370 means that 37.0% of the variance in MEAN_UERIU reflects a moderate to high explanatory 
power. Based on the aforementioned regression results, it reveals that there is a strong positive relationship between 
the evaluation results availability and the instrumental use of evaluation results. Also, the evaluation results availability 
will support for the practical application of evaluation results in securing funding, scaling up projects, and influencing 
project restructuring etc. 

The MEAN_UERPU, the correlation coefficient (R) is 0.606, indicating a strong positive relationship with MEAN_AER. 
The R Square value of 0.367 suggests that 36.7% of the variance in MEAN_UERPU is explained by MEAN_AER. The 
unstandardized coefficient (B) of 0.635 implies that each unit increase in MEAN_AER results in a 0.635 increase in 
MEAN_UERPU. The Beta value of 0.606 indicates a strong effect size, and the t-statistic (11.466) with a p-value of 0.000 
confirms the significance of this effect. As per the above mentioned results, despite the explanatory power of the process 
use of evaluation results by the evaluation results availability is moderate, it shows a strong positive relationship 
between the two variables.  

For MEAN_UERSU, the correlation coefficient (R) is 0.594, reflecting a moderate to strong positive relationship with 
MEAN_AER. The R Square value of 0.353 means that 35.3% of the variance in MEAN_UERSU is explained by MEAN_AER, 
which is a moderate amount of explanatory power. The F-statistic (123.847) with a p-value of 0.000 indicates statistical 
significance. The unstandardized coefficient (B) of 0.612 shows that each unit increase in MEAN_AER leads to a 0.612 
increase in MEAN_UERSU. The Beta value of 0.594 reflects a moderate effect size, and the t-statistic (11.129) with a p-
value of 0.000 confirms the statistical significance of this effect. These results shows that   there is a strong positive 
relationship between the symbolically use of evaluation results and evaluation results availability with a moderate 
explanatory power. Hence, when the evaluation results are readily available, those will be used for strategic framing 
and communication to shape perceptions and build legitimacy for the intervention. 

As per the results of “Hypothesis: There is a significant relationship between the availability of evaluation results and 
the utilization of evaluation results in public sector of Sri Lanka”,  the analysis reveals a robust and significant 
relationship between MEAN_AER as the independent variable and the MEAN_UER as the dependent variable. For 
MEAN_UER, the correlation coefficient (R) of 0.688 indicates a strong positive relationship with MEAN_AER. The R 
Square value of 0.474 means that 47.4% of the variance in MEAN_UER is explained by MEAN_AER, which is a substantial 
proportion, suggesting that MEAN_AER is a strong predictor.  

Hypothesis test results between evaluation results utilization and evaluation results availability as two main variables 
have revealed the strong positive relationship between two variables as well as strong power of evaluation results 
availability to predict the evaluation results utilization. 

Considering the whole regression outputs of the Hypothesis including its sub hypotheses, in summary, MEAN_AER 
consistently demonstrates a strong to moderate positive relationship with each dependent variable across all models. 
The statistical significance of all coefficients suggests that the observed relationships are unlikely to be due to chance. 
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The R Square values show that MEAN_AER explains a significant portion of the variance in each dependent variable, 
highlighting its role as an important predictor in each case.  

Accordingly, these results confirm the sub hypotheses H1a, H1b, H1c, and H1d, indicating that the availability of 
evaluation results significantly influences all dimensions of the utilization of evaluation results as well as on the 
evaluation results utilization as the main dependent variable. Then, all null hypotheses of the Hypothesis and its sub 
hypotheses referred to the four dimensions of evaluation results utilization are rejected at 95% confident level with 5% 
error margin while their alternative hypotheses are accepted  

7. Conclusion 

Regarding the Context of Use, they seemed to indicate that the availability of the evaluation results was a most mediating 
factor that influences all the aspects of the UER. The regression analyses revealed that AER significantly predicted 
several key uses: There were moderate positive significant relationships between Conceptual Use (R² = 0. 353), 
Instrumental Use (R² = 0. 370), Process Use (R² = 0. 367), and Symbolic Use (R² = 0. 353). Based on these findings, it can 
be concluded that, if evaluation results are easily retrievable, they can be more likely to be used for insightful purposes, 
for funding or restructuring purposes, in terms of the implementations of skills and experiences acquired, as well as 
focusing on establishing appropriate frames of reasoning and disguising legitimation strategies. This emphasizes the 
need for making the evaluation results accrued available to all the stakeholder, because organizations that put much 
consideration into this will have a higher likelihood of utilization based on all the dimensions of UER. 

Recommendations 

Based on the questionnaire results and insights into the utilization of evaluation results among government officials 
and private sector individuals, it is evident that there are significant differences in how these findings are applied. 
Government officials reported utilizing evaluation results to a moderate extent, while individuals in the private sector 
indicated a very large extent of utilization. To bridge this gap and enhance the use of evaluation results within the 
government sector, several recommendations can be made to make available evaluation results adopting an agile 
approach. 

• Ensure that evaluation results are systematically documented and reported in a user-friendly manner. 
• Create a centralized repository for evaluation reports that are easily accessible to all relevant stakeholders, 

facilitating easy access and reference to important evaluation data. 
• Implement targeted dissemination strategies to ensure evaluation results reach the right stakeholders. 
• Use multiple channels such as newsletters, seminars, and digital platforms to share findings widely, 

tailoring communication methods to the preferences and needs of different stakeholder groups to 
maximize reach and impact. 

• Incorporate data visualization techniques to present evaluation results clearly and effectively.  

Suggestions for Further Research 

Future research should expand the range of subjects, incorporating perspectives from the public sector and regions 
most engaged in development activities. It is recommended to examine how evaluation findings are utilized across 
administrative levels, from local to national, to gain a comprehensive understanding of their application in various 
governance systems. Such research would provide insights into the factors influencing the use of evaluation results in 
government settings and identify context-specific adaptations necessary for successful implementation. This broader 
perspective would enhance the effective utilization of findings, leading to more efficient results delivery across diverse 
project environments. 

Compliance with ethical standards 

Disclosure of conflict of interest 

On behalf of co- author, the corresponding author states that there is no conflict of interest. 

References 

[1] Aibinu, A. A., & Odeyinka, H. (2006). Construction Delays and Their Causative Factors in Nigeria. Journal of 
Construction Engineering and Management . 



International Journal of Science and Research Archive, 2025, 15(01), 656-669 

666 

[2] Aibinu, A., & Jagboro, G. (2002). The effects of construction delays on project delivery in Nigerian construction 
industry. International Journal of Project Management 20, 593-599. 

[3] Alison Laycock, Jodie Bailie, Matthews, V., & Bailie, R. (2019). Using developmental evaluation to support 
knowledge translation: reflections from a large-scale quality improvement project in Indigenous primary 
healthcare. Health Research Policy and Systems. 

[4] Al-Kharashi, A., & Skitmore, M. (2009). Causes of delays in Saudi Arabia public sector construction projects. 
Construction Management and Economics, 3-23. 

[5] Alkin, M. C., & Daillak, R. H. (2015). A Study of Evaluation Utilization. Educational Evaluation and Policy Analysis; 
American Educational Research Association, Vol 1. 

[6] Alotaibi, N., Sutrisna, M., & Chong, H. (2016). Guidlines of Using Project Management Tools and Techniques to 
Mitigate Factors Causing Delays in Public Construction Projects in Kingdon of Saudi Arabia. Journal of 
Engineering, Product and Production Management, 6 (2), 90-103. 

[7] Anderson, L. (2018, September 06). Stakeholder Involvement and Collaboration in Evaluation. Retrieved May 13, 
2024, from https://aea365.org/blog/lindsay-anderson-on-stakeholder-involvement-and-collaboration-in-
evaluation/ 

[8] André-Pierre. (n.d.). SciELO - Scientific Electronic Library Online. Retrieved from 
https://www.scielosp.org/article/csp/1999.v15n2/253-256/en/ 

[9] Arditi, D., Koksal, A., & Kale, S. (2000). Business failures in the construction industry. Engineering, Construction 
and Architectural Management, 7(2), 120-132. 

[10] Assaf, S., & Al-Hejji, S. (2006). Causes of Delay in Large Construction Projects. International Journal of Project 
Management, 349-357. 

[11] Ayalewi, T., Dakhli, z., & Lafhaj, Z. (2016). Assessment on Performance and Challenges of Ethiopian Construction 
Industry. Quest Journals Journal of Architecture and Civil Engineering, 01-11. 

[12] Ayers, T. D. (1987). Stakeholders as partners in evaluation: A stakeholder-collaborative approach. Science Direct, 
10(03), 263-271. 

[13] Aziz, R. (2013). Ranking of delay factors in construction projects. Alexandria Engineering Journal, 387–406. 

[14] Bakar, A., Osman, O., & Khoshfoftari, M. (2010). CAUSES OF DELAYS IN IRANIAN CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS. The 
International Journal of Construction Management (2010) Vol. 10 No. 2, , 53-69. 

[15] Balthasar, A. (2009). Institutional Design and Utilization of Evaluation, A Contribution to a Theory of Evaluation 
Influence Based on Swiss Experience. Evaluation Review, 33(3), 226-256. 

[16] Bayley, J. S. (n.d.). Maximizing the Use of evaluation findings. ADB. 

[17] Benjamin, M. (2023). The Importance of Project Monitoring and Evaluation. Retrieved from 
https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/importance-project-monitoring-evaluation-migolo-benjamin 

[18] Blake, S. C., & Ottoson, J. M. (2009). Knowledge utilization: Implications for evaluation. Wiley InterScience. 

[19] Bourgeois, I., & Cousins, J. B. (2013). Understanding Dimensions of Organizational Evaluation Capacity. American 
Journal of Evaluation. 

[20] Bureau for Policy, P. a. (2015). UTILIZING AND LEARNING FROM EVALUATONS-1. USAID. 

[21] Carvalho, A. L., & Shimizu, H. E. (2017). The institutionalization of monitoring and evaluation practices: 
challenges and prospects in the view of the Brazilian National Health System managers. Interface. 

[22] Cense. (2024). Developmental Evaluation: A Short Introduction. Retrieved from 
https://www.cense.ca/developmental-evaluation-a-short-introduction/ 

[23] Christopher, D., & Christopher, A. (2016). Construction ProfessionaPerspectives on Government’s Construction 
Projects Delays in the Western Region of Ghana. International Journal of Research in Engineering and Social 
Sciences,. 

[24] Community, E. (2024). Project Evaluation. Retrieved from https://www.evalcommunity.com/career-
center/project-evaluation/ 

[25] Community, E. (n.d.). Evaluation Findings in Development Practice. Eval Community. 



International Journal of Science and Research Archive, 2025, 15(01), 656-669 

667 

[26] Cousins, L. M. (1997). Evaluation Use: Theory, Research, and Practice since 1986. American Journal of Evaluation, 
18(03). 

[27] Dhakal, T. R. (2014). Institutionalization and use of Evaluation in the Public Sector in Nepal. MultiDisciplinary 
Evaluation, 10(23). 

[28] Dhakal, T. R. (2014). Institutionalization and use of evaluations in the public sector in Nepal . Journal of multi 
disciplinary evaluations, 10(23). 

[29] Dolage, D., & Rathnamali, D. (2013). Causes of Time Overrun in construction Phase of Building Projects; A Case 
Study on Department of Engineering Services of Sabaragamuwa Provincial Concil. ENGINEER - Vol XXXXVI @ The 
Institution of Engineers, Sri Lanka. 

[30] El-Husseiny, N., & Earl, S. (1996). Enhancing the Use of Evaluation Findings . International Development Research 
Centre . 

[31] Evalcommunity. (2024). Evaluation Findings in Development Practice. Retrieved 2024, from 
https://www.evalcommunity.com/career-center/evaluation-
findings/#:~:text=Design%20and%20Implementation-
,Evaluation%20findings%20can%20be%20used%20to%20improve%20the%20design%20and,improve%20p
rogram%20design%20and%20implementation. 

[32] EvalCommunity. (2024). Using Evaluation Findings to Improve Program Design and Implementation. Retrieved 
fromhttps://www.evalcommunity.com/career-center/evaluation-
findings/#:~:text=Evaluation%20findings%20can%20be%20used%20to%20communicate%20the%20impact
%20of,of%20development%20programs%20and%20policies. 

[33] Evaluation, B. (2024). Make evaluation reports available and engage with primary intended users to make the 
results accessible. Retrieved from https://www.betterevaluation.org/frameworks-guides/managers-guide-
evaluation/distribution-learnings/make-evaluation-reports-available-engage-primary-intended-users-make-
results-accessible 

[34] FasterCapital. (2024). Involving Stakeholders In The Evaluation Process. Retrieved from 
https://fastercapital.com/topics/involving-stakeholders-in-the-evaluation-process.html 

[35] Fawwaz Elkarmi, N. A. (2011). A Novel Methodology for Project Assessment and Evaluation. Journal of Service 
Science and Management,, 4(3). 

[36] Foundation, N. S. (2024). Evaluation Reporting and Dissemination. Retrieved March 2024, from 
https://www.informalscience.org/projects/evaluation-reporting 

[37] Gardezia, S., Manarvia, I., & Gardezib, S. (2013). Time Extension Factors in Construction Industry of Pakistan. 
Fourth International Symposium on Infrastructure Engineering in Developing Countries, IEDC 2013.  

[38] Gebrehiweta, T., & Luo, H. (2017). Analysis of Delay Impact on Construction Project Based on RII and Correlation 
Coefficient: Empirical Study. Procedia Engineering , 366-374. 

[39] Goldman, I. (2019). Evaluation2-Evaluating the national evaluation system in South Africa: What has been 
achieved in the first 5 years? African Evaluation Journal, (Online) 2306-5133, (Print) 2310-4988. 

[40] Grant T. Savage, Bunn, M. D., Gray, B., Qian Xiao, S. W., Wilson, E. J., & Williams, E. S. (2008). Stakeholder 
Collaboration: Implications for stakeholder theory and practice. Journal of Business Ethics. 

[41] GREENE, J. C. (1987). STAKEHOLDER PARTICIPATION IN EVALUATION DESIGN: IS IT WORTH THE EFFORT? . 
Pergamon Journals Ltd , Vol. 10, pp. 379-394. 

[42] Hossain, S. S. (2019). Review of current system of data generation, aggregation, and use of quality statistical data 
for decision making purposes for the TVET/skills development. Bangladesh: ILO Country Office . 

[43] Hughes, C. (2024). Why Good Stakeholder Collaboration Matters – And How To Get It Right. Retrieved from 
https://www.meistertask.com/blog/why-good-stakeholder-collaboration-matters-and-how-to-get-it-
right/#:~:text=Stakeholder 

[44] Inc, R. P. (2022). Evaluation Challenges and solutions.  

[45] Indeed. (2023). Project Evaluation: What It Is and How To Do It. Retrieved from https://www.indeed.com/career-
advice/career-development/project-evaluation 



International Journal of Science and Research Archive, 2025, 15(01), 656-669 

668 

[46] Initiative, G. E. (2024). Resources and capacity for M&E systems. Retrieved from 
https://www.betterevaluation.org/frameworks-guides/strengthening-national-me-systems/organisational-
capacity/resources-capacity-for-me-systems 

[47] Institute., P. M. (2017). : A guide to the project management body of knowledge (PMBOK guide) (6th ed.). 
Pennsylvania: Project Management Institute. 

[48] IOM. (2022). The Guidance on the Use1 of Evaluations and Follow-up of Evaluation Recommendations. IOM. 

[49] Ismaaini, I., Memon, A., & Rahman, I. (2014). Expert opinion on risk level for factors affecting. International 
Journal of Construction Technology and Management. 

[50] Jeyakanthana, J., & Jayawardana, A. (2011). Mitigation Delays in Donar Funded Road Projects in Sri Lanka. 
ENGINEER - Vol XXXXV @ The Institution of Engineers, Sri Lanka. 

[51] Kabuye, J., & Basheka, B. C. (2017). Institutional design and utilisation of evaluation results in Uganda’s public 
universities : empirical findings from Kyambogo University. African Evaluation Journal, 5. 

[52] Kabuye, J., & Basheka, B. C. (2017). Institutional design and utilisation of evaluation results in Uganda’s public 
universities: Empirical findings from Kyambogo University. African Evaluation Journal, Vol 5. 

[53] Kesavan, M., Gobidan, N., & Diss, P. (2015). Analysis of Factors Contributing Civil Engineering Construction 
Project Delays in Sri Lankan Building Construction Industries. Journal of Industrial Engineering Research, 5-11. 

[54] Kirkhart, K. E. (2010). Book Review: Patton, Michael Quinn. (2008). Utilization-Focused Evaluation. American 
Journal of Evaluation. 

[55] Magazine, E. M. (2023). Call for Contributions: Stakeholder Engagement in Evaluation. Retrieved June 29, 2024, 
from https://idev.afdb.org/en/document/call-contributions-stakeholder-engagement-evaluation 

[56] Manager, P. (2024). Project Management: What Is Project Management? Retrieved from 
https://www.projectmanager.com/guides/project-management 

[57] Maria-Angeles Dies, E. M. (2004). The use of evaluation in complex multi-institutional contexs: a case study in the 
Basque Country. Berlin: European Evaluation Society 2004 Conference. 

[58] Maria-Angeles Diez, E. M. (2005). Using evaluation for collective learning and improving regionalpolicies: a case 
study in the Basque Country. Denmark. 

[59] Mohammed I Al-Khalil, M. A.-G. (1999). Delay in public utility projects in Saudi Arabia. International Journal of 
Project Management, 17(02), 101-106. 

[60] Nayoni, T., & Bonga, W. (2017). Towards Factors Affecting Delays in Construction Projects: A Case of Zimbabwe. 
Dynamic Research Journals (DRJ) Journal of Economics and Finance (DRJ-JEF), 12-28. 

[61] Njovu, J. T. (2015). Zambia‘s Experience in Building Capacity for Evaluation . Nigeria: Nigeria Association of 
Evaluators . 

[62] OECD. (2013). Evaluating Development Activities;12 Lessons from the OECD DAC.  

[63] Oguniyi, A. (2023). Program Evaluation Reporting. Adéléké Oguniyi. 

[64] Ojoko, E., Tanko, B., Jibrin, M., Ojoko, O., & Enegbuma, W. (2016). Project Delays Causes and Effects in the 
Construction Industry. 15-17. 

[65] Okwaro, O. R. (2022). Stakeholder Participation and Utilization of Monitoring and Evaluation Results: The Case 
of Non - Governmental Organizations in Nairobi City County, Kenya. International Journal of Humanities Social 
Science and Management (IJHSSM), Volume 2 (Issue 4), pp: 436-467. 

[66] Owen, J. M. (2006). Program Evaluation- Forms and approaches (3rd edition ed.). London. 

[67] Patton, M. Q. (2001, March/April). The CEFP as a Model for Integrating Evaluation within organizations. CANCER 
PRACTICE . 

[68] Patton, M. Q. (2005). The Challenges of Making Evaluation Useful (13 ed.). Rio De janiro: aval. pol. públ. Educ. 

[69] Patton, M. Q. (2008). Utilization focused evaluations (3rd edition ed.). SAGE. 

[70] PMBOK. (2017). A guide to the project management body of knowledge (PMBOK guide) (6th Edition ed.). Project 
Management Institute. 



International Journal of Science and Research Archive, 2025, 15(01), 656-669 

669 

[71] PRESKILL, R. T. (2001). Evaluation and Organizational Learning: Past, Present and Future. American Journal of 
Evaluation, Vol 22. 

[72] Rashid, Y., Haq, S., & Aslam, M. (2013). Causes of Delay in Construction projects. International Journal of Project 
Management 24, 349-357. 

[73] Rathnayake, A., & Ranasinghe, M. (2020). Evaluating Cost and Time Performance of Sri Lankan Construction 
Projects. Article in Engineer-Journal of the Institution of Engineers, Sri Lanka. 

[74] Saeed, J. I. (2009). Semantics (3 ed.). Wiley. 

[75] Sambasivan, M., & Soon, Y. (2007). Causes and effects of delays in Malaysian construction industry. International 
Journal of Project Management 25, 517-526. 

[76] Sanchez, L. M., & Nagi, R. (2010). A Review of Agile Manufacturing Systems. International Journal of Production 
Research, 39(16), 3561-3600. 

[77] Sivagnanasothy, V. (n.d.). National Monitoring and Evaluation.  

[78] Sivagnanasothy, V., & Anushyanthan, V. (2011). Sri Lanka: Use of Evaluation in Public Policy - Sri Lankan 
Experience. National Evalua tion Capaci ties:. 

[79] Studies, A. I. (2013). Dissermination of Evaluation Findings. Retrieved from 
https://aifs.gov.au/resources/practice-guides/dissemination-evaluation-findings 

[80] Team, Y. (2024). NAVIGATING IDEA MANAGEMENT PROCESSES. Retrieved from 
https://blog.yambla.com/navigating-idea-management-processes/ 

[81] Tengan, C., & Clinton, A. (2018). The Role of Monitoring and Evaluation. Research Gate(Springer International 
Publishing AG 2018). 

[82] Unit, E. C. (2000). Stakeholder Collobaration.  

[83] University, N. (n.d.). Why Is Project Management Important? Retrieved 2024, from 
https://www.nu.edu/blog/why-is-project-management-important/ 

[84] USAID. (2015). UTILIZING AND LEARNING FROM EVALUATIONS. Retrieved from 
https://usaidlearninglab.org/system/files/resource/files/utilizing_and_learning_from_evaluations.pdf 

[85] Winiko, S. M., Mbugua, D. J., & Kyalo, D. D. (2018). Utilization of Monitoring and Evaluation and Performance of 
Digital Education Technology Project in Malawi. INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF INNOVATIVE RESEARCH & 
DEVELOPMENT, 7(11). 

[86] Witwatersrand, U. o. (2022). Monitoring and Evaluation Overview. Retrieved 2023, from 
https://online.wits.ac.za/online-monitoring-and-evaluation-o 

[87] WorldBank. (2023). What is monitoring and Evaluation. Retrieved from https://ieg.worldbankgroup.org/what-
monitoring-and-evaluation 

[88] Zwikael, O., & Globerson. (2004). Evaluating the Quality of Project Planning: . International Journal of Production 
Research, 42(8), 1545-1556. 


