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A CAUSAL MODEL OF STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT AND 
FIRM PERFORMANCE 

Masa’deh, Ra’ed, Nottingham University Business School, Jubilee Campus, Wollaton 
Road, Nottingham, UK, raedmasadeh2003@yahoo.co.uk 

Kuk, George, Nottingham University Business School, Jubilee Campus, Wollaton 
Road, Nottingham, UK, g.kuk@nottingham.ac.uk 

Abstract 
Earlier studies in 1980s found no causal links between IT investments and productivity, since 
then a growing body of research has been investigating such links at a much finer-level of 
analysis. Yet the results have been inconclusive. We attribute the mixed findings to an 
incomplete causal chain analysis, specifically the exclusion of key constructs such as strategic 
alignment which would allow a better understanding of how organizations can leverage IT to 
positively influence firm performance. In this paper, we propose a framework that 
conceptualizes strategic alignment as the directional linkages between business and IT 
strategy, and examine how previously identified antecedent variables affect the linkages. And 
to complete the model, we also integrate two intermediate variables that link strategic 
alignment with firm performance. The framework provides insights into guiding further 
empirical research. For practitioners, they can use the present framework to walk through 
their investment decisions and understand the required resources and conditions to realize 
the potential values of their IT investments.   

 

Keywords: Strategic Alignment, KM Capability, IT-Business Value, Firm Performance 
 

1 INTRODUCTION  
One of the most widely cited quote, Robert Solow (July 12, 1987) once asserts that “we see 
computers age everywhere except in the productivity statistics”. This phenomenon is 
commonly known as the 'Productivity Paradox' which states that IT investments do not affect 
on productivity growth. Indeed, earlier studies in 1980s found no significant, direct 
relationship between IT investment and productivity at the level of firms, industries, and the 
economy (Strassmann 1990). However, later research has generated mixed and inconclusive 
findings. Against this, economists, MIS researchers and management scientists have 
encouraged more research at a finer-level of analysis of the causal links between IT and 
productivity (Brynjolfsson 1993).  

In the field of IS, the focus is on the identification of the missing links as part of the causal 
chain between IT and firm performance (Chan et al. 2006, Kearns and Ledere 2001; 
Sabherwal and Chan 2001). Hu and Huang (2005) argue that the way in which business 
strategy aligns with IT strategy in the real world still remains unanswered. Mahmood (1993, 
p. 185) states that “strategic managers clearly need a better understanding of the impact of IT 
investment on organizational strategic and economic performance”. This view is reiterated by 
many IS researchers that IT-business alignment can help organizations improve the positive 
impact of IT on their performance (Henderson and Venkatraman 1993; Reich and Benbasat 
1996; Croteau et al. 2001). Despite a growing body of research (e.g. Brown and Magill 1994; 
Reich and Benbasat 1996), recent review (e.g. Kearns and Lederer 2001; Chan et al. 2006) 
has continuously called for more research to examining the factors that affect IT-business 
alignment; and the coupling processes from alignment to enhanced business performance. 
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Against this, our aim is to provide a succinct and holistic review of the extant literature in 
strategic alignment; and notably to examine the antecedents of strategic alignment and the 
causal linkages between strategic alignment and firm performance. The rest of this paper is 
organized as follows. We will introduce the theoretical background of our research motivation 
and questions. Then, we propose a framework starting with our conceptualization of 
alignment as the directional linkages between business and IS strategy; the antecedents of 
alignment; and followed by the intermediate variables between alignment and firm 
performance.  

2 Theoretical background 
Numerous articles have been written about how IT affects organizational performance (e.g. 
Brynjolfsson, 1993; Dedrick et al., 2003). A major concern is how to assess the IT-related 
business value and organizational impacts. Broadly, there are two main approaches. The first 
approach examines the direct and multiple linkages between IT investment and organizational 
performance across economy, industry and firm. The second approach examines the indirect 
linkages between IT investment and organizational performance through identifying 
important intermediaries. These two approaches often lend themselves to contradicting 
results. Some research shows no significant correlation (e.g. Brynjolfsson 1993) whereas 
others indicate a positive relationship between IT investment and firm performance (Rai et al. 
1997). The challenge is not only to identify the crucial factors that affect firm performance 
but also to build a credible causal chain between IT and firm performance (Im et al. 2001). 
Most of the MIS research has started with IT-business alignment as an important missing link 
between IT and organizational performance (Henderson and Venkatraman 1993; Sabherwal 
and Chan 2001).  

IT - Business Alignment  

Alignment of IT or IS strategy with business strategy has been ranked as one of the most 
important issues facing business and IT executives (Luftman 1996). The alignment between 
IT and business can be defined as the fit of IT strategies and plans to business strategies and 
goals (King 1978). Alignment has been defined as the extent to which the IT mission, 
objectives and plans support and are supported by their business counterparts (Luftman et al. 
1993). Further, IT-business alignment concerns the degree of correspondence of an 
organization’s IT strategy and IT infrastructure with the organization’s strategic business 
objectives and infrastructure. Since the late 1980s, alignment has been an important concern 
to the business community (Watson et al. 1997) as it not only helps firms realize the potential 
benefits from investments in IT (Tallon et al. 2000) but also enhances business performance 
through aligning the organizational and technological infrastructures (Croteau et al. 2001).  

The majority of research in both IS and management literature deploys the strategic alignment 
model of Henderson and Venkatraman (1993). The model suggests that IT-business 
alignment can be achieved in organizations by building linkages among 4 strategic domains: 
business strategy, IT strategy, organizational infrastructure and processes, and IT 
infrastructure and processes. Ho (1996) argued that strategic alignment types can be classified 
as either bivariate fit or cross-domain alignment. While the former links two domains 
horizontally or vertically, the latter type could be seen as a multi-domain relationship that 
engages two or three strategic domains. Furthermore, some researchers (Markus and Robey 
1983, Miller 1993, Croteau et al. 2001) regard fit as mutual adjustment between business 
strategy or structure, and IT strategy or structure. Despite various types of alignment, our 
main focus here is on strategic alignment considering its importance to firm performance (e.g. 
Reich and Benbasat 2000; Chan 2002). 

We conceptualize alignment as the levels of fit related to the directional linkages between 
business and IT strategy. The directional linkages comprise three specific types: unilateral 
business strategy (BS) fit concerns fitting the BS to the IT constraints; unilateral information 
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system strategy (ITS) fit concerns formulating the ITS to fit/meet the business requirements; 
and bilateral fit concerns the establishment of a reciprocal relationship between BS and ITS. 
Although earlier research has suggested bilateral fit through mutual adjustment (e.g. 
Henderson and Venkatraman 1993, Markus and Robey 1983), most research seems to 
examine how ITS can be adjusted towards the success of alignment (e.g. Sabherwal et al. 
2001). Thus far, there is little research on the impact of unilateral fits on firm performance, 
specifically the conditions that favour one unilateral fit to another, and notably the ordering of 
the two types of unilateral fit to the emergence of bilateral fit. We hope the above 
conceptualization of alignment will provide better insights into the conditions of alignment in 
terms of the antecedent variables, and the consequences of alignment in terms of the 
intermediate processes in leveraging the organizational capabilities and further realizing the 
potential business values in IT. Figure 1 displays our research framework. 

1. Communication between business and IT executives. 

Research on strategic alignment underlines the importance of relationship management. In 
general, the relationships between business and IT strategy can be viewed as social and 
intellectual linkages. The intellectual linkage concerns the content of plans and planning 
tactics whereas the social linkage concerns the actors of the alignment process. Reich and 
Benbasat (1996, p. 58) defined the social linkage as “the state in which IT and business 
executives within an organizational unit understand and are committed to the business and IT 
mission, objectives, and plans”. Reich and Benbasat (2000) used Galbraith (1977) typology of 
six techniques to measure the ways in which IT and business executives communicate with 
each other. They include direct communication through regular or ad hoc meetings, electronic 
mail or written memos; a named person serving as a liaison officer; temporary task forces 
such as IT project team; permanent teams such as IT steering committee; promoting IT 
personnel to lead a business quality unit; and managerial linking roles. They found the level 
of formal communication between business and IT executives exerted a positive influence on 
short-term alignment. Further, Clark and Fujimoto (1987) suggested that successful linkage 
depends on direct liaisons and personal linkages across business and IT functional units. 
Broadbent and Weill (1993) also draw a similar conclusion that the linkages between IT 
personnel and business units predicted the success of a bank. Luftman and Brier (1999) found 
in their study that the relationship between IT and a non-IT person significantly contributed to 
alignment. Besides formal structures, Chan (2002) argued that informal structures can be far 
more important than formal structures, and affect the prospects of long-term alignment. 
Cohen and Levinthal (1990) argued that both intellectual and social linkages are vital in 
enhancing the absorptive capacity of a firm to recognize and assimilate the value of new 
information, and notably to enable appropriation. However, unilateral fit can be damaging, 
specifically, in the case of IT project escalation, the so-called mum effect when IT executives 
fail to communicate the problems to business executives (Keil and Robey 2001). In sum, 
bilateral communication between business and IT executives through formal and informal 
channels will greatly enhance both the prospects of short and long term alignment.  This has 
led to our first set of propositions: 

Proposition 1a. Bilateral fit in communication is positively related to alignment. 

Proposition 1b. Unilateral BS and ITS fits in communication are negatively related to 
alignment.  
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Figure 1. A causal model. 

2. Connection between business and IT planning 

While Luftman and Brier (1999) defined business goals and visions to facilitate alignment, 
researchers have viewed how planning processes foster alignment between business and IT 
strategy. For example, Lederer and Burky (1989) had shown that high involvement by IT 
executives in business planning gives IT executives a better understanding of top 
management objectives. Zmud (1988) supported the idea of the importance of involving the 
IT personnel in the planning process through IT partnership with business to successfully 
introduce new technologies. Teo and King (1997a) used a four-stage typology to gauge the 
level of planning and integration between business and IT. They found that the higher the 
degree of integration, the fewer the problems encountered during planning, and the higher the 
IT contribution to organizational performance (Teo and King 1999). Reich and Benbasat 
(2000) found a similar relationship between business-IT planning processes and alignment. 
Hence, by engaging business and IT executives in a bilateral process of business-IT planning, 
this is likely to increase alignment. This has led to the following set of propositions. 

Proposition 2a. An increase in bilateral fit in business-IT planning will contribute to a higher 
level of integration which in turn will increase alignment. 

Proposition 2b. Unilateral BS or ITS fit in the business-IT integration planning will slow 
down integration which in turn will decrease alignment.   

3. Shared knowledge between business and IT 

This factor concerns the level of mutuality in knowledge sharing and transfer. Chan et al 
(2006) argued that reciprocal exchanges of business and IT knowledge between business and 
IT executives (Tallon et al. 2000) not only improve shared understanding but also promote 
common vision. Vitale et al. (1986) argued that top managers that lack IT knowledge will 
invariably inhibit alignment. Hence it is important that business executives should be familiar 
with IT and technologies, and use that knowledge to augment their business knowledge 
(Sambamurthy and Zmud 1999). Nelson and Cooprider (1996) defined shared knowledge 
construct as the understanding and appreciation among IT and business managers for the 
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technologies and processes that influence their mutual performance. Reich and Benbasat 
(2000) described shared domain knowledge as the ability of IT and business executives to 
understand each other perspectives; contribute to each other’s input processes; and respect the 
contributions and challenges made by one another. They found that shared domain knowledge 
promotes both short-term and long-term alignment. Therefore, we formulate the following 
propositions:   

Proposition 3a. An increase in IT knowledge in formulating the unilateral BS fit will positively 
predict alignment. 

Proposition 3b. An increase in BS knowledge in formulating the unilateral ITS fit will 
positively predict alignment. 

4. Prior IT success 

This factor concerns the drivers towards a successful relationship with the vendors. 
Essentially, the key driver is the level of involvement of business and IT executives in the 
vendor selection, contract negotiation and management, and the design and implementation of 
the IT projects. Martins and Kambil (1999) asserted that past experiences of IT success will 
determine the perceptions of managers towards new or future IT strategic opportunities.  Put 
simply, a past system failure could lose credibility with both top executives and the end-users 
(Luftman et al. 1999). Dahlberg and Kivijärvi (2006) suggested that beliefs related to IT 
knowledge, attitudes and past experiences could be seen as a main contingency factor that 
affects strategic alignment. Rockart et al. (1996) argued that a successful IT track record is 
likely to develop its relationships with business at all levels. Luftman and Brier (1999) and 
Reich and Benbasat (2000) found that the track record of IT personnel namely its ability to 
meet its previous commitments, enabled alignment. Chan et al. (2006) explained that 
competent IT colleagues are more probable to be trusted and consulted in the decision-making 
processes; therefore, they are more aware of the developments of new business and operate 
within the emerging business requirements. In addition, Chan et al. (2006) suggested that past 
credibility gaps can not be ignored by managers and have to be considered as a high priority 
to address any outstanding credibility issues that business executives might have with IT. This 
has led to the following proposition. 

Proposition 4. Prior IT success is essential to enhance IT credibility and affects the level of 
unilateral BS fit to warrant alignment. 

 5. Environmental uncertainty 

Uncertainty embodies the differences between the information needed to perform a task and 
the information available (Galbraith 1977). While Sabherwal and Kirs (1994) argued that 
alignment could be achieved in more certain environments, some of the needed information 
within uncertain environments may be not available to make comprehensive decisions which 
could reduce harmony among organizational components. Thus, in the uncertain 
environments, IT can help firms deal with environmental uncertainty by increasing their 
ability to process information which in turn assists IT strategic utilization (Reich and 
Benbasat 1990). Therefore, managers are expected to put more trust on IT, invest more into it, 
and enhance the IT-business strategic alignment (Johnston and Carrico 1988). Sabherwal and 
Kirs (1994) found that IT management positively influenced alignment, whereas both factors 
of environmental uncertainty and organizational integration did not. Chan et al. (2006) found 
that environmental uncertainty as formative construct was correlated positively with 
alignment. Against this body of literature, we formulate the following proposition.  

Proposition 5. An increase coverage of how to deal with environmental uncertainty in 
formulating the ITS fit will positively predict alignment. 

6. Organizational size 

Nohria and Gulati (1995) defined organizational slack as the resources available which 
respond to changes or to invest in new projects. However, larger organizations have more 
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entrenched routines and are likely to inherit legacy systems. This makes the business 
executives more reluctant to change their business strategies. Hence, unilateral ITS fit 
becomes more salient and critical to the success of IT projects. On the other hand, larger 
organizations will have more slack resources to compensate for the disadvantages of 
unilateral ITS fit. The compensation is achieved through investing into acquiring  more co-
specialized assets to realize alignment. Hale and Cragg (1996) argued that the larger the 
organizational size, the higher the chance that the business executives will introduce formal 
processes and structures to warrant alignment. This has led to the following proposition. 

Proposition 6. In contrast to smaller counterparts, larger organizations have more slack 
resource to support unilateral ITS fit which in turn increases alignment.  

7. IT-managerial resources 

This factor concerns specifically the allocated managerial resources to IT. Luftman et al. 
(1999) identified six inhibitors to affect IT-business alignment strategy. They include: a lack 
close relationship between IT and business; poor prioritization of IT resources; IT failure to 
meet its commitments; a lack of IT understanding of business; and a lack of managerial buy-
in and support of IT, and a lack of IT leadership. Most of these inhibitors underline the 
absence of delegated managerial resources which are part of the co-specialized assets for a 
firm to realize the potential values of IT (Davern and Kauffman 2000). These managerial 
resources include that senior executive support for IT; that IT understands the business; and 
that IT demonstrates leadership. Reich and Benbasat (2000) found a positive relationship 
between the managerial resources and the social dimension of alignment. Motjolopane and 
Brown (2004) examined the construct of IT managerial resources and found it to positively 
influence alignment. Similar to organizational size, an increase in IT-managerial resources 
will help to compensate the disadvantages of either BS or ITS fit. State formally:  

Proposition 7. IT-managerial resources will positively predict alignment.  

8. Strategic information systems planning (SISP) 

Lederer and Salmela (1996) proposed a theory of strategic information systems planning 
(SISP) and considered alignment as the central consequence. The SISP is essentially a 
formalized way of enriching three key aspects of flow planning: comprehensiveness, 
formalization and control focus. For flow planning, it can be either a “top down” or a “bottom 
up” process. Fredrickson (1984, p. 447) defines comprehensiveness as “the extent to which an 
organization attempts to be exhaustive or inclusive in making and integrating strategic 
decisions”. Formalization refers to the existence of structures, techniques, written procedures, 
and policies which guide the planning process (Dutton and Duncan 1987). Control focus 
refers to the balance between creativity and control orientations inherent in the strategic 
planning system (Chakravarthy 1987). In deploying SISP as one of the success measures, 
Segars and Grover (1999) found that planning systems which reveal features of rationality 
and adaptation are positively related to planning effectiveness. With high planning 
comprehensiveness and formalization and control focus, formalized planning systems 
including SISP helps to foster a more effective top-down communication of the underlying 
rationality which in turn facilitates participation in strategic planning and adoption at the 
consumption ends. This has led to our eighth proposition: 

Proposition 8. Organizations that adopt rigorous forms of planning systems (e.g. SISP) to 
shed light on the rationality and creativity of business planning are most likely to facilitate 
unilateral and bilateral fits, and in turn enhance alignment.  

9. IT flexibility 

Mckay and Brockway (1989) explained IT infrastructure as the enabling foundation of shared 
IT capability which the whole business depends on. Weill (1993) argued that IT infrastructure 
should be flexible to be capable to hold the increasing customer demands without further 
costs. Duncan (1995) illustrated IT infrastructure flexibility in terms of connectivity, 
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compatibility, and modularity. Connectivity and compatibility are linked to the idea of reach 
and range (Keen 1991), which concern the sharing of a common set of IT resources with 
internal and external users. Duncan (1995) defined connectivity as “the ability of any 
technology component to attach to any of the other components inside and outside the 
organizational environment”. Byrd and Turner (2000, p. 172) stated that compatibility as “the 
ability to share any type of information across any technology component”, and modularity as 
“the ability to add, modify and remove any software, hardware or data components of the 
infrastructure with ease and with no major overall effect”. Few empirical studies tested if IT 
infrastructure flexibility enables strategic alignment (Ness 2005). We argue that an increase in 
IT infrastructural flexibility will compensate the disadvantage of unilateral ITS fit by 
enhancing the scope of the unilateral ITS fit. This has led to the following proposition.  

Proposition 9. IT infrastructural flexibility will increase the ITS fit to business requirements 
and in turn increase alignment.  

To sum up, the first three propositions emphasize the importance of bilateral over unilateral 
fit; proposition 4 concerns the specific role of IT in dealing with environmental uncertainity; 
proposition 5 underlines the impact of prior transactions with external IT vendors on shaping 
the perception of business executives; and propositions 6 to 9 examines various conditions of 
how firms can compensate the disadvantages of unilateral ITS fit especially when business 
executives are resistant to change their business strategy.  

Intermediary factors propositions 

1. KM capability 

With the causal link between KM capability and financial firm performance (Teece 1998), 
researchers have since argued for examining the intermediary role performed by KM 
capability between IT-strategic management and firm performance (e.g. Eisenhardt and 
Santos 2002). Yet there is a research void on the relationships among IT, KM capability, and 
firm performance. Tanriverdi (2005) defined KM capability as a second-order construct 
comprising of three first-order dimensions: product, customer and managerial KM capability. 
All three are said to complement each other. Product KM capability can not only cut costs but 
also boost the speed of new product and service developments. Firms that are capable of 
managing their customer knowledge (customer needs, purchase behaviours, and preferences) 
and managerial knowledge (knowing how to manage their employees, suppliers, and partners) 
can enhance their performance. Tanriverdi and Venkatraman (2005) argued that organizations 
which seek to utilize knowledge for greater firm performance need to focus on knowledge 
resources and the processes that create, exploit, and renew them. Hence, the role of IT is one 
of informing and sharing knowledge, and notably promoting effective reuse of knowledge 
resources. Using IT relatedness as a second-order construct (comprising of relatedness of IT 
infrastructure, IT strategy-making processes, IT vendor management processes and IT-human 
resources management processes), Tanriverdi (2005) empirically tested its significance to 
firm performance, and found that IT relatedness which promoted knowledge reuse 
contributed significantly to the financial performance of multi-business firms. Hence, firms 
that incorporate IT relatedness into their ITS are most likely to increase their performance. 
This has led to the following proposition.  

Proposition 10: IT-alignment that emphasizes IT relatedness will increase KM capability.  

Proposition 11: KM capability in turn mediates the relationship between IT-alignment and 
firm performance. 

2. IT-Business value 

Researchers have shown that strategic alignment is correlated with firm performance 
(Sabherwal and Chan 2001), IT-business value (Tallon et al. 2000), IS effectiveness (Chan et 
al. 1997), and competitive advantage (Kearns and Lederer 2001). However, while economic 
studies defined IT business value in terms of productivity, IT business value has been 

1700



measured from an organizational perspective and showed a positive correlation with objective 
measures (Dess and Robinson 1984). Mooney et al. (1995) developed a process-oriented 
framework suggesting that firms gain business value through the impact of IT on the 
intermediate business processes. They identified ten key intermediate business processes 
including organizational efficiency; organizational effectiveness; inter-organizational 
coordination; customer relations; supplier relations; competitive dynamics; marketing 
support; product and service enhancement; production economies; and business innovation.  

Tallon et al. (2000) developed a similar process-oriented model to evaluate the impacts of IT 
on IT business value. They found that firms’ IT objectives can be categorized into unfocused, 
operation focus, market focus and dual focus. Unfocused firms have neither clear IT goals nor 
directions. Operations-focus firms have clearly defined IT goals of using IT to reduce 
operating costs, improve quality and speed, and enhance firm effectiveness. Market-focus 
firms use IT to create or increase business value for their customers. Dual-focus approach 
uses IT to improve their focus on operations and market and in turn increases market reach 
and new market creation. Tallon and Kraemer (2003) found that alignment is highest in 
production, operations and customer relations, and lowest in sales and marketing. They (2003, 
p. 4) stated that “with the exception of Chan et al. (1997), the empirical literature has 
remained silent on the degree to which strategic alignment has impacted IT business value 
(where IT business value mediates the link between strategic alignment and firm 
performance)”. Hence, IT-business alignment which seeks to improve production, operations 
and customer relations is mostly likely to realize the potential values of IT. Effectively, IT-
business value mediates the relationship between strategic alignment and firm performance. 
This has led to the following propositions.  

Proposition 12: IT-business alignment that harnesses the processes of production, operations 
and customer relations will increase IT- business value.  

Proposition 13: IT-business value in turn mediates the relationship between IT-alignment and 
firm performance 

3 Conclusion 
While the present model examines the fit between business strategy and IT strategy 
(McFarlan 1984, Bergeron and Raymond 1995, Chan et al. 1997, Sabherwal and Chan 2001), 
it can be extended to examine other types of alignment. This generally follows a holistic 
conceptualization of fit in terms of co-alignment (e.g. Bergeron et al. 2004), which 
investigates the impact of fit between strategic integration (bivariate fit between business 
strategy and IT strategy) and operational integration (bivariate fit between business structure 
and IT structure) on firm performance.  

Although fit or alignment has been measured by using several perspectives including 
matching (e.g. Venkatraman 1989b), moderation (e.g. Van de Ven and Drazin 1985), 
mediation (e.g. Chan et al. 1987), gestalt (e.g. Bergeron et al. 2004), co-variation (e.g. 
Venkatraman 1989b), and profile deviation (e.g. Sabherwal and Chan 2001), the unilateral 
and bidirectional linkages between business and IT strategy provide a more sensitivity 
analysis of the required resources and conditions for realizing IT potentials. Future research 
can not only subject the present framework to empirical tests but also extend it to examine the 
ordering of unilateral fits to the emergence of bilateral fit. For practitioners, the present 
framework provides a detailed roadmap to guide the decision-making process and to focus 
their attention to the significant antecedents and intermediate variables that ultimately affect 
the bottom-line statistics.  

1701



References 
Bergeron, F., and Raymond, L. (1995). The contribution of IT to the bottom line: a 

contingency perspective of strategic dimensions. In Proceedings the Sixteenth 
International Conference on Information Systems, Amsterdam, 167-181.  

Bergeron, F., Raymond, L., and Rivard, S. (2004). Ideal patterns of strategic alignment and 
business performance. Information & Management, 41 (8), 1003-1020. 

Broadbent, M., and Weill, P. (1993). Improving business and information strategy alignment: 
Learning from the banking industry. IBM Systems Journal, 32, 162-179. 

Brown, C.V., and Magill, S.L. (1994). Aligning the IS Functions with the Enterprise: Toward 
a Model of Antecedents. MIS Quarterly, 18 (4), 371-403. 

Brynjolfsson, E. (1993). The productivity paradox of information technology: review and 
assessment. Communications of the ACM, 36 (12), 67-77. 

Byrd, T., and Turner, E. (2000). An exploratory analysis of the information technology 
infrastructure flexibility construct. Journal of Management Information Systems, 17 (1), 
167-208.  

Chakravarthy, B. (1987). On tailoring a strategic planning system to its context: some 
empirical evidence. Strategic Management Journal, 8 (6), 517-534. 

Chan, Y., and Huff, S., Barclay, D., and Copeland, D. (1997). Business Strategic Orientation, 
Information Strategic Organization, and Strategic Alignment. Information Systems 
Research, 8 (2), 125-150.  

Chan, Y., Sabherwal, R., and Thatcher, J. (2006). Antecedents and outcomes of strategic IS 
alignment: an empirical investigation. IEEE Transactions on Engineering Management, 53 
(1), 27- 47. 

Chan, Y.E. (2002). Why haven’t we mastered alignment? The importance of the informal 
organization structure. MIS Quarterly Executive, 1 (2), 97-112. 

Clark, K., and Fujimoto, T. (1987). Overlapping problem solving in product development. 
Working Paper. Harvard Business School. 

Cohen, W., and Levinthal, D. (1990). Absorptive capacity: A new perspective on learning and 
innovation. Administrative Science Quarterly, 35 (1), 128-152.  

Croteau, A.M., Bergeron, F., and Raymond, L. (2001). Business strategy and technological 
deployment: Fit and performance. Information System and Management, 6 (4).  

Dahlberg, T., and Kivijärvi, H. (2006). An Integration Framework for IT Governance and the 
Development and Validation of an Assessment Instrument. In Proceedings of the 39th 
Hawaii International Conference on System Sciences.  

Davern, M. J. and Kauffman, R. J. (2000). Discovering potential and realizing value from 
information technology investments. Journal of Management Information Systems 16 (4), 
21–143. 

Dedrick, J., Gurbaxani, V., and Kraemer, K. (2003). Information Technology and Economic 
Performance: A Critical Review of the Empirical Evidence. ACM Computing Survey, 35 
(1), 1-28.  

Dess, G., and Robinson, R. (1984). Measuring organizational performance in the absence of 
objective measures: the case of the privately-held firm and conglomerate business unit. 
Strategic Management Journal, 5 (3), 265-273. 

Duncan, N. (1995). Capturing flexibility of information technology infrastructure: A study of 
resource characteristics and their measure. Journal of Management of Information 
Systems, 12 (2), 37-57.  

Dutton, J., and Duncan, R. (1987). The influence of strategic planning process on strategic 
change. Strategic Management Journal, 8 (2), 103-116.  

Dyson, R., and Foster, M. (1982). The relationship of participation and effectiveness in 
strategic planning. Strategic Management Journal, 3 (1), 77-88. 

Eisenhardt, K. (1989). Making fast strategic decision in high-velocity environments. 
Academy of Management Journal, 32 (3), 543-576.  

1702



Eisenhardt, K. M., and Santos, F. M. (2002). Knowledge- Based View: A New Theory of 
Strategy?, in Handbook of Strategy and Management, A. Pettigrew, H. Thomas, and R. 
Whittington (Eds.), Sage Publications. London, 139-164. 

Fredrickson, J. (1984). The comprehensiveness of strategic decision processes: extension, 
observations, and future directions. Academy of Management Journal, 27 (3), 445-466.  

Galbraith, J.R. (1977). Organizations designing. Reading, MA: Addision-Wesley Publishing.  
Hale, A., and Cragg, P. (1996). Measuring strategic alignment in small firms. In Proceedings 

of the Information Systems Conference of New Zealand, Palmerston North, NZ, 128-135.   
Henderson, J.C., and Venkatraman, N. (1993). Strategic Alignment: Leveraging Information 

Technology for Transforming Organizations. IBM Systems Journal, 32 (1), 4-16. 
Hu, Q., and Huang, C. (2005). Aligning IT with firm business strategies using the balance 

scorecard system. In Proceedings of the 38th Hawaii International Conference on System 
Sciences.    

Im, K.S., Dow, K.E., and Grover V. (2001). Research report: a reexamination of IT 
investment and the market value of the firm-an event study methodology. Information 
Systems Research, 12(1), 103-117. 

Johnston, H., and Carrico, S. (1988). Developing capabilities to use information strategically. 
MIS Quarterly, 12 (1), 37-50.  

Kearns, G.S., and Lederer, A.L. (2001). Strategic IT-Alignment: A Model for Competitive 
Advantage. In Proceedings of the 22nd ICIS, Barcelona, 1-12. 

Keen, P.G. (1991). Redesigning the Organization through Information Technology. Planning 
Review, 19 (3), 4-9. 

Keil, M., and Robey, D. (2001). Blowing the whistle on troubled software projects. 
Communications of the ACM, 44(4), 87-93. 

King, W.R. (1978). Strategic planning for management information systems. MIS Quarterly, 
2 (1), 27-37. 

Lederer, A., and Burky, L. (1989). Understanding top managements' objectives: a 
management information systems concern. Journal of Information Systems, 49-66.  

Lederer, A., and Salmela, H. (1996). Towards a theory of strategic information systems 
planning. Journal of Strategic Information Systems, 4 (14), 1-50.          

Luftman, J. (1996). Competing in the information age: strategic alignment in practice. New 
York: Oxford University Press. 

Luftman, J., and Brier, T. (1999). Achieving and Sustaining Business-IT Alignment. 
California Management Review, (42) 1, 109-122. 

Luftman, J., Lewis, P.R., and Oldach, S.H. (1993). Transforming the enterprise: The 
alignment of business and information technology strategies. IBM Systems Journal, 32 (1), 
198-221. 

Luftman, J., Papp, R., and Brier, T. (1999). Enablers and Inhibitors of Business-IT 
Alignment. Communications of the Association for Information Systems, 1 (11), 1-32.  

Mahmood, M.A. (1993). Associating organizational strategic performance with information 
technology investment: an exploratory research. European Journal of Information Systems, 
2 (3), 185-200. 

Markus, M., and Robey, D. (1983). The organizational validity of management information 
system. Human Relations, 36 (3), 203-226. 

Martins, L., and Kambil, A. (1999). Looking back and looking ahead: effects of prior success 
on mangers' interpretations of new information technologies. Academy of Management 
Journal, 42 (6), 652-661.  

McFarlan, F.W. (1984). Information technology changes the way you compete. Harvard 
Business Review, 62 (3), 98-103. 

McKay, D., and Brockway, D. (1989). Building IT infrastructure for the 1990s. Stage by 
Stage, 9 (3), 1-11.  

Miller, J. (1993). Measuring and aligning information systems with the organization. 
Information & Management, 25 (4), 217-228.  

Mooney, J. G., Gurbaxani, V., and Kraemer, K.L. (1995). A process-oriented framework for 
assessing the business value of information technology. In J.I. DeGross, G. Ariav, C. 

1703



Beath. R. Hoyer and C. Kemerer (Editors). In Proceedings of the 16th  International 
Conference on Information System, Amsterdam, Netherlands, 17-27. 

Motjolopane, I., and Brown, I. (2004). Strategic business-IT alignment and factors of 
influence: a case study in a public tertiary education institution. Proceedings of SAICSIT, 
147-156.  

Nelson, K.M., and Cooprider, J.G. (1996). The contribution of shared knowledge to IS group 
performance. MIS Quarterly, 20 (4), 409-429. 

Ness, L.R. (2005). Assessing the relationships among IT flexibility, strategic alignment, and 
IT effectiveness: study overview and findings. Journal of Information Technology 
Management, XVI (2), 1-17. 

Nohria, N., and Gulati, R. (1995). What is the optimum amount of organizational slack? A 
study of the relationship between slack and innovation in multinational firms. Academy of 
Management Proceedings, 32-36.  

Rai, A., Patnayakuni, R., and Patnayakuni, N. (1997). Technology Investment and Business 
Performance. Communications of the ACM, 40 (7), 89-97. 

Reich, B., and Benbasat, I. (1990). An empirical investigation of factors influencing the 
success of customer-oriented strategic systems. Information Systems Research, 1 (3), 325-
347.  

Reich, B., and Benbasat, I. (1996). Measuring the Linkage between business and information 
technology objectives. MIS Quarterly, 20 (1), 55-81. 

Reich, B.H., and Benbasat, I. (2000). Factors that influence the social dimensions of 
alignment between business and information technology objectives. Management 
Information Systems Quarterly, 24 (1), 81-113.  

Rockart, J.F, Earl, M.J., and Ross, J. (1996). Eight Imperatives for the New IY Organization. 
Sloan Management Review, 43-55. 

Sabherwal, R., and Chan, Y. (2001). Alignment between Business and IS Strategies: a study 
of prospectors, analyzers, and defenders. Information Systems Research, 12 (1), 11-33. 

Sabherwal, R. Hirschheim, R. and Goles, T. (2001). The Dynamics of alignment: Insights 
from a punctuated equilibrium model. Organization Science, 12(2), 179-197. 

Sabherwal, R., and Kirs, P. (1994). The alignment between organizational critical success 
factors and information technology capability in academic institutions. Decision Sciences, 
25 (2), 301-330. 

Sambamurthy, V., and Zmud, R. (1999). Arrangements for information technology 
governance: a theory of multiple contingencies. MIS Quarterly, 23 (2), 261-290.  

Segars, A., and Grover, V. (1999). Profiles of strategic information systems planning. 
Information Systems Research, 10 (3), 199-232.   

Solow, R. S. (1987). We'd better watch out. New York Times Book Review, July 12.  
Strassmann, P. (1990). The Business Value of Computers: An Executive’s Guide. Information 

Economic Press, New Canaan, Connecticut. 
Tallon, P., and Kramer, K. (2003). Investigating the Relationship between Strategic 

Alignment and Business Value: The Discovery of a Paradox. Creating Business Value with 
Information Technology: Challenges and Solutions. Idea Publishing Group, N. Shin 
(editor). 

Tallon, P.P, Kraemer, K.L., and Gurbaxani, V. (2000). Executives’ Perceptions of the 
Business Value of Information Technology: A process-Oriented Approach. Journal of 
Management Information Systems, 16 (4), 145-173. 

Tanriverdi, H. (2005). Information technology relatedness, knowledge management capability 
and performance of multibusiness firms. MIS Quarterly, 29 (2), 311-334. 

Tanriverdi, H., and Venkatraman, N. (2005). Knowledge relatedness and performance of 
multibusiness firms. Strategic Management Journal, (26), 97-119. 

Teece, D. J. (1980) .Economies of Scope and the Scope of the Enterprise. Journal of 
Economic Behavior and Organization, (1), 223-247. 

Teo, T., and King, W. (1997a). Integration between business planning and information 
systems planning: an evolutionary-contingency perspective. Journal of Management 
Information Systems, 14 (1), 185-214.  

1704



Teo, T., and King, W. (1999). An empirical study of the integration business planning and 
information systems planning. European Journal of Information Systems, 8 (3), 200-201. 

Van de Ven, A., and Drazin, R. (1985). The concept of fit in contingency theory. Research in 
Organizational Behavior, 7, 333-365.  

Venkatraman, N. (1989b). The concept of fit in strategy research: toward verbal and statistical 
correspondence. Academy of management review, 14 (3), 423-444. 

Vitale, M., Ives, B., and Beath, C. (1986). Linking information technology and corporate 
strategy: an organizational view. In Proceedings of the 7th International on Information 
Systems, San Diego, 265-276. 

Voulgaris, F., Doumpos, M., and Zopunidis, C. (2000). On the evaluation of Greek industrial 
SMEs’ performance via multicriteria analysis of financial ratios. Small business 
economics, 15 (2), 127-136. 

Watson, R.T., Kelly, G.G., Gilliers, R.D., and Brancheau, J.C. (1997). Key Issues in 
Information Systems Management: An International Perspective. Journal of Management 
Information Systems, 13 (4), 91-115. 

Weill, P. (1993). The role and value of information technology infrastructure: some empirical 
observations. In R. Banker, Kaufman, R., M.A. Mahmood. (Eds). Strategic information 
technology management: perspectives on organizational growth and competitive 
advantage. Middleton, PA: Idea Group Publishing.  

Zmud, R.W. (1988). Building relationships throughout the corporate entity, in transforming 
the IT organization: the mission, the framework, the Transition, J. Elam, M. Ginzberg, P. 
Keen, and R.W. Zmud (eds.), ICIT Press. Washington, 55-82.  

 
 

1705


	Association for Information Systems
	AIS Electronic Library (AISeL)
	2007

	A Causal Model of Strategic Alignment and Firm Performance
	R Masa'deh
	George Kuk
	Recommended Citation


	A Causal Model of Strategic Alignment and Firm Performance

