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Abstract:

Strategic alignment has been extensively researched and reviewed. However, the field seems to have reached a
stagnant stage in regard to the theoretical, methodological and philosophical foundations employed. In
addition, existing research has been criticised due to its inability to capture the messy reality of organisations
as well as it being undesirable for firms — as organisations must always change. This paper offers a review of
the critique and address them in a constructive manner that reveals the underlying assumptions of which the
criticisms are derived. In doing so, new perspective is offered that draws on concepts of complexity theory such
as emergence and co-evolution. Special issues have proposed embracing complexity — but the publications to
date do not reflect this. Therefore the aim is to offer a stepping stone for further research that builds on the
foundation and insights provided by previous alignment research.

Key Words: Strategic Alignment, Emergence, Co-Evolution, Process, Complexity
1.0 Introduction:

Strategic alignment (SA) has been a core part of the strategic information systems research
stream (Gable, 2010). It is thoroughly reviewed and discussed (see Chan & Reich, 200743,
2007b; Coltman et al., 2015), perhaps due to the fact that it has remained a top management
concern for the last three decades (Kappelman et al., 2018). Scholars engaging in the inquiry
of SA have drawn on information systems research, strategic management and organisation
theory. While these three domains have continued to advance in terms of theoretical
underpinnings and methodologically tools — the SA literature has not followed the suit. Due to
the stagnant stage of SA (in regards to new perspectives), it has received criticisms — as
presented by Chan & Reich (2007a). Much of this criticism stems from the of the researchers
sticking to ‘classical’ or ‘traditional’ theoretical frameworks and methodologies that have not
allowed this topic to be advanced at the same pace as other topics in SA’s neighbouring

domains.

These traditional, contingency-based approaches are reflective of reductionism. The
reductionist methodology seeks to reduce (break) the organisational system into smaller parts
and use contingency-based analytical frameworks to construct a theory to understand how these
smaller parts function (Sayer, 1992; Pollalis, 2003; Burgelman, 2011). As Rashidiard &
Colleagues (2015) note in regard to strategic management: the predominant reductionist

approach led to inconsistencies in findings regarding strategy constructs and performance
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which may not be appropriate to capture a firm’s reality. Reductionist approach is rooted in the
positivist paradigm which disregards stratification, emergent powers (Sayer, 1992) and other
complexities of social reality (Sachs & Ruhli, 2001). To counter these issues — scholars have
proposed a holistic approach which captures reality in flight, identifies complex
interrelationships and acknowledges emergent processes such as improvisation by adopting
complex systems concepts and perspectives such as co-evolution (Weick, 1998; Lewin &
Volberda, 1999; Kogetsidis, 2012) or a configurational approach (Rashidiard et al., 2015).

As physics Nobel Laureate Laughlin (2006) claims, we are now at the ‘emergent age’ which
replaces the reductionist approach that gave rise to positivism. This era refers to emergentism
which “looks for the underlying mechanisms under which these phenomena come about” (Lai,
2007: 570). Although the natural sciences were first to embrace the concepts of complexity
after realisation that systems are not stable, certain and composed of linear relationships — but
rather characterised by instability, uncertainty and non-linear processes (Prigonene, 1997),
social scientist, management scholars and IS researchers have realised the usefulness of
embracing complexity in attempting to construct holistic approaches to understanding,
researching and examining organisational phenomena (Lewin & Volberda, 1999; Merali, 2006;
Merali & McKelvey, 2006; Jaccuci et al., 2006; Merali & Allen, 2011; Thietart & Forgues,
2011; Merali et al., 2012; Condorelli, 2016).

Therefore, the aim of this paper is to address these criticisms in a constructive manner and to
continue the proposals set out by special issues on embracing complexity in the information
systems field (see Jaccuci et al., 2006; Merali & McKelvey, 2006). First, the criticisms are
stated, examined and discussed. This will give the reader an understanding of the context as
well as promoting the need for processual research. Secondly, complex adaptive systems,
emergence and co-evolution will be discussed as a possible future avenue to advance SA
research. Finally, a discussion is provided to suggest future possible research topics and
questions to further the agenda put forward in the special issues.

2.0 Criticisms:

The following section will address the four major criticisms noted by Chan & Reich (2007a:
298) by providing a counterargument. The criticism arise from scholars who argue that SA
literature has so far failed to effectively capture the phenomenon and claiming that SA in itself
being not being desirable. Thus the question is — should we abandon the quest to further

examine SA? The short answer is — No. The long answer is that Chief Information Officers
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have ranked it a top priority for the last three decades (Kappelman, 2018), suggesting that
research should still make an attempt to understand this phenomenon in a holistic manner. This
can be achieved by taken an alternative perspective; namely one that overcomes the criticisms
and allows for a new perspective on the phenomenon that has the ability to capture real

organisational dynamics and offers practical insights to the practitioners.

2.1 Criticism #1: Alignment research is mechanistic and fails to capture real life

The first argument against SA presents mechanistic approach adopted by previous research —
emphasising the use of static variance-based scientific method where researchers employed
models to test various relationships for significance and attempted to understand human
interaction (Chan & Reich, 2007).

As Ciborra (1997: 71) notes in a commentary on SA, the world is messy and that ‘sophisticated’
models developed on SA “remain a de-worlded image of the organisation”. This statement
refers to the use of static methodological approaches that are not able to capture the
characteristics of a ‘messy’ world. For example, some authors report that SA does not remain
constant due to ‘muddling through’ and tinkering’ (Vitale et al., 1986) or that the use of
technology is characterised by improvisations and ‘bricolage’ (Orlikowski, 1996; Ciborra,
1998). Thus, in order to capture the reality of organisations one must incorporate the
ontological concept of ‘becoming’ to understand improvisation, emergence and micro practices
that enact order within the firm (Weick, 1998). Although this point-of-view has already been
incorporated by processual strategy researchers such as Mintzberg and Burgelman as well as
by process theorists such as Pettigrew, Dawson and Van de Ven — these have not been
translated to the approach taken by SA researchers specifically and IS in general to the extent
as in the neighbouring domains; and hence, the research is too mechanistic and fails to capture

real life.

The second issue is the use of contingency theory which led to previous research being
reductionist. Alignment in the general management arena was derived from both contingency
theory and population ecology — which paved the way to understand the contingency variables
that influence performance and firm survival. Within the contingency tradition, the presented
models all have the underlying assumption that context (internal or external) and structure must
fit to achieve and maintain performance (Drazin & Van de Ven, 1985). Following this,
contemporary fit-based research has sought to understand and measure the alignment between

various constructs to determine the influence on performance. Common contingencies used in
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SA literature include: firm size (Ein-Dor & Segev, 1982; Raymond et al., 1995; Chan et al.,
2006), industry (Tan, 1995; Chan et al., 2006); strategic orientation (Tan, 1995; Croteau &
Bergeron, 2001; Chan et al., 2006; Tallon 2008, 2011), and environmental uncertainty (Choe,
2003; Yayla & Hu, 2009). These studies are reminiscent of the linkage-exploring domain of
strategy research, that attempt to understand the link between contingencies, firm performance
and alignment (Hutzschenreuter & Kleindienst, 2006). These studies are also reflective of the

reductionist era, by breaking down the system into smaller parts to understand their ‘links’.

Contingency-based studies have been criticised in the management field in general (e.g.
Schoonhoven, 1981; Drazin & Van de Ven, 1985; Fry & Smith, 1987) as well as in IS and SA
literature specifically (Weill & Olson, 1989; Brown & Magill, 1994; Sambamurthy & Zmud,
1999). The first issue relates to the lack of clarity in theoretical assumptions that are used to
guide contingency research. Schoonhoven (1981: 351) notes that the assumptions such as —
this structure fits this specific environment — is too ‘ambiguous’ and requires more precision;
suggesting that “it is quite possible that environment and technology are related to distinctly
different structural variables rather than to the same unspecified set”. In that manner,
contingency theorists also tend to misinterpret alignment to be contingency effects rather than
merely congruent relationships — thus attempting to ‘mix apples and oranges’ to understand

and predict organisation phenomena (Drazin & Van de Ven, 1985; Fry & Smith, 1987).

The mixing apples and oranges refers to using different conceptualisations of SA with different
analytical methods to understand the relationship of SA with firm performance. In that sense,
it is close to impossible to combine findings to produce a coherent and generalisable framework
of contingency variables. Venkatraman (1989) developed an overview of six types of alignment
approaches — each with distinct theoretical meanings and analytical methods — that have been
used in strategic management literature. Due to differing approaches, differing and
contradicting results have occurred. Bergeron & Colleagues (2001 : 139) tested each six types
of alignment as proposed by Venkatraman in the IS field and found that different measures of
alignment lead to different results regarding the achievement of abnormal returns. Furthermore,
they concluded that the inability of research to “specify the exact perspective of fit... often lead
researchers to obtain contradictory, mixed, or inconsistent results”. Additionally, while
Parthasartathy & Sethi (1993), Chan & Colleagues (1997) and Li & Ye (1999) found significant
relationship between SA and firm performance using the moderation approach (criterion
specific), Kearns & Lederer (2000) found a non-significant relationship using the criterion-free

matching perspective (Oh & Pinsonneualt, 2007). Venkatraman acknowledges the limitations
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of the various alignment approaches during longitudinal operationalisations of fit and states
that alignment “is a dynamic and never-ending task, whereby the organisation is continually
“shooting at a moving target of coalignment (Thompson, 1967: 234)... [and] it is unclear
whether the six perspectives identified here are appropriate for testing them” (Venkatraman,

1989: 441).

The aforementioned contradictions have been known to refer to as the alignment paradox (see
Gerow et al., 2014; Liang et al., 2017; Zhou et al., 2018). Interestingly, the plethora of
contradictions is not unique to the SA literature, but common among all domains that employ
contingency theory as a result of a reductionist approach. Edwards (1994: 51) identifies the
same issue in the organisation behaviour field — stating that the use of contingency theory
“present numerous substantive and methodological problems that severely threaten the

interpretability and conclusiveness of the obtained results”.

Weill & Olson (1989: 59) also present a critique of contingency theory, concluding that
“research in MIS has been hampered by the use of a naive meta-theory, conflicting empirical
results with low explained variance, ill-defined concepts of performance and fit, and a narrow
perspective of researchers”. They suggest specific recommendations to overcome the narrow
focus and naive meta-theory derived from contingency theory. The recommendations revolve
around employing a different set of methodologies, such as qualitative case studies,
ethnographic studies, longitudinal studies, and a mixed-method methodology to support theory
building in the MIS research domain (Weill & Olson, 1989). Indeed, the majority of SA and
IS research in general have adopted a positivist epistemological perspective (Orlikowski &
Baroudi, 1991; Chen & Hirschheim, 2004) in contrast to interpretivism and the more recent
critical realist approach (Wynn & Williams, 2012; Mingers et al., 2013). The positivist
approach has led to numerous assumptions being adopted from the natural sciences where
scholars “are in effect attempting to freeze the social world into structured immobility and to
reduce the role of human beings to elements subject to the influence of a more or less
deterministic set of forces” (Morgan & Smircich, 1980: 498). Thus, it may be beneficial to

adopt a new lens with differing ontological and epistemological assumptions.

2.1.1: Summary

The message is clear. The current methodological toolset does not allow to capture the social
reality nor to understand the complex processes at play. Secondly, the research is confronted
with contradictory and mixed results — which is less beneficial to the practitioner. The general
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consensus is that alignment leads to better performance and efficiency. Therefore, continuing
the investigation of construct-performance linkages using differing analytical approaches to
understand alignment and performance advances the field to a lesser extent. Rather,
practitioners and researchers are may be better served by investigating how alignment is
achieved and how it evolves in an organisation. In order to do so, scholars in the
aforementioned sections argue for the use and adoption of qualitative methods and a processual
ontology. This research approach allows for a holistic understanding that acknowledges the
emergent nature of processes and the dynamic context in which SA is achieved.

2.2 Criticism #2: Alignment is not possible if the business strategy is unknown or in
progress

The second argument is based on the premise that alignment of the IS strategy cannot occur if
the business strategy is unknown or in progress (Chan & Reich, 2007a). The argument is also
reminisce of an older debate within organisation theory that is representative of divergence in
research that adopts either a voluntarist or deterministic approach to organisational adaptation
and strategic change (Astley & Van de Ven, 1983; Hrebiniak & Joyce, 1985). These schools
directly relate to the assumptions on how strategy and change can be characterised. While some
adopt the approach that strategy and change is planned (Voluntarist: e.g. Child, 1972; Quinn,
1980) others state that strategic change emerges naturally from the responses of the
environment (Determinist: e.g. Weick & Quinn, 1999). Although some authors adopt these
approaches as competing perspectives, Burnes (2004, 2012) as well as Bamford & Forrestor
(2003) asserts that these approaches are complementary — representative of the dynamics of
complex adaptive systems (Allen et al., 2011). Therefore, it is possible that this criticism arose
of the use of a voluntarist approach, to the extent that strategy is only identified within plans

and doesn’t consider the emergent forces at play in the strategising process.

If there are no plans, actors still tend to take actions towards a goal — characterised by a more
dominant emergent approach (Mintzberg, 2007). Within SA literature, Sabherwal & Collegues
(2001) acknowledge the treatment of alignment as a static end-state and make the case for
needing to view alignment as ‘a moving target’ (Javenpenaa & Ives, 1993) and as an emergent
process. Furthermore, in a recent study on the influence of entrepreneurial action on SA in new
ventures, Street & Colleagues (2018) a more dominant emergent aligning activities in one case
study. In that sense, there seems to be some evidence for the emergent nature of alignment, but
it is not yet examined in-depth —in the form of understanding and tracing the emergent strategy

overtime and its influence on the SA process.
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SA research typically focused on intended strategy and not taking into account the emergent
nature of strategy processes. The intended strategy never becomes realised but rather there are
emergent actions, events and decisions that influence and alter the intended strategy. The key
is to distinguish between alignment in terms of strategic plans (what firms intend to do) and
alignment in terms of realised strategy — what firms actually do (Coltman et al., 2015). As
Moncrieff (1999: 273) notes: “not all intended strategies are realised, and not all realised
strategies were intended. Realised strategy is often emergent in nature”. This is supported by
Mintzberg & Water (1985) who argue that strategy cannot be pure deliberate nor pure
emergent, but rather in-between the continuum. To understand the complex organisation
process of strategy, one must study the interplay between intended and realised strategies
(Mintzberg, 1978), which is also suggested by IS Scholars (Chan et al., 1998). This will require
“examining the existing documentation (IS strategy statements, documents, minutes of
planning meetings, etc.), coupled with asking questions of key informants regarding the

organization’s formal IS directions and strategic intent” (Chan et al., 1998: 274).

Finally, they state that “very little research has examined realised IS strategy. Also, very little
research has addressed the measurement of either intended or realised IS strategy” (Chan et al.,
1998: 274). The issue here is that previous SA content researchers have commonly analysed
the ‘intended’ IS and business plans and strategies (e.g. Earl, 1989; Keen, 1991; Raghuanthan
& King, 1988; Ward et al., 1990), although Mintzberg & Water’s (1985) make a clear and solid
case that no strategy is realised as intended. In that regard, SA researcher must examine how
the unintended, autonomous and emergent strategy shapes and shifts the final realised SA

configuration — which has not yet been examined.

2.2.1: Summary

Overall, to advance the field of SA — both intended/deliberate and autonomous/emergent
strategies must be traced over time to understand how the realised state of SA comes about. In
doing so, the conceptualisation of strategy must be altered to incorporate its dynamic and
emergent nature. Since much evidence suggests that strategy formation is not static and “rarely
conforms to the ideal of rational decision-making an subsequent planned change”, it is better
to view strategy formation as a process of change (Mintzberg et al., 1990; Chia 1994; Langley
et al, 1995; Laroche, 1995; Hendrey 2000; cited in Sminia, 2009: 98).

To exemplify the aforementioned statement regarding planned change, top management may
not even be aware of strategic change occurring (Burgelman, 1996) due to autonomous strategy
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processes at the lower level of the organisation (Burgelman, 1983). Therefore, if researchers
get top management to fill out surveys or questionnaires or even interview them — they will not
be able to identify the emergent bottom-up change that is occurring. In that case the
conceptualisation of strategy must be altered to include one that can —such as strategy as pattern
(see Mintzberg & McHugh, 1985).

To develop a tool for identifying strategising actions and events that are deliberate and ones
that are emergent, Burgelman’s (1991, 1994, 2002) framework for interorganisational ecology
of strategy making and organisational adaptation can be utilised. Burgelman (1991, 2002: 347)
conceptualises induced (deliberate) strategy as one that “exploits initiatives that are within the
scope of a company’s current strategy” and autonomous (emergent) strategy as one that
“exploits initiatives that emerge through exploration outside of the scope of the current
strategy”. Using these conceptualisations may allow one to trace both emergent and deliberate
strategic alignment processes over time and see how the final strategy is realised. These
findings and explanations can assist the practitioner in understanding how to manage these
emergent autonomous processes that can positively or negatively influence the final realised

strategy.

2.3 Criticism #3: Alignment is not desirable as an end in itself since the business must
always change

The third major criticism of SA contains two components: 1) that traditional research has
classified SA as an ‘end-state’; and 2) that alignment creates inertia. Initially, SA was
characterised as an outcome or end state — something to be achieved (e.g. Lederer & Salmela,
1996; Mentzas, 1997; Grover & Segars, 2005; Newkirk et al., 2008). However, scholars now
argue that SA is not an end state, but rather a continuous process of adaptation and change
(Henderson & Venkatraman, 1993), ‘a moving target’ (Jarvenpeena & Ives, 1993; Sabherwal
et al., 2001) or a continuous balancing act (Burn, 1993, 1996). The second component, path
dependence, refers to long-term alignment when a trajectory eventually leads to a ‘lock-in’ that
produces inertia (Sydow et al., 2009). However, this criticism doesn’t take into account re-
alignment. It would be counterproductive to disregard alignment purely on the fact that it leads
to inertia, as any IS routine, activity or strategy carried out over a long period produces inertia
—whether structural, political or psychological (see Besson & Rowe, 2012). Rather, the concept
of re-alignment needs to be embedded within SA literature (as done with Sabherwal et al.,
2001) to understand how firms have managed re-alignment efforts and to avoid undesired

trajectories.
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Inertia is a function of alignment (Hannan et al., 2002; Schwarz, 2012) — and therefore should
be integrated within SA literature. The implication of fit within an open-systems perspective is
that maintaining a long-term ‘steady-state’ leads to inertia through path dependence. However,
positivist quantitative methodologies are not able to effectively analyse inertia and trace the
trajectory of the path that leads to a ‘lock-in’. In terms of complexity-based concepts, when a
strategy gets initiated (to fit with internal structures/components or with the environmental
context), actors within the organisation will commence the implementation phase which
produces a trajectory through self-reinforcing mechanisms (Sydow et al., 2009) — via recursive
positive feedback loops. This suggests that the set path is difficult to reverse (and shouldn’t be
reversed as ‘fit’ leads to greater performance) — due to resistance. The path then leads to a
‘lock-in’, which results in inertia — the inability for the firm or subsystem to realign without a
major trigger, such as revolutionary change (as illustrated in the punctuated equilibrium model,
Sabherwal et al., 2001). Thus, short-term fit is beneficial for performance while long-term fit

is negatively associated with firm performance.

To avoid or overcome the current trajectory of a ‘lock in’, strategic renewal is required; which
is defined as “the activities a firm undertakes to alter its path dependence” (Volberda et al.,
2001: 160). Strategic renewal takes place in the form of autonomous and induced strategy
processes. The autonomous strategy processes refer to lower level change agents who initiate
actions outside the defined scope of upper management. Contrarily, induced strategy process
emphasises management top-down action to drive renewal initiatives that are defined within
the scope of the company’s overarching strategy (Burgelman, 1983). Both induced and
autonomous processes regarding strategic renewal (altering path dependence) should be
examined in the SA context — in an attempt to understand and help resolve the autonomous vs

induced tension in strategic renewal literature (Schmitt et al., 2016).

2.3.1: Summary

Overall, the majority of SA research has viewed alignment as static. Due to this reason, inertia
was never a concern to be addressed using variance studies. In contrast, the aim of the
processual school in SA is to understand how inertia occurs (Chan & Reich, 2007a). Knowing
how it occurs, the practitioners can use techniques to alter the path dependence that may lead
to a failed IS strategy implementation that is not aligned with the business or corporate strategy.
The first SA paper to examine the concept of inertia was Hirschheim & Sabherwal (2001) who
identified three SA profiles based on the Miles and Snow (1978) typology. The authors offer a
framework that organisations can adopt in their strategic IS realignment efforts. Chan & Reich
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(2007h: 344) state that the key lesson to be learnt from the authors’ three-firm case study “is
that it is important for organisations to understand the dynamic and emergent nature of
business-information systems alignment”. Therefore, one can argue that inertia does exist and
can offer efforts for realignment and that practitioners in organisations may find it useful in
identifying these trajectories. Furthermore, inertia can constrain organisations since they
generally want to maintain their status quo — thus it can comprise the development of
innovation strategies (Chen et al., 2010). In that sense, a processual lens can be used to identify
and trace bottom-up emergent strategies that arise outside of the scope of the predefined plan
that will influence the final realised strategy. Finally, in a recent variance-based study, Liang
& Colleagues (2017) found that social alignment moderates the relationship between
intellectual alignment and inertia. This means that social alignment has the ability to prevent
intellectual alignment from producing inertia via path dependence. Therefore, inertia provides

a promising avenue for investigation.

2.4 Criticism #4: 1T should often challenge the business, not follow it.

This criticism is derived from the fact that much of previous IS literature —and SA’s theoretical
precursors — have viewed IS as a support tool for the organisation. As Peppard (2018) notes,
the concept of an IS organisation has changed over the last 60 years in terms of name, role,
function and position in an organisation. Initially, strategic alignment was conceptualised as
the alignment of business and IS planning (e.g. King, 1978; Ein-Dor & Segev, 1978) where
management viewed IS as mainly a support role. Afterwards, management realised the strategic
potential of planning alignment and integrated IS into a firms structure to support corporate
objectives (e.g. Pyburn, 1983; Henderson & Sifonis, 1988). However, now scholars view SA
as a two-way relationship, defining SA as “the degree to which the IT mission, objectives, and
plan support and are supported by the business mission, objectives, and plans” (Reich &
Benbasat, 1996: 56). This view gives way to the idea of reciprocal alignment (Reich &
Benbasat, 2000; Hirschheim & Sabherwal, 2001) which overcomes the view that IT is purely
a support tool. To develop this further, Peppard & Ward (2016) present numerous studies
arguing that SA should be viewed as a co-evolutionary process where business and IS strategies
evolve and mutually influence each other. Although a conceptual paper was offered (see
Benbya & McKelvey, 2006) — no empirical study has empirically demonstrated SA as a co-

evolutionary process.
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2.4.1: Summary

As noted in the preceding section, strategic alignment is a two-way relationship with the
business and IS strategy. This means that SA should be conceptualised as a co-evolutionary
process in that both strategies get formulated together (thus IT having equal chance to influence
business) and that both vulnerable to changes from bottom-up emergent strategising by agents
at the individual-level. Thus, in general, this criticism is derived from the ‘old’
conceptualisation of SA at the point when management viewed IT purely as a support role.
However, as evidence shows, IS significantly influences the business strategy — thus the

criticism is actually unfounded.

2.5 Conclusion:

Overall, the addressment of issues identifies the need to move away from the traditional
theoretical perspectives and methodological approaches — similar to what is happening in other
fields within both the natural and social sciences. As noted, the organisation —and the world in
general — is messy. To capture and obtain a good understanding of how the organisation is
enacting strategies and activities, a change in theoretical and methodological approaches is
required. The new theoretical underpinnings can be related to concepts of complex adaptive
systems: namely, emergence and co-evolution. Strategy is not purely intended and deliberate
but rather influenced by emergent processes and alter the final realised strategy. Additionally,
authors in the processual area have also called for the incorporation of co-evolution to
contextualise strategising. Co-evolution can offer insights into how micro-level processes and
activities form and develop, that eventually lead to macro-level outcomes (Koume & Langley,
2018).

To incorporate the new theoretical approaches, a ‘modern” methodological toolset is required.
Whereas previous SA literature has utilised statistical and mathematical models to understand
contingencies and other linkages between SA and performance in a reductionist manner,
qualitative methods can allow one to “study social systems characterised by complexity and
nonlinear causation” (Burgelman, 2011: 591). To utilise qualitative methods such as
longitudinal case studies to explore the SA phenomenon, an alternative epistemological
standpoint needs to be taken. In the field of IS, the critical realist approach has been starting to
gain momentum — evident by the special issue in MIS Quarterly (see Mingers et al., 2013).
Critical realism (CR) is best suited for SA research as: 1) it is a “practice-based research domain
encompassing aspects of both natural science and social science” (Zachariadis et al., 2013:

856); 2) SA is a co-evolutionary process occurring within a complex adaptive system which is
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supported by the CR view of reality as complex systems where multiple differing mechanisms
and conditions exists (Benbya & McKelvey, 2006; Zachariadis et al., 2013); 3) that using a
single research perspective (i.e. positivist) for understanding 1S phenomena is unnecessarily
restrictive (Orlikowski & Baroudi, 1991; Mingers, 2001).

3.0 Complex Adaptive Systems, Emergence & Co-evolution

In general, complexity paradigm has been proposed in two special issues to advance the field
of information systems (Jaccuci et al., 2006; Merali & McKelvey, 2006) and within
organisation science (Anderson et al., 1999; Tsoukas & Dooley, 2011). The aim of all three
issues was to stimulate dialogue and present new was of theorising by using complex adaptive
systems as a new tool to simplify complexity of organisations and their environment. Although
these issues attempted to ‘nudge’ the researcher in incorporating these concepts to further the
field, the publications since have not presented these initiatives (see Coltman et al., 2015). In
addition, Merali (2006: 216) notes that the use of complexity science has stalled due to
conflicting views regarding the application of complexity concepts in field of management as
well as “fundamental principles being inappropriately applied to organisations”. Therefore, the
aim of this paper is to convey how CAS concepts may prove useful in further developing and
investigating SA — to overcome the hurdles and criticisms of previous research.

The focus of complex adaptive systems “is not to search for simple causes to complex outcomes
but, rather, to understand how simplicity emerges from complex interactions” (Gell-Mann,
1994; in Thietart & Forgues, 2011: 56). Furthermore, McKelvey (1997) argues that these
interactions within CAS should be observed through a co-evolutionary lens since these
interactions do not occur in isolations, but rather influence each other through non-linear
dynamics. Therefore, this section explores emergent (as it relates to emergent strategies as
described by Mintzberg), co-evolution (to understand the dynamic relationship between
business and IS strategies as well as micro-macro interactions). Additionally, processual

sensemaking strategies are discussed as a way to study these phenomena.

3.1 Emergence

Emergence has been discussed in organisation change and strategic management literature.
What both these streams have in common is that change and strategies emergence from the
bottom up. In the context of CAS, emergence refers to “the phenomenon whereby the
macroscopic properties of the system arise from the microscopic properties (interactions,

relationships, structures and behaviours) and heterogeneity of its constituents” (Merali, 2006:
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220). To understand emergence as defined by Merali, the CR perspective is useful as it seeks
to understand mechanisms on an ontological basis. The domain of real is comprised of
mechanisms and structures, structures referring to ‘real entities’ that are the subject of
investigation — commonly a company. These structures can also contain components (e.g.
departments) or be part of a larger structure (e.g. industries). Mechanisms are defined as “causal
structures that generate observable events”; particularly of interest are micro-macro
mechanisms due to their explanatory value that can explain emergent behaviour where micro
actions (interactions between varying components) can produce outcomes at the macro level
(Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013: 911). These ‘outcomes’ are events enacted from one or more
mechanisms where observable events are ‘experiences’ that can be empirically observed

(Wynn & Williamson, 2012).

The planned approach views “change as a process that moves from one ‘fixed state’ to another
through a series of pre-planned steps” (Bamford & Forrester, 2003: 547). However, an
organisation is not ‘frozen’ but is a ‘fluid entity’ where change is ‘ubiquitous and
multidirectional’ (Kanter et al., 1992). Thus, we shall look at emergent change with is based
on the “assumption that change is not a linear process or a one-off isolated event, but a
continuous, open-ended, cumulative and unpredictable process of aligning and re-aligning an
organisation to its changing environment” (Burnes, 2014: 363). These key facets are of interest
to scholars in organisational studies. For example, Goldstein (2011: 66) notes that “emergence
has surfaced as an important construct” that offers and suggests an alternative explanation to
how structures, strategies and practices arise without being imposed from command/control
hierarchies”. This notion should be of interest to practitioners, as it may explain why previous
attempts at designing architectures to implement strategic alignment have not been successful

—as IS failure is a prominent issue in both industry and scholarly research.

Regarding what could be advanced, two recent articlesaddress emergent aligning actions in SA
literature (see Karpovsky & Galliers, 2015; Street et al., 2018). Karpovsky & Galliers
(2015)analyse extant SA literature using a strategy-as-practice lens to classify aligning
activities and offer an analytical framework that identifies intended and emergent aligning
activities with a focus on tools or agents. Additionally, Street et al. (2018: 74) support the
classification presented by the previous authors and find that one case firm displayed emerging
aligning activities “with its bricolage-style, evolved, unplanned, sense-and-respond approach
to growth and development”. Although these studies advance the SA field by conceptualising

SA as dynamic using a strategy-as-practice lens, a processual approach has yet to be developed
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that understands how alignment emerges rather than what activities actors engage in that results

in emergent.

3.2 Co-Evolution:

As a way forward, SA scholars note that SA research should adopt a co-evolutionary
perspective (Agarwal & Sambamurthy, 2002; Benbya & McKelvey, 2006; Tanriverdi et al.,
2010; Vessey & Ward, 2013; Peppard & Ward, 2016). As the opening article to the newly
founded MIS Quarterly Executive, Agarwal & Sambamurthy’s (2002) study reveals that
‘leading-edge’ firm encourage co-evolution of IT and the business. In that case, it is also of
interest to scholars to understand how these two strategies influence one another and attempt
to understand the process in which it succeeds (high-performance realised strategy) or how it
fails (due to inertia, self-reinforcing mechanisms). Tanriverdi & Collegues (2010) argument

shares similarity.

Co-evolution was proposed by Lewin & Volberda (1999) to advance the selection-adaptation
discourse in organisation studies and strategic management. They pose the question: does
intentionality matter? As mentioned in this paper, previous research has often focused on
planned change which adopts the selection mechanism and takes the side of the voluntarist
ideology. However, as it has been identified — that change and strategy is emergent,
characterised by adaptation which takes the view of a deterministic perspective. Co-
evolutionary theory aims to incorporate both aspects where change and strategy “need not be
an outcome of either managerial adaptation or environmental selection but rather the joint
outcome of managerial intentionally and environmental effects” (Lewin & Volberda, 1999:

526). SA researchers have typically taken the perspective of intentionality, looking at plans.

So, how far have IS scholars come in framing co-evolution within the SA domain? To date,
there is only one published paper on incorporating the co-evolutionary lens to understand SA,
but is purely theoretical (Benbya & McKelvey, 2006). The authors’ main argument is that “the
coevolutionary and emergent nature of alignment has rarely been taken into consideration in
IS research and that this is the reason behind why IS alignment is so difficult” (Benbya &
McKelvey, 2006: 284, emphasis in original). While the authors develop a convincing reason
as to how SA is co-evolutionary and that firms and their respective environment are complex,
the application of complexity theory (scale-free theories) are rather descriptive and do not offer
IS researchers who are not acquainted with physics- and mathematical-derived concepts a way
forward and build on the content. In addition, it is unclear which approach one should take in
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examining these dynamics within a complex system. One point however that merits further
attention was the use of co-evolutionary properties (as defined by Lewin & Volberda, 1999)
where Benbya & McKelvey drew on them to further understand complexity within
organisations and their co-evolving processes. The four co-evolutionary properties are:
multilevelness/embeddedness, multidirectional causalities, feedback loops and path/history

dependence.

3.2.1 Co-evolutionary Properties

The following co-evolutionary properties are of interest to scholars as they are present in all
systems under investigation. What this means is that these properties have the ability to guide
research and bring new insights. These properties can be identified and examined using

sensemaking strategies (Langley, 1999; Kouame & Langley, 2018) from processual research.

Multilevelness and embeddedness suggest that coevolution takes place on multiple levels and
that these levels are embedded (Lewin & Volberda, 1999). The implications for this property
are the need for multi-level tracing of strategy process — which have been previous ignored in
SA research (Benbya & McKelvey, 2006) and has caused limitations in contingency-based
studies (Chan et al., 1997). Visual mapping can be employed as a sensemaking strategy to
understand how events, decisions, actions and outcomes are connected to larger event timeline
(Langley, 1999). This approach allows one to trace strategy processes over multiple levels of
analysis — similar to Siggelkow’s (2002) map of interactions in his single case study.
Additionally, as SA researchers are interested in how micro-level processes lead to macro level
outcomes (Liang et al., 2017), linking these connections due to embeddedness can bring the
field forward. Kouame & Langley (2018: 565) offer two main strategies for doing so: 1)
progression, to show mutual influence between micro and macro over time — which assumes
that micro and macro processes are recursively interconnected; and 2) instantiation, to show
how microprocesses accomplish macro outcomes which is built around the mechanism of

emergence (micro constitutes macro changes).

Multidirectional causalities refer to how changes on the micro-level can produce change on
the macro-level, and vice versa. Multidirectional causalities provide insights into the process
of change; for example: Pettigrew (1990: 270) suggests that the analyst of change have to
recognise that “activities at some levels of context may be more visible and rapid than at other
levels, and thus in the short-term sources of change may appear unidirectional, while in the

longer term a multidirectional pattern may appear”. This will require the research to map out
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long-term trajectories to identify multidirectional causalities. In this instance, temporal
bracketing can be used as it allows one to decompose many simultaneously-occurring temporal
processes. As Langley (1999: 703) explains, it is “especially useful if there is some likelihood
that feedback mechanisms, mutual shaping, or multidirectional causality will be incorporated
into the theorisation”. This sensemaking strategy is also useful in analysing two strategies
simultaneously in a sequential manner (Langley, 1999) — bottom-up emergent processes as well

as top-down planned/deliberate processes.

Feedback refers to recursive interactions between systems and subsystem leading them to
influence each other. The general systems theory is “based upon the principle of feedback...
providing mechanisms for goal-seeking and self-controlling behaviour” (von Bertalanffy,
1968: 90). This property can be referred to as ‘retention’ in the evolutionary process, where
feedback leads to the retention of certain actions and decisions that produce long-term strategic
alignment. Similar to the last two properties, visual mapping and temporal bracketing can be
used together to identify feedback. Specifically, once the visual map is produced and temporal
bracketing initiated, one can identify the feedback loops between decisions and their resultant

events.

Path and history dependence is the result of the solidifying effects of positive feedback loops
(inertia). History dependence of weak SA will make it difficult to achieve or break the path
towards sustainable alignment. Reynolds & Yetton (2015: 102) employ path dependence
assumptions into their research to help “explain the process by which strategy persists over
time”, to portray that past decisions cannot be easily reversed. This is also supported by
Hirschheim & Sabherwal (2001) who identify possible problematic trajectories based on three
alignment profiles. To understand and trace the path dependence process in an organisational
context one must observe events and decisions (as identified by the sensemaking strategies)
and look at how they impact those events and decisions that have succeeded them (Koch, 2011).
Additionally, the identification of these paths builds on the previous identification of feedback
loops. In the context of SA, the strategic path of both business and IS strategies need to be
understood to identify how trajectory is impacted by tension produced by emergent and top-
down planned strategising processes. Since the area of path dependence is relatively new, Koch
(2011) develops a six-step procedure to analyse strategic processes that may prove useful in

future SA research — as it also explains phenomena in complex adaptive systems.
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To conclude, the analysis of co-evolutionary properties may provide new insight into the
dynamic nature of strategising as well as SA specifically. Many complexity theories are
mathematically modelled through agent-based simulation such as the Monte Carlo simulation.
However, qualitative processual research also offers the researcher an ability to investigate and

understand complexity.

4.0 Conclusion

This paper addresses the criticism that the quest for continuing SA research should be
abandoned and that alignment is undesirable. However, based on the counterargument — it
seems that SA can be advanced significantly, as suggested by special issues that promote the
use complexity-based concepts. A way to advance the SA research by the incorporation of
complexity-based concepts along the lines of co-evolutionary properties. These properties can
be studied using a critical realist approach in addition to the use of processual theories.
Understanding these properties will bring research towards a new paradigm that embraces
complexity. This is similar to the trajectory of organisation studies which took a closed-system
perspective, then a cybernetic view of the organisation and top management as the dominant
coalition, after an open-system — and now, a complex adaptive system perspective. Overall,
previous literature employing the contingency-based approach has provided a great foundation

for the topic. This foundation can now use processual insights to develop the topic further.

5.0 References

Agarwal R and Sambamurthy V (2002) Principles and Models for Organizing the IT
Function. MIS Quarterly Executive 1(1): 1-16.

Allen P, Maguire S and McKelvey B (2011) The SAGE Handbook of Complexity and
Management. London: Sage Publications.

Anderson P (1999) Complexity Theory and Organization Science. Organizational Science
10(3): 216-232. DOI: 10.2307/2640328.

Astley WG and Van De Ven AH (1983) Central Perspectives and Debates in Organization
Theory. Administrative Science Quarterly 28: 245-273.

Bamford DR and Forrester PL (2003) Managing planned and emergent change within an
operations management environment. International Journal of Operations & Production
Management 23(5): 546-564. DOI: 10.1108/01443570310471857.

Benbasat BHR and I (2000) Factors That Influence the Social Dimension of Alignment
between Business and Information Technology Objectives. MIS Quarterly 24(1): 81—
113.

Benbya H and McKelvey B (2006) Using coevolutionary and complexity theories to improve



STRATEGIC ALINGMENT: TOWARDS A HOLISTIC PERSPECTIVE EMBRACING COMPLEXITY —
ADVANCING THE RESEARCH AGENDA

IS alignment: A multi-level approach. Journal of Information Technology 21(4): 284—
298. DOI: 10.1057/palgrave.jit.2000080.

Bergeron F, Raymond L and Rivard S (2001) Fit in strategic information technology
management research: An empirical comparison of perspectives. Omega 29(2): 125—
142. DOI: 10.1016/S0305-0483(00)00034-7.

Besson P and Rowe F (2012) Strategizing information systems-enabled organizational
transformation: A transdisciplinary review and new directions. Journal of Strategic
Information Systems 21(2). Elsevier B.V.: 103-124. DOI: 10.1016/j.jsis.2012.05.001.

Brown C V. and Magill SL (1994) Alignment of the IS Functions with the Enterprise:
Toward a Model of Antecedents. MIS Quarterly 18(4): 371. DOI: 10.2307/249521.

Burgelman RA (1983) A Process Model of Internal Corporate Venturing in the Diversified
Major Firm. Administrative Science Quarterly 28(2): 223-244. DOI: 10.2307/2392619.

Burgelman RA (1991) Intraorganizational Ecology of Strategy Making and Organizational
Adaptation : Theory and Field Research. Organization Science 2(3): 239-262.

Burgelman RA (1994) Fading Memories : A Process Theory of Strategic Business Exit in
Dynamic Environments. Administrative Science Quarterly 39(1): 24-56.

Burgelman RA (1996) A Process Model of Strategic Business Exit: Implications for an
Evolutionary Perspective on Strategy. Strategic Management Journal 17(Special Issue:
Evolutionary Perspectives on Strategy): 193-214.

Burgelman RA (2002) Strategy as Vector and the Inertia of Coevolutionary Lock-in.
Administrative Science Quarterly 47(2): 325-357.

Burgelman RA (2011) Bridiging History and Reductionism - A key Role for Longitudinal
Qualitative Research. Journal of International Business Studies 42(5): 591-601.

Burn JM (1993) Information systems strategies and the management of organizational change
- a strategic alignment model. Journal of Information Technology (Routledge, Ltd.).
DOI: 10.1057/jit.1993.32.

Burn JM (1996) IS innovation and organizational alignment — a professional juggling act
Journal of Information Technology. Journal of Information Technology 11: 3-12.

Burnes B (2004) Emergent change and planned change — competitors or allies? International
Journal of Operations & Production Management 24(9): 886-902. DOI:
10.1108/01443570410552108.

Burnes B (2014) Managing Change. 6th ed. Harlow: Pearson Eductation Itd.

Burnes B and Cooke B (2012) Review Avrticle: The past, present and future of organization
development: Taking the long view. Human Relations 65(11): 1395-1429. DOI:
10.1177/0018726712450058.

Chan YE and Reich BH (2007a) IT alignment: An annotated bibliography. Journal of
Information Technology 22(4): 316-396. DOI: 10.1057/palgrave.jit.2000111.

Chan YE and Reich BH (2007b) IT alignment: What have we learned? Journal of
Information Technology 22(4): 297-315. DOI: 10.1057/palgrave.jit.2000109.

Chan YE, Huff SL, Barclay DW, et al. (1997) Business Strategic Orientation, Information



STRATEGIC ALINGMENT: TOWARDS A HOLISTIC PERSPECTIVE EMBRACING COMPLEXITY —
ADVANCING THE RESEARCH AGENDA

Systems Strategic Orientation, and Strategic Alignment. Information Systems Research.
DOI: 10.1287/isre.8.2.125.

Chan YE, Huff SL and Copeland DG (1998) Assessing realized information systems strategy.
The Journal of Strategic Information Systems 6(4): 273-298. DOI: 10.1016/S0963-
8687(97)00005-X.

Chan YE, Sabherwal R and Thatcher JB (2006) Antecedents and outcomes of strategic 1S
alignment: an empirical investigation. IEE Transactions on Engineering Management
53(1): 27-47. DOI: 10.1109/TEM.2005.861804.

Chen DQ, Preston DS, Mocker M, et al. (2010) Information Systems Strategy:
Reconceptualisation, Measurement, and Implications. MIS Quarterly 34(2): 233-259.

Chen W and Hirschheim R (2004) A paradigmatic and methodological examination of
information systems research from 1991 to 2001. Information Systems Journal 14(3):
197-235. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-2575.2004.00173.X.

Child J (1972) Organizational Structure, Environment and Performance: The Role of
Strategic Choice. Sociology 6(1): 1-22. DOI: 10.1177/003803857200600101.

Choe J (2003) The effect of Environmental Uncertainty and Strategic Applications of IS on a
Firms Performance. Information & Management 40: 257—-268.

Ciborra CU (1997) Deconstructing the concept of strategic alignment. Scandinavian Journal
of Information Systems 9(1): 67-82. DOI: http://aisel.aisnet.org/sjis/vol9/iss1/2.

Ciborra CU (1998) Strategic Information Systems Viewpoint Crisis and foundations : an
inquiry into the nature and limits of models and methods in the information systems
discipline. Journal of Strategic Information Systems 7: 5-16.

Coltman T, Tallon P, Sharma R, et al. (2015) Strategic IT alignment: Twenty-five years on.
Journal of Information Technology 30(2): 91-100. DOI: 10.1057/jit.2014.35.

Condorelli R (2016) Complex Systems Theory : Some Considerations for Sociology. (July):
422-448.

Croteau A and Bergeron F (2001) An Information Technology Trilogy: Business Strategy,
Technological Deployment and Organisational Performance. Journal of Strategic
Information Systems 10(March 2016): 77-99. DOI: 10.1016/S0963-8687(01)00044-0.

Drazin R and Van de Ven AH (1985) Alternative Forms of Fit in Contingency Theory.
Administrative Science Quarterly 30(4): 514. DOI: 10.2307/2392695.

Edwards JR (1994) The Study of Congruence in Organizational Behavior Research: Critique
and a Proposed Alternative. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision Processes.
DOI: 10.1006/0bhd.1994.1029.

Ein-dor P and Segev E (1978) Organizational Context and the Sucess of Management
Information Systems. Management Science 24(10): 1064-1077.

Ein-dor P and Segev E (1982) Organizational Context and MIS Structure : Some Empirical
Evidence. 6(3): 55-68.

Fry LW, Smith DA, Fry LW, et al. (1987) Congruence , Contingency , and Theory Building.
Academy of Management Review 12(1): 117-132.



STRATEGIC ALINGMENT: TOWARDS A HOLISTIC PERSPECTIVE EMBRACING COMPLEXITY —
ADVANCING THE RESEARCH AGENDA

Gable G (2010) Strategic information systems research: An archival analysis. Journal of
Strategic Information Systems 19(1). Elsevier B.V.: 3-16. DOI:
10.1016/j.sis.2010.02.003.

Goldstein J (2011) Emergence in Complex Systems. In: Allen P, Maguire S, and McKelvey
B (eds) The SAGE Handbook of Complexity and Management. London: Sage
Publications, pp. 65-78.

Grover V and Segars AH (2005) An empirical evaluation of stages of strategic information
systems planning: Patterns of process design and effectiveness. Information and
Management 42(5): 761-779. DOI: 10.1016/j.im.2004.08.002.

Hannan MT, Pélos L and Carroll GR (2002) Structural Inertia and Organizational Change
Revisited Il1: The Evolution of Organizational Inertia. (1734): 29.

Henderson JC and Sifonis JG (1988) The Value of Strategic IS Planning: Understanding
Consistentency, Validity, and IS Markets. MIS Quarterly 12(2): 187. DOI:
10.2307/248843.

Henfridsson O and Bygstad B (2013) The Generative Mechanisms of Digital Infrastructure
Evolution. MIS Quarterly 37(3): 907-931.

Hrebiniak LG and Joyce WF (1985) Organizational Adaptation : Strategic Choice and
Environmental Determinism. Administrative Science Quarterly 30(3): 336-349.

Hutzschenreuter T and Kleindienst | (2006) Strategy-process research: What have we learned
and what is still to be explored. Journal of Management 32(5): 673—-720. DOI:
10.1177/0149206306291485.

lannacci F, Kawalek P and Wynn D (2018) Call for Papers for a Special Issue of Information
Systems Research: Causal Mechanisms in IS Research. Information Systems Journal.

Jacucci E, Hanseth O and Lyytinen K (2006) Introduction: Taking complexity seriously in IS
research. Information Technology & People 19(1): 5-11. DOI:
10.1108/09593840610649943.

Jarvenpaa SL and Ives B (1993) Organization for global competition: the fit of information
technology. Decision Sciences 24(3): 547-580.

Jennifer E. Gerow, Varun Grover, Jason Thatcher and PLR (2014) Looking Toward the
Future of 1T-Business Strategic Alignment through the Past: A Meta-Analysis. MIS
Quarterly 38(4): 1059-1085.

Kanter RM, Stein BA and Jick TD (1992) The Challenge of Organizational Change. New
York: The Free Press.

Kappelman L, McLean ER, Johnson V, et al. (2018) The 2017 SIM IT Issues and Trends
Study. MIS Quarterly Executive 17(1): 53-88.

Kearns G. and Lederer A. (2000) The effect of strategic alignment on the use of 1S-based
resources for competitive advantage. The Journal of Strategic Information Systems 9(4):
265-293. DOI: 10.1016/S0963-8687(00)00049-4.

Kearns GS and Lederer AL (2003) A resource-based view of strategic IT alignment: How
knowledge sharing creates competitive advantage. Decision Sciences 34(1): 1-29. DOI:
10.1111/1540-5915.02289.



STRATEGIC ALINGMENT: TOWARDS A HOLISTIC PERSPECTIVE EMBRACING COMPLEXITY —
ADVANCING THE RESEARCH AGENDA

King WR (1978) Strategic Planning for Management Information Systems. Management
science 2(1): 27-32.

Koch J (2011) Inscribed strategies: Exploring the organizational nature of strategic lock-in.
Organization Studies 32(3): 337-363. DOI: 10.1177/0170840610397486.

Kogetsidis H (2012) Critical Systems Thinking: A Creative Approach to Organizational
Change. Journal of Transnational Management 17(3): 189-204. DOI:
10.1080/15475778.2012.706704.

Kouamé S and Langley A (2018) Relating microprocesses to macro-outcomes in qualitative
strategy process and practice research. Strategic Management Journal 39(3): 559-581.
DOI: 10.1002/smj.2726.

Lai S-K (2007) Book Review: A Different Universe: Reinventing Physics from the Bottom
Down. Environment and Planning: Planning and Design 34(10): 570. DOI:
10.1063/1.2138425.

Langley A (1999) Strategies for Theorizing from Process Data. The Academy of Management
Review 24(4): 691-710.

Lederer AL and Salmela H (1996) Toward a theory of strategic information systems
planning. The Journal of Strategic Information Systems 5(3): 237-253. DOI:
10.1016/S0963-8687(96)80005-9.

Lewin AY and Volberda HW (1999) Prolegomena on Coevolution: A Framework for
Research on Strategy and New Organizational Forms. Organization Science 10(5): 519-
534. DOI: 10.1287/orsc.10.5.519.

Li M and Richard Ye L (1999) Information technology and firm performance: Linking with
environmental, strategic and managerial contexts. Information and Management 35(1):
43-51. DOI: 10.1016/S0378-7206(98)00075-5.

Liang H, Wang N, Xue Y, et al. (2017) Unraveling the Alignment Paradox : How Does
Business — IT Alignment Shape Organizational Agility? Information Systems Research
28(4): 863-879.

Luaghlin RB (2006) A Different Universe: Reinventing Physics From the Bottom Down.
London: Perseus Running.

McKelvey B (1997) Quasi-Natural Organization Science. Organization Science 8(4): 352—
380.

Mentzas G (1997) Implementing an IS strategy—A team approach. Long Range Planning
30(1): 84-95. DOI: 10.1016/S0024-6301(96)00099-4.

Merali Y (2006) Complexity and information systems: The emergent domain. Journal of
Information Technology 21: 216-228. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-29272-4 8.

Merali Y and Allen P (2011) Complexity and Systems Thinking. In: Allen P, Maguire S, and
McKelvey B (eds) The SAGE Handbook of Complexity and Management. London: Sage
Publications, pp. 31-52.

Merali Y and McKelvey B (2006) Using complexity science to effect a paradigm shift in
information systems for the 21st century. Journal of Information Technology 21(4):
211-215. DOI: 10.1057/palgrave.jit.2000082.



STRATEGIC ALINGMENT: TOWARDS A HOLISTIC PERSPECTIVE EMBRACING COMPLEXITY —
ADVANCING THE RESEARCH AGENDA

Merali Y, Papadopoulos T and Nadkarni T (2012) Information systems strategy: Past,
present, future? Journal of Strategic Information Systems 21(2). Elsevier B.V.: 125-153.
DOI: 10.1016/j.jsis.2012.04.002.

Mingers J (2001) Combining IS Research Methods: Towards a Pluralistics Method.
Information Systems Research 12(3): 240-259.

Mingers J, Mutch A and Willcocks L (2013) Critical Realism in Information Systems
Research. MIS Quarterly 37(3 (Special Issue)): 795-802.

Mintzberg H (1978) Patterns in Stategy Formation. Management Science 24(9): 934-948.
DOI: 10.1287/mnsc.24.9.934.

Mintzberg H (2007) Tracking Strategies - Toward a General Theory. New York: Oxford
University Press.

Mintzberg H and Mchugh A (1985) Strategy Formation in an Adhocrarcy. Administrative
Science Quarterly 30(2): 160-197.

Mintzberg H and Waters JA (1985) Of Strategies, Deliberate and Emergent. Strategic
Management Journal 6(3): 257-272.

Moncrieff J (1999) Is strategy making a difference? Long Range Planning 32(2): 273-276.
DOI: 10.1016/S0024-6301(99)00033-3.

Morgan G and Smircich L (1980) The Case for Qualitative Research. Academy of
Management Review 5(4): 491-500. DOI: 10.2307/257453.

Newkirk HE, Lederer AL and Johnson AM (2008) Rapid business and IT change: Drivers for
strategic information systems planning? European Journal of Information Systems
17(3): 198-218. DOI: 10.1057/ejis.2008.16.

Oh W and Pinsonneault A (2007) On the Assessment of the Strategic Value of Information
Technologies: Conceptual and Analytical Approaches. MIS Quarterly 31(2): 239-265.

Orlikowski WJ (1996) Improvising Organizational Transformation over Time: A Situated
Change Perspective. Information Systems Research 7(1): 63-92. DOI:
10.1287/isre.7.1.63.

Orlikowski WJ and Baroudi JJ (1991) Studying information technology in organsations:
research approaches and assumptions. Information Systems Research 2(1): 1-28.

Parthasarthy R and Sethi SP (1993) Relating Strategy and Structure to Flexible Automation :
A Test of Fit and Performance Implications. Strategic Management Journal 14(7): 529—
549.

Peppard J (2018) Rethinking the concept of the IS organization. Information Systems Journal
28(1): 76-103. DOI: 10.1111/isj.12122.

Peppard J and Ward J (2016) The Strategic Management of Informations Systems: Building a
Digital Strategy. 4th ed. London: Wiley.

Pettigrew AM (1990) Longitudinal field research on change: theory and practice.
Organization Science 1(3): 267-292. DOI: 10.1287/orsc.1.3.267.

Pollalis YA (2003) Patterns of co-alignment in information-intensive organizations: Business
performance through integration strategies. International Journal of Information



STRATEGIC ALINGMENT: TOWARDS A HOLISTIC PERSPECTIVE EMBRACING COMPLEXITY —
ADVANCING THE RESEARCH AGENDA

Management 23(6): 469-492. DOI: 10.1016/S0268-4012(03)00063- X.
Prigogine 1 (1997) The End of Certainty. 1st ed. New York: The Free Press.

Pyburn P (1983) Linking the MIS Plan with Corporate Strategy: an Exploratory Study. MIS
quarterly (June): 1-14. DOI: 10.2307/248909.

Quinn JB (1980) An incremental approach to strategic change. The McKinsey Quarterly (1):
34-52. Available at: http://www3.uma.pt/filipejmsousa/ge/Quinn, 1980.pdf.

Rashidirad M, Soltani E and Salimian H (2015) ‘Reductionistic’ and ‘Holistic’ Views of
Resource-Based Theory: A Review of the Literature. Strategic Change 24: 509-525.

Raymond L, Pare G and Bergeron F (1995) Matching information technology and
organizational structure : an empirical study with implications for performance.
European Journal of Information Systems 4(3): 3-16.

Reich BH and Benbasat | (1996) Measuring the Linkage between Business and Information
Technology Objectives. MIS Quarterly 20(1): 55. DOI: 10.2307/249542.

Reynolds P and Yetton P (2015) Aligning business and IT strategies in multi-business
organizations. Journal of Information Technology 30(2). Nature Publishing Group: 101-
118. DOI: 10.1057/jit.2015.1.

Sabherwal R and Chan YE (2001) Alignment Between Business and IS Strategies: A Study
of Prospectors. Information Systems Research 12(1): 11-33. DOI:
10.1287/isre.12.1.11.9714.

Sabherwal R, Hirschheim R and Goles T (2001) The Dynamics of Alignment: Insights from a
Punctuated Equilibrium Model. Organization Science 12(2): 179-197.

Sachs S and Ruhli E (2001) Strategic evolution in highly complex realities: Corporate level
strategy in the situation of a merger. Management 4(1): 1-21. DOI:
10.3917/mana.041.0001.

Sambamurthy V and Zmud RW (1999) Arrangements for Information Technology
Governance: A Theory of Multiple Contingencies. MIS Quarterly 23(2): 261-290.

Sayer A (1992) Method in Social Science. DOI: 10.4324/9780203310762.

Schmitt A, Raisch S and Volberda HW (2016) Strategic Renewal: Past Research, Theoretical
Tensions and Future Challenges. International Journal of Management Reviews 00: 1—
18. DOI: 10.1111/ijmr.12117.

Schoonhoven CB (1981) Problems with Contingency Theory : Testing Assumptions Hidden
within the Language of Contingency " Theory ". Administrative Science Quarterly
26(3): 349-377.

Schwarz GM (2012) The Logic of Deliberate Structural Inertia. Journal of Management
38(2): 547-572. DOI: 10.1177/0149206309361206.

Siggelkow N (2002) Evolution toward Fit. Administrative Science Quarterly 47(1): 125.
DOI: 10.2307/3094893.

Sminia H (2009) Process research in strategy formation: Theory, methodology and relevance.
International Journal of Management Reviews 11(1): 97-125. DOI: 10.1111/j.1468-
2370.2008.00253.x.



STRATEGIC ALINGMENT: TOWARDS A HOLISTIC PERSPECTIVE EMBRACING COMPLEXITY —
ADVANCING THE RESEARCH AGENDA

Street C, Gallupe B and Baker J (2018) The influence of entrepreneurial action on strategic
alignment in new ventures: Searching for the genesis of alignment. Journal of Strategic
Information Systems 27(1). Elsevier B.V.: 59-81. DOI: 10.1016/j.jsis.2017.06.002.

Sydow J, Schreydgg G and Koch J (2009) Organizational path dependence: opening the black
box. Academy of Management Review 34(4): 689—709. DOI:
10.5465/AMR.2009.44885978.

Tallon PP (2008) A Process-Oriented Perspective on the Alignment of Information
Technology and Business Strategy. Journal of Management Information Systems 24(3):
227-268. DOI: 10.2753/M1S0742-1222240308.

Tallon PP (2011) Value Chain Linkages and the Spillover Effects of Strategic Information
Technology Alignment: A Process-Level View. Journal of Management Information
Systems 28(3): 9-44. DOI: 10.2753/M1S0742-1222280301.

Tan FB (1995) The responsiveness of information technology to business strategy
formulation an empirical study. Journal of Information Technology, 10..pdf. Journal of
Information Technology 10: 171-178.

Tanriverdi H, Rai A and Venkatraman N (2010) Reframing the dominant quests of
information systems strategy research for complex adaptive business systems.
Information Systems Research 21(4): 822-834. DOI: 10.1287/isre.1100.0317.

Thietart R-A and Forgues B (2011) Complexity Science and Organization. In: Allen P,
Maguire S, and McKelvey B (eds) The SAGE Handbook of Complexity and
Management. London: Sage Publications, pp. 53-64.

Tsoukas H and Dooley KJ (2011) Introduction to the Special Issue: Towards the Ecological
Style: Embracing Complexity in Organizational Research. Organization Studies 32(6):
729-735. DOI: 10.1177/0170840611410805.

Van De Ven AH (1979) Review Reviewed Work (s): Organizations and Environments . by
Howard E . Aldrich. Administrative Science Quarterly 24(2): 320-326.

Venkatraman N (1989) The Concept of Fit in Strategy Research: Toward Verbal and
Statistical Correspondence. Academy of Management Review 14(3): 423-444. DOI:
10.5465/AMR.1989.4279078.

Venkatraman N and Camillus JC (1984) Exploring the Concept of ‘Fit’ in Strategic
Management. Academy of Management Review 9(3): 513-525.

Vessey I and Ward K (2013) The Dynamics of Sustainable IS Alignment : The Case for IS
Adaptivity The Dynamics of Sustainable IS Alignment : The Case for IS Adaptivity.
Journal of the Association for Information Systems 14(6): 283-311.

Volberda HW, Baden-Fuller C and VVan Den Bosch FAJ (2001) Mastering Strategic Renewal:
Mobilising Renewal Journeys in Multi-unit Firms.pdf. Long Range Planning 34: 159—
178.

Von Bertalanffy L (1968) General Systems Theory: Foundations Development Applications.
New York: George Braziller, Inc.

Weill P and Olson MH (1989) An Assessment of the Contingency Theory of Management
Information Systems. Journal of Management Information Systems 6(1): 59-85.



STRATEGIC ALINGMENT: TOWARDS A HOLISTIC PERSPECTIVE EMBRACING COMPLEXITY —
ADVANCING THE RESEARCH AGENDA

Wynn JD and Williams CK (2012) Principles for Conducting Critical Realist Case Study
Research in Information Systems. MIS Quarterly 36(3): 787-810.

Yayla AA and Hu Q (2009) Antecedents and Drivers of It-Business Strategic Alignment:
Empirical Validation of a Theoretical Model. In: 17th European Conference on
Information Systems (ECIS), Verona, 2009. Available at: 20090236.pdf.

Zachariadis M, Scott S and Barrett M (2013) Methodological Implications of Critical
Realism for Mixed-Method Research. MIS Quarterly 37(3): 855-879. DOI:
10.25300/M1SQ/2013/37.3.09.

Zhou J, Bi G, Liu H, et al. (2018) Information & Management Understanding employee
competence , operational IS alignment , and organizational agility — An ambidexterity
perspective. Information & Management (February). Elsevier: 0-1. DOI:
10.1016/j.im.2018.02.002.



	Strategic Alignment: Towards a Holistic Perspective Embracing Complexity – Advancing the Research Agenda
	Recommended Citation

	tmp.1582575123.pdf.z9Ii7

