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Abstract: Management is principally a bundle of decision-making processes. 
Decision-making is the process of selecting the best alternative among various available 
courses of action. The managers of any organization are responsible for achieving the 
vision, mission and operational and financial goals in particular. All the functions like 
planning, organizing, coordinating and controlling are dependent on the quality of the 
decisions made. In companies, no matter of their size, decisions are made on all 
hierarchical levels.  

Structured decision-making process is important for large corporations, but not 
less important for small and medium enterprises. The innovation capacity that enables 
the competitive points of difference, utilization of market opportunities and potentials 
depend on the accuracy and timing of the decisions.  

This paper discusses the different methods used in individual and group 
decision-making processes and their application in the small and medium enterprises in 
North Macedonia. We conducted a research on a sample of SMEs from North 
Macedonia and analyzed the different decision-making methods applied and the role of 
individual and group decision-making methods from the perspective of managers 
(entrepreneurs) and employees including their roles and involvement. 
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Introduction  
 
Decision-making is the primary management function and refers to 

making relevant, realistic and optimal decisions to build the desired future 
and to select the organizational strategy as a way to effectively adapt to all 
modern working processes and environment of SMEs. In practice, managers 
who lead and manage SMEs indicate that decision-making is the most 
important ability for successful execution. Strategic decision-making and 
planning relates primarily to organizational abilities of managers and 
entrepreneurs, as well as the employees in SMEs, it influences the ability of 
the companies to effectively adjust to the changing competitive environment 
and achieve the desired results. 

The strategic approach to decision making in SMEs depends on the 
ability of a realistic assessment of the situation. Better results and greater 
competitiveness can be achieved through the application of improved styles 
and practices by the managers.  

This paper will show how managers make decisions, individually or 
in a group, which of the available techniques they apply, what the role of the 
employees is and to which extent the managers and employees are involved 
in strategic and operational decision-making. In the light of the limited 
literature and conducted studies on decision making in North Macedonia, we 
reviewed the available sources and made empirical research of Macedonian 
SMEs on the different decision making methodologies they apply. 

 
 

1. Litrature review 
 
The study of individual versus group decision making in solving 

contextually relevant and consequential problems showed that the groups 
outperformed their most proficient group member 97% of the time. The 
dilemma whether individual or group decision making is more suitable has 
always been present in companies. On the other hand, there are studies that 
have generally concluded that the knowledge base of the most competent 
group member appears to be the practical upper limit of group performance 
and that process gains will rarely be achieved (Michaelsen et al., 1989). In 
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the light of the limited availability of studies and sources in North Macedonia 
on this topic we tried to make research on the application of individual versus 
group decision methods in Macedonian SMEs as inspiration for further 
analisys and research on the effects of each method. 

  
 

2. Individual and group decision making 
 
Group decision making is one of the methods used by the managers 

to make decisions. Fundamentally, the group influences the behaviour of its 
members and they are the source for standards considerations of standards, 
group views on value systems, support, approval, criticism and even 
censorship of decisions. The formation of groups for decision-making can be 
formal and informal. In terms of group decision-making, group situations form 
the largest part of the context for decision. The context of the particular 
situation filters modifies the information for decision-making and, at the same 
time, is the source of much of the information.  

There is a lot of evidence that group or team decision-making in 
certain situations has shown significant advantages over individual 
decisions. When managers face a given problem, in order to be good 
decision-makers they should consider the advantages and disadvantages of 
group and individual decision-making (Dessler, 2007). Individual decisions, 
in the broader context of organizational science, have their roots in the early 
stages of entrepreneurship development, when the majority of the most 
important decisions are made by only one person. Over time, the 
development of the enterprises and their structures influences the decision-
making to disperse to larger number of persons and organization hierarchy 
levels.  

Both decision-making styles may be considered to have positive and 
negative features. In the last decades of organizational science 
development, preference is given to teamwork, and in this context, to the 
group decision. However, it should be noted that individual decisions are not 
old-fashioned or outdated; they have shown to be an effective way of making 
decisions when they are correlated with the power and responsibilities of 
individuals in the organization. This is also valid, when it comes to crisis 
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situations in the functioning of the company, when there is not enough time 
to exchange opinions or when such exchange of views will deepen the crisis, 
the experience, ability and determination of the individual without hesitation 
to deal with problems and their negative tendencies are of great value in 
making the right decision. In practice, you can meet a number of companies 
that are successful because they are led by responsible individuals (Dessler, 
2007). 

Group decision-making is often presented as a modern approach to 
problem solving. In contemporary literature, there is a rapidly expanding 
circle of supporters of the standpoint that the effectiveness of decision-
making can be increased by applying group decision-making. It is empirically 
confirmed that the participation of lower levels of management and 
employees in the decision-making process gives positive results. Making 
management teams and insisting on teamwork as quality groups for 
decision-making are important dimensions of the organization of modern 
corporations (Dessler, 2007). 

Many important decisions are made by groups of managers, not by 
individuals. Group decisions have the advantage of right decisions, but on 
the other hand, the adoption of a group decision as a process takes much 
more time and resources, unlike when it is done at an individual level. In 
addition, group decisions sometimes are made within the so-called single-
minded groups. In order to cope with such potential disadvantages of group 
decision-making, managers have used two techniques that act against the 
group single-mindedness and other cognitive biases. These are the 
techniques of "Devil's Advocate" and "Dialectic Research." The goal of the 
Devil's Advocate technique is to  develop a solid argument for a 
recommended course of action, then subjecting that recommendation to an 
in-depth, formal critique. Through repeated criticism and revision, the 
approach leads to mutual acceptance of a recommendation (Hartwig, 2016). 
Dialectical research follows the previous technique, the managers are 
grouped into two groups and each group is separately responsible for 
evaluating alternatives and selecting one of them. 
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3. Decision making in Macedonian SMEs  
 

According to the study of manufacturing companies in North 
Macedonia conducted by Sofijanova and Zabijakin-Chatleska (2013), 
employees’ participation and empowerment programmes, the application of 
employees’ involvement in decision-making and problem solving practices 
affects the perception of operational performance.  

In another study of the Macedonian automotive industry, 
(Stefanovska-Petkovska et al., 2015) it is stated that the involvement of 
employees in decision making process positively influences employees’  
satisfaction and business performance.  

The study of leadership and decision making styles in Macedonian 
companies shows that conservative culture and individual decision making 
prevails in the cases of the leaders at the lowest and that of the highest level 
of management, while the more participatory and flexible culture is the most 
preferred by the middle management. Promotion of various on-the-job-
training programmes, drafting of younger and educated managers, gender 
balanced boards and strategic drafting of foreigners in them and growth of 
innovativeness will positively influence the introduction of participative 
management style, structured group decision making processes resulting in 
increased competitiveness (Kostovski et al., 2015). 

According to the study of the business sector in North Macedonia, 
the predominant management and decision making style remains autocratic 
and individualistic despite not being suitable for the new industries, new 
times and new profiles of the work force (Bojadjiev et al., 2015). 

Dominant companies in North Macedonia after the transition were 
small family-owned trade companies with lack of managerial experience and 
expertise where decisions were made individually by the founder. However, 
as the market competitiveness and regulation rose and the companies grew 
in their size and turnover, more structured approach was implemented. 
According to (Kostovski et al., 2017), some of the companies started to 
implement group decision-making with more advanced IT tools. The study, 
conducted together with the management team and with the new product 
development cross-functional team of one of the biggest Macedonian food 
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processing companies, based on Exsys Corvid programme decision support 
system showed the following results:   

• Group decision-making, backed up by software tools, can 
significantly improve the user’s decision-making system;  

• It helps managers check all the relevant facts and critical data in 
relation with the new product decisions;  

• Due to the speed at which it operates, it allows considering a 
number of anticipated (and unexpected) situations that could arise 
by changing the input parameters in a relatively short time;  

• Automation of the routine and saving time of the key people;  

• Capturing the organizational knowledge and not letting the expertise 
get away with retirement or fluctuation of staff members;  

• Easier reaching of consensus between parts of the company, 
consistency in the decision-making. 

 
 

4. Methods for creative and effective decision-making 
 
A successful manager in a small and medium enterprise should have 

the ability and well developed skills in strategic decision-making. Strategic 
decision-making in the management of SMEs from the aspect of the applied 
styles and practices of managers and employees is a process where they 
gain knowledge how to turn their own business vision into a reality by 
developing teamwork abilities, planning and execution adaptations as well 
as anticipating new opportunities for their companies. Each new opportunity 
requires a new re-thinking process for making the right decision. 

Strategic approach to making new decisions in a changing 
environment for SMEs requires vision about the ideal goal of the business, 
reversing the story of how to achieve the vision for development, growth, 
profits and motivated employees (Anderson et al., 2009). When developing 
a decisive concept, five different factors are important. These factors can 
help turning the vision and decisions into a reality. 

The following criteria are included: 
a) Organization of SMEs. The organization covers the employees in 

the SMEs, the organizational structure and the resources used in the 
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application of styles and practices of making decisions on different 
hierarchical levels. 

b) Observation. When looking globally at the top blue chip 
companies, generating major innovative ideas and profits, we can notice 
many types of decisions as opposed to monitoring only our own environment. 
It allows us to see things in a global framework. By increasing our ability of 
observation in decision-making, we become more aware of what motivates 
people and what makes them choose a different style and practice in 
different situations. (Mendenhall at al., 1995). 

c) Aspects. Aspects represent different ways of looking at issues. 
When establishing a decisive strategy, we should take into account several 
aspects: the environment, the market and the project itself. These aspects 
of thinking can be used in identifying the outcomes and critical factors, the 
adjustment of our actions to achieve our goal in decision-making in SMEs by 
applying styles and practices of managers and employees in all jobs and 
processes. 

d) Driving forces. Driving forces allow SMEs to turn their idea into a 
reality. They are the foundation of what we want employees to focus on in 
business (i.e. what will be used to motivate people when they decide). 
Examples of driving forces might include: individual and organizational 
incentives, empowerment and planning, qualitative factors such as a defined 
vision, values and goals, productive factors such as commitment, 
quantitative factors such as results or experience of making decisions by 
using the following economic principles: efficiency, productivity and 
consistency with the compatibility of the guidelines and performance targets 
in small and medium enterprises. 

e) Ideal position. After considering the first four factors of strategic 
decision-making in small and medium enterprises, managers need to define 
their ideal position since they will act as decision-makers by applying their 
personal styles and practices. The ideal position for decision-making by 
managers in SMEs includes meeting requirements such as being productive, 
using opportunities, possession of key skills needed for decision-making, 
and ability to apply strategy and tactics that will be used to achieve the goal 
(Anderson et al., 2009). 
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Creativity is not only the output in the form of artwork, knowledge and 
value systems used in decision-making, but it is transmitted in everything 
that surrounds the different industries and branches of operation of SMEs. 
Creativity in making productive and forward-looking decisions requires 
putting aside the paradigm: "Operation is specific and there is no room for 
jokes!" Only the correct path to rapid and measurable real market decisions 
brings enterprises to prosperity and progress. When we try to be unique in 
applying creative techniques for making quality decisions, and surpass 
competitors, we must abandon routine and think of contemporary innovative 
ways to apply adaptive concepts of decision-making, and apply them in a 
manner that creates a motivating atmosphere for the employees in SMEs. 

According to Levesque (2001) managers and employees of small 
and medium enterprises strive to enhance creativity in deciding about and 
implementing business processes using the following steps: 

a) Hiring a diverse workforce, hiring staff with different backgrounds, 
experience and interests; 

b) Encouragement of creativity and allowing employees to be 
creative; 

c) Tolerating failure. The safest way to "stifle" creativity of 
employees is punishing those who want to do something new and have 
made a mistake; 

d) Motivating curiosity by constantly asking the question "What if?" 
and taking a position "I could perhaps"; 

e) Seeing difficulties in making decisions as a challenge; 
f) Making a vision for preparing decisions with creativity. Almost 

everyone has the capacity for creativity, but the development of creativity 
requires adequate preparation. 

g) Providing support or necessary tools and resources for 
development of creativity. Creativity in decision-making often requires that 
employees "dream with open eyes" and managers need to emphasize this 
as an important part of the process. 

h) Introduction of decision-making procedures for the acceptance of 
new ideas. Employees in any organization come up with a variety of creative 
ideas, but not every organization is willing to accept them. 
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i) Rewarding creativity. The financial rewards for good decision-
making can be effective motivators for creative behaviour, but non-monetary 
rewards such as praise, recognition and promotion can also be powerful 
incentives. 

In order to encourage creativity and making the right and competitive 
decisions by managers, entrepreneurs and employees various methods 
have been developed: the method of focus group analysis of innovative 
problems, brainstorming, free association method, Gordon method, etc. The 
purpose of their application is creating a significant number of ideas to 
develop a new product or service, or creative solution to occurring problems 
in SMEs and applying appropriate styles and practices of managers in their 
daily operation (Albert & Runce, 1999). 

Brainstorming is a technique for group problem solving, in which 
managers meet face to face and discuss the different alternatives of making 
a decision. The nominal group technique is used to avoid blocking the 
production, in which each manager is given more space and time to make a 
decision, usually in the following order: the manager presents the problem; 
30-40 minutes are given for writing down ideas and solutions. Then, all the 
alternatives are discussed and the best-ranked alternative is selected. The 
Delphi technique is a structured communication technique or method that 
was originally developed as a systematic, interactive forecasting method 
which relied on the panel of experts and decision makers involved in the 
decision-making process. The Delphi technique does not require managers 
to meet together, but the leader of the panel sends the problem in written 
form, followed by iterative writing of opinions and proposals by members of 
the decision-making panel. Experts reply to issues and problems faced by 
the organization via prepared forms in two or more rounds. After each round, 
the facilitator provides an anonymous summary of the experts' opinions and 
predictions in the previous round, and the reasoning provided for their 
judgments to carry and follow the steps to vote. It is believed that though the 
iterative process the range of responses will be reduced, and the group will 
come to the "right" answer - the right decision. Delphi is based on the 
assumption that the predictions (or decisions) of a structured group of 
individuals will be more accurate than those from unstructured groups 
(George & Jones, 2008). 
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Making decisions is one of the tasks of employees at all levels in 
organizations. Although each decision can have a significant impact on the 
whole organization and its results, innovative decision-making is focused on 
developing and enhancing the creativity of the participants and improvement 
of the decision-making process. The ultimate goal is to strengthen the 
individuals and their creative capacity in decision-making. The expected 
long-term result is a significantly more effective decision-making process 
(Mullins, 2005). 

The training methodology for making creative decisions involves two 
stages: In the first stage participants fill in a questionnaire created by Donald 
Shepard, used to measure the degree of creativity and effectiveness of 
individuals in making decisions. The feedback report allows the participants 
to identify those areas in which it is necessary to improve their creative 
capabilities. This programme, at the beginning,  analyzes the individual 
tendencies of the training participants in four key areas of creativity:  
Openness to information - natural curiosity and interest in information. 
Readiness to accept and work with information from different sources. Ability 
to delay evaluation. Function of the left and right brain hemispheres - the 
ability to balance creativity and logic. Ability to exploit creativity or logic 
according to the situation. Facing uncertainty - the ability to accept ambiguity 
and ambivalence. Readiness to continue despite the lack of information. 
Acceptance of risk - the ability to act decisively even when there is some risk 
of failure. Following individual assessment of key abilities that are important 
for effective decision-making, suggestions for improvement in identified 
areas are given.    

In the second phase of the training, participants learn the four-stage 
decision-making process as well as the ways in which personal creative 
potential can be applied to the process. A model of the decision-making 
process encompasses the following steps: (1) Identification - a phase in 
which the question of what is actually being decided is clarified. While this 
phase may be very short in case of a simple problem, major decisions may 
include longer time for problems identification and more careful information 
gathering. (2) Research of possible alternative solutions. Often, the solutions 
are obvious and they require a little effort. In other cases, the search for 
effective solutions requires much more mental effort. (3) Evaluation of the 
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alternatives based on their values and impact. (4) Selection - selecting one 
of the alternatives (Brannick, et. al., 2007). 

The quality of each stage in the process contributes to the overall 
quality and success of the decision making. The time spent at each stage 
depends on the nature of the decision, its importance, the context and the 
habits we have developed and applied in decision-making situations. During 
the training, the participants are introduced to different situations and 
approaches to problem solving through case studies and learn how to use 
the tools and techniques that will bring them to successful outcomes in 
similar real-life  decision-making situations. Given that the programme  is 
focused on developing personal decision-making styles, this training also 
provides an action plan through which participants learn how to activate the 
under-utilized aspects of their creative potential. Some of the areas in which 
this decision-making programme has proved to be effective are: (1) Talent 
Management, (2) Innovations, (3) Development of management and 
employees, (4) Strategic Change and (5) Coaching (Ulrich & Creelman, 
2006). 

 
 

5. Research methodology and discussion questions 
 
The main goal of the research is to find the ways in which managers 

make decisions and the influence of the application of different styles of 
group and individual decision making in small and medium enterprises in the 
Republic of North Macedonia. Specifically, the degree of application of 
effective individual and group decision-making methods in SMEs is 
analyzed. 

Subject of analysis in the research are small, medium and micro 
enterprises. The survey was conducted in 2017, among 100 companies in 
Skopje and other bigger cities  in the Republic of North Macedonia. 
According to the size of the enterprises - subject of the research, the sample 
consists of 24% micro companies, 41% small enterprises and 35% medium 
enterprises. According to the type of activity of the enterprises, the sample 
consists of 25% doing production, 15% financial services, 25% education 
and 35% trade enterprises. 
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The research was conducted through a questionnaire sent to the 
companies answered by managers (in many cases founders of the SME) 
and employees. The age and role structure of the persons questioned is as 
follows in Table 1. 
 
Table 1 
Age and role structure of the persons interviewed 

Role / Age years 20-25 26-35 36-45 46-55 56-65 

Manager / founding 
owner 

11% 25% 38% 14% 12% 

Manager 5% 27% 36% 17% 15% 

Employee 7% 27% 34% 15% 7% 

Source: Author’s research 

 
 

6. Research findings  
 
The questions in the research were structured in a way to explore 

the degree to which different methods of decision-making are used, focusing 
on the level of application of individual and group decision-making methods 
and techniques. The application of group and individual decision-making 
methods was separately analyzed for managers (entrepreneurs) and 
employees considering their different roles and responsibilities in SMEs. The 
application of different decision-making methods also depends on the core 
business of the SMEs. The manufacturing enterprises employ more 
employees, which requires  more sophisticated operational processes that 
involve facing complicated and multifunctional problems and challenges. In 
those enterprises decisions are made by using the group decision-making 
process more often. On the other hand, in commercial (trade) enterprises 
decisions are made by using individual decision making more often. Most 
commercial enterprises are small businesses owned and managed by one 
person, who sets and makes decisions. It is commonly said in practice that 
the group and team in small and medium-sized enterprises decide better and 
more efficiently where the teams should include more knowledge and 
participants with skills in more disciplines, which depends on the available 
resources and number of employees in the SMEs. 
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a) Individual decision-making 
Regarding the question “Are you making decisions individually?”, the 

results are shown in Table 2. It can be concluded that managers most often 
make individual decisions according to their expertise, motivation, creativity, 
dedication to their work and their perception of the business situation. The 
employees do not decide individually, because they are not pivotal in the 
work processes and do not hold managerial responsibilities. 

 
Table 2 
Individual decision making 

Question: Are you making decisions individually? 

 Answers 

 Yes No 

Employees 22% 78% 

Managers 85% 15% 

Source: Authors research 

 
b) Group decision making 
Based on the answers to the question “Are you using group decision  

making?” shown in Table 3, it can be concluded that group decision-making 
is characteristic for employees, expressed by 75% of the research 
participants. In contrast, the managers base their decisions less on a group 
effort which is related to their position, responsibility and attitudes. 

 
Table 3 
Group decision making 

Question: Are you making group decisions? 

 Answers 

 Yes No 

Employees 75% 25% 

Managers 55% 45% 

Source: Authors research 

 
c) Brainstorming 
A group problem solving technique in which managers meet face to 

face and discuss various alternatives to make the decision. Table 4 shows 
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the answers to the question “Are you using the brainstorming technique in 
decision making?” 

 
Table 4 
Brainstorming technique in decision making 

Question: Are you using the brainstorming technique in decision-making? 

 Answers 

 Yes No 

Employees 55% 45% 

Managers 35% 65% 

Source: Authors research 

 
Managers meet in face to face meetings to discuss various 

alternatives for problem solving and decision making in much lower 
percentage than employees do. 35% of the manager’s respondents 
expressed that they use the brainstorming technique; while 55% of the 
employees answered that, they use it. Employees have a greater circulation 
of operational issues and greater need for solving multifunctional problems, 
for which they require different viewpoints 

d) The nominal group decision-making technique is used to avoid 
blocking of the decision making process, where managers have more time 
to make decisions. 

It is followed by elaboration and evaluation of alternatives and the 
highest-ranked alternative is selected. Table 5 shows the answers to the 
question “Are you using the nominal group decision-making technique?” It 
can be concluded that managers in almost all of the cases use this technique 
in contrast to the employees. 

 
Table 5 
Nominal group decision-making technique 

Question: Are you using the nominal group decision-making technique? 

 Answers 

 Yes No 

Employees 15% 85% 

Managers 95% 5% 

Source: Authors research 
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e) Delphi technique is used when managers and experts do not 
meet, but the leader of the discussion informs them via mail about the 
problem and they respond in writing with analyses, proposals and alternative 
solutions. Documents are analyzed in the process and consensus is 
reached. 

 
Table 6 
Delphi technique 

Question: Are you using  
the Delphi technique in decision-making? 

 Answers 

 Yes No 

Employees 37% 63% 

Managers 25% 75% 

Source: Authors research 

 
The research shows that the managers and employees do not use 

the Delphi technique with high intensity, only 25% and 37% respectively. 
f) Strategic and operational decisions 
Strategic decisions help to determine, change or adapt the business 

strategy of the enterprise, i.e. its future. The employees, in accordance with 
their functional and hierarchical responsibilities, are mostly executors and 
their strategic decision-making role is expressed by only 23% of the 
respondents, while managers and entrepreneurs with 74% of the 
respondents answer that they are making the strategic decisions, which 
makes them the drivers of the strategic processes. 

In case of making operational decisions, the situation is slightly 
different compared to the strategic decisions. Employees are more involved 
in making operational decisions with 58%, the managers are also involved 
with 65%. This once again proves that managers in small and medium 
enterprises are involved in almost all decisions. 
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Conclusions  
 
Based on the literature review on the theories and decision-making 

methodologies in business enterprises and the conducted research on the 
decision-making practices, styles and methods used in selected North 
Macedonian small and medium enterprises, the following conclusions can 
be drawn. 

The small and medium enterprises in North Macedonia, as far as the 
decision-making process is concerned, are characterized with key role of the 
managers and, in many cases, at the same time - founders of the company 
itself. Most of the decisions they make individually, with low involvement of  
employees. Personal experience, skills and creativity play major role in the 
decision-making process. This is especially valid for the strategic decisions, 
but also in the case of operational decisions, where managers play a 
significant role. 

Regarding the application of different decision-making 
methodologies and techniques it can be concluded that managers use at a 
low level the group decision-making techniques like the brainstorming or 
Delphi, but still, by using the nominal group decision-making technique they 
take into account the opinion of the employees. Employees, on the other 
hand, use the brainstorming technique more often, as they have to solve 
operational issues that involve interdisciplinary and multifunctional problems. 

Managers in companies, in majority of the cases, instead of relying 
on their creativity, energy and experience, should utilize at higher level the 
knowledge and strategic thinking of the employees when making strategic 
decisions with long-term effect. As the literature review and available 
empirical data show that group decision making result in better decisions, 
managers in the North Macedonian SMEs should focus more on developing 
skills and ability to apply structured group decision making and empower 
employees in the strategic decision making. 

 
 
 
 
 



INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP DECISION MAKING IN MACEDONIAN … 

21 

References  
 

Albert, R.S., Runcо, M.A. (1999). A History of Research on Creativity, in ed. 
Sternberg, R.J., Handbook of Creativity. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge 
University Press  

Anderson, D.R., Sweeney, D.J., Williams, T.A. and Wisniewski, M. (2009). 
An introduction to management science: Quantitative approaches to 
decision making. UK: South-Western Learning. 

Bartol, K.M., Martin, D.C. (1998). Management, 3rd edition. New York, NY: 
McGraw-Hill 

Bojadjiev, M., Kostovski, N., Buldioska, K. (2015). Leadership styles in 
companies from Republic of Macedonia. Economic Development, 
17(3), 211-222. Retrieved from 
https://www.academia.edu/29463767/Leadership_styles_in_compa
nies_from_Republic_of_Macedonia 

Brannick, M.T. Levine, E.L., Morgeson F.P. (2007). Job and Work Analysis: 
Methods, Research and Applications for Human Resource 
Management, 2nd   edition. Newbury Park, CA: Sage Publications Inc. 

Dessler, G. (2007). Human Resource Management, 11th edition. Upper 
Saddle River, NJ: Pearson Prentice-Hall. 

George J.M., Jones G.R. (2008). Understanding and Managing 
Organizational Behavior, 5th edition. Upper Saddle River, NJ: 
Pearson Prentice-Hall. 

Harrison, E.F. (1987). The Managerial Decision-making Process, 3rd edition. 
Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin Company. 

Hartwig, R.T. (2016). 7 Steps to Analyze a Problem – The Devil’s Advocacy 
Technique. Retrieved from http://www.ryanhartwig.com/7-steps-to-
analyze-a-problem-the-devils-advocacy-technique/  

Kostovski, N., Bojadjiev, M., Buldioska, K. (2015). Leadership Styles and 
Organizational Culture in Macedonian Companies. Journal of 
Sustainable Development, (5)13, 33-44. Retrieved from 
http://www.fbe.edu.mk/JoSDv13.pdf 

Kostovski, N., Bojadjiev, M., Lokvenec, H. (2017). Decision Support Systems 
for New project Development in Fast-Moving Consumer Goods 
industries. Annals of the „Constantin Brâncuşi” University of Târgu 



Accos. Prof. Sn. Hristova, PhD, Assoc. Prof. D.Kovachevski, PhD, Iv. Mileva, MSc 

22 

Jiu, Economy Series, 5, 4-14. Retrieved from 
http://www.utgjiu.ro/revista/ec/pdf/2017-05/01_Ninko.pdf  

Levesque, L.C. (2001). Breakthrough Creativity: Achieving Top Performance 
Using the Eight Creative Talents. MV, CA: Davies Black Publishing. 

Mendenhall, M.E., Punett, B.J., Ricks, D. (1995). Global Management. 
Cambridge, MA: Blackwell Publishers. 

Michaelsen, L.K.,Watson, W.E., Black, R.H (1989). A Realistic Test of 
Individual Versus Group Consensus Decision Making. Journal of 
Applied Psychology, 74(5), 834-839. Retrieved from 
https://www.tblacademie.nl/images/bestanden/30302662-
michaelsen_1989.pdf  

Mullins, L.J. (2005). Management аnd Organization behavior, 7th edition. 
Upper Saddle River, NJ: Pearson Prentice-Hall. 

Mumford, A., Gold J. (2004). Management development Strategies for 
Action. London, UK: Chartered Institute of Personnel and 
Development. 

Resnik, M. (1987). Choices: An Introduction to Decision Theory. 
Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press. 

Sofijanova, E., Zabijakin C.V. (2013). Employee involvement and 
organizational performance: evidence from the manufacturing sector 
in Republic of Macedonia. Trakia Journal of Sciences, 11(1), 31-36. 
Retrieved from http://www.uni-sz.bg  

Stefanovska, P.M., Bojadžijev, M., Mucunski Z. (2015). Da li participativni 
menadžment stvara zadovoljstvo zaposlenih - Pokazatelji na osnovu 
istraživanja iz automobilske industrije. Serbian Journal of 
Management, 10(1), 75-88. doi:10.5937/sjm10-7160 

Steinhoff, D., Burgess, J.F. (1993). Small Business Management 
Fundamentals, 6th edition. New York, NY: McGraw-Hill  

Stokes, D.,  Wilson, N. (2006). Small Business Management And 
Entrepreneurship, 5th  edition. Boston, MA: Thompson Learning 

Ulrich D., Creelman D. (2006). In Touch with Intangibles. Workforce 
Management, 85(9). 

 



 



 

Editorial board: 
 
Krasimir Shishmanov – editor  in chief,  Tsenov Academy of Economics, 
Svishtov Bulgaria 
Nikola Yankov – Co-editor  in chief,  Tsenov Academy of Economics, 
Svishtov Bulgaria 
Ivan Marchevski, Tsenov Academy of Economics, Svishtov Bulgaria 
Irena Emilova, Tsenov Academy of Economics, Svishtov Bulgaria 
Lubcho Varamezov, Tsenov Academy of Economics, Svishtov Bulgaria 
Rumen Erusalimov, Tsenov Academy of Economics, Svishtov Bulgaria 
Silviya Kostova, Tsenov Academy of Economics, Svishtov Bulgaria 
 
 

International editorial board 
 
Alexandru Nedelea – Stefan cel Mare University of Suceava, Romania 
Dmitry Vladimirovich Chistov - Financial University under the Government 
of the Russian Federation, Moskow, Russia 
Ioana Panagoret - Valahia University of Targoviste, Alexandria, Romania 
Jan Tadeusz Duda – AGH, Krakow, Poland 
Mohsen Mahmoud El Batran – Cairo University, Cairo, Egypt 
Nataliya Borisovna Golovanova - Technological University Moscow , 
Moscow Russia 
Tadija Djukic  – University of Nish, Nish, Serbia 
Tatiana Viktorovna Orehova – Donetsk  National University, Ukraine 
Yoto Yotov - Drexel University, Philadelphia, USA 
Viktor Chuzhykov - Kyiv National Economic University named after Vadym 
Hetman, Kyiv, Ukraine 
 
 

Proofreader – Anka Taneva 
English translation – senior lecturer Zvetana Shenkova, senior lecturer 
Daniela Stoilova, senior lecturer Ivanka Borisova 
Russian translation - senior lecturer Irina Ivanova 
Technical secretary – Assist. Prof. Zhivka Tananeeva 
 
In 2019, the printing of the journal will be funded with a grand from  
the Scientific Research Fund, Contract KP-06-NP/36 by the competition 
Bulgarian Scientific Periodicals - 2018. 
 
Submitted for publishinq on 28.11.2019, published on 05.12.2019,  
format 70x100/16, total print 100 
 
© D. A. Tsenov Academy of Economics, Svishtov, 
    2 Emanuil Chakarov Str, telephone number: +359 631 66298 
© Tsenov Academic Publishing House, Svishtov, 24 Gradevo str.  



D. A. Tsenov Academy  
of Economics, Svishtov 
 
 

Year XXIX * Book 4, 2019 
 

 
CONTENTS 
 

 

 

MANAGEMENT theory 
 
INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP DECISION MAKING IN MACEDONIAN SMES 
Accos. Prof. Snezhana Hristova, PhD  
Assoc. Prof. Dimitar Kovachevski, PhD  
Ivona Mileva, MSc …………………. …………………………………………………..….. 5 
 
 
MARKETING 
 
CONTEMPORARY DIMENSIONS OF SALES MANAGEMENT  
Assoc. Prof. Vanya Grigorova, PhD ………………..……………………….…………… 23 

 
 
MANAGEMENT practice 
 
CURRENT TRENDS OF ELECTRONIC COMMERCIAL 
DEVELOPMENT IN THE WORLD MARKETS 
Tatiana Victorivna Orekhova 
Yaroslav Sergiyovich Tertychnyi …………………………………………………………. 39 
 
THE STUDENT INTERNSHIP PROJECT – A FINANCIAL MECHANISM 
FOR CREATING A SUSTAINABLE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN HIGHER 
EDUCATION AND THE LABOUR MARKET 
Angel G. Angelov, PhD ……………………………………………………………………. 52 
 
AGRICULTURAL INNOVATIONS IN EUROPEAN  
AND CENTRAL ASIAN COUNTRIES 
Yaroslav Valeriyovich Korovii …………………………………………………………….. 69 
 


