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Increased Complexity

Hard to define:
• An abstraction (Kluckhohn, 1962)
• Nebulous (Burnes, 2009)
• Multi-dimensional (Moore, 1980)
• “the total life way of a people” that is 

highly influential in every aspect of 
life (Kluckhohn, 1949).

Frameworks:

Hofstede (1984)
• 4 dimensions.
• Subsequently added a 5th.
• Opposing qualities at each end .
Warned against using his data at 
anything less than national level.

Kluckhohn & Strodbeck (1961)
• 5 “value orientations”
• Characteristics at both ends and  at 

the mid point.

Hampden-Turner & Trompenaars
• 7 dimensions. (1988) 
• Qualitative (McSweeney, 2002).
• Cultural profiles
Found the mix of characteristics 
influenced resultant behaviour.

The GLOBE study (2004)
• 9 dimensions,
• Measured values and practice.
The wording of the question 
influenced the response (below).

Hard to define:
• “A  moving shadow” (Bell and 

Morse, 2008)
• an oxymoron (Daley, 1996)
• Definition deliberately vague
• Multifaceted

Sustainable Development

National Culture 

Hard to measure:
• Behaviour is influenced by the tool.
• E.g. finance could be raised by 

taxation to donation.  
• The choice of instrument 

influenced willingness to pay.

Exploratory Interdisciplinary studies
The first interdisciplinary studies were
published in 2003 (Christie et al, 2003).
A meta analysis undertaken by Caprar
and Neville (2012) summarised the
findings (see table on the right).
• The studies were all positivist
• Established correlations between a

limited range of cultural traits and
specific behaviours.

• Inconsistencies in the results.
• Values and sensitivity correlated with 

both poles of individualism. 
• Not all of the dimensions are found

to correlate in every study.

Rogge, Dessein, and Verhoeve (2013) 
argue that research into subjects involving 
high levels of complexity should start with 
work of a more investigative nature:
• Exploration.
• Establish parameters.
• Concepts clustered appropriately.

• Exemplification.
• Develop case studies.

• Evaluation.
• Develop conceptual framework.
• Draw conclusions

Complexity should be 
clarified not simplified

A summary using data from Caprar and Neville

Sample Selection
Maximum variation sampling based on 
responses to two environmental questions 

Problems with samples
Found in studies within the meta analysis:
• Poor spread of data (Christie, 2003) 
• Other variables not controlled (Christie, 

2003)
• Inadequate sample size (Beekun, 2008)

The variables in my Sample:
• All the countries are developed and educated. 
• 3 share the same class of political system
• 99% of businesses in each nation are SMEs. 
• 2 countries share a similar history and geography
• All have a large exposure to coastal waters
• 2 have a large area of uninhabitable land

Performance using data from OECD Green Growth Indicators
• Very little correlation could be established. 
• Even less, when motivation behind actions was examined.


