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 This study unraveled the effects of strategic management and organizational culture on organiza-
tional performance. It also determined the most triggering predictor of organizational performance. 
In this study, strategic management focused particularly on the formulation and implementation 
strategy. A number of 291 officers from government organizations participated in this study. Self-
administered questionnaire was employed for the data collection. The analysis revealed that the 
performance of government organizations was impacted by organizational culture, dimensions of 
formulation and implementation strategy. Organizational culture emerged as the most triggering 
predictor on organizational performance. The study concludes with some implications for practice 
and theory. 
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1. Introduction 
 
 

Organizational culture and strategic management have become an increasingly important topic among 
scholars and practitioners. An examination of the literature revealed that organizational culture and stra-
tegic management are related independently with organizational performance. For example, researchers 
have examined the relationship between strategic management and organizational performance (Samad 
et al., 2014); the link between formulation strategy and organizational performance (Ongonge, 2013), 
and the relationship between implementation strategy and organizational performance (Njagi & Kombo, 
2004). Presently there is a great attention of studies among scholars within organizational strategy on the 
role of organizational culture in influencing the success of organizations (Samad et al., 2014). Further-
more, previous studies indicated significant impact of organizational culture on organizational perfor-
mance (Gordon & DiTomaso, 1992). A myriad of studies on strategic management literature point to-
wards the role of organizational culture in creating and internalizing different values and beliefs shared 
by organization members with the view of implementing strategies for achieving high performance (Sa-
mad et al., 2015). This implies the importance of understanding and working within the framework of 
culture for an effective strategic management. However, although strategic management and culture have 
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been implicitly and explicitly highlighted in organizational theories, the link between these two concepts 
is less understood. Additionally, limited research has been carried out on the possible impacts of the 
association between these two concepts on organizational performance in Malaysian government organ-
izations. The limited literature that explored the consequences and outcomes on the relationship of stra-
tegic management and culture in the organizations have led to numerous references on the importance of 
strategic management and organizational culture in achieving organizational performance. 
 
This study aims to fill the above gap by providing empirical evidence on the relationship between stra-
tegic management and organizational culture and their influence on organizational performance. This 
objective could be realised through a quantitative approach based on the cross sectional study in Malay-
sian government organizations. Furthermore, government organizations in Malaysia play key roles in 
implementing the strategic planning and in providing important services to people and relevant stake-
holders. 
 
2. Literature Review 
 
Strategic management which deals with the objectives, the development of plans and policies of organi-
zation is an important concept (Samad et al., 2014). Strategic management has been linked to several 
theories. For example, profit-maximising and competition theory explain how organizations are based 
on profit-oriented activities. The ability of organizations to adapt with environmental changes in their 
strategies is manifested in survival-based theory, which some scholars have equated it to contingency 
theory. Meanwhile, resource-based theory (RBV) postulates strategic management as an important inter-
nal resource in gaining competitive advantage and achieving higher organization performance (Barney 
& Clark, 2007). Upon analysing the antecedents of organization performance, scholars have attempted 
to relate them with several theories. RBV for example posits the role of internal resources for achieving 
performance. Meanwhile, contingency theory has been associated with performance as it provides sup-
port that explains the influence of independent factors on organization performance.  Contingency theory 
highlights the role of appropriate strategy as the solution for organizational issues. It draws from the idea 
that there is no best approach to unravel organization performance, but it depends on a fit between or-
ganization and its situation and environment (Zeithaml et al., 1988). Situation in this study refers to the 
internal resources of an organization in terms of strategic management and culture that could influence 
performance. The contingency factors have been hypothesized and empirically proven to be significant 
factors in improving superior organization performance. 
 
2.1 Strategic Management and Performance 
 
Strategic management has been defined differently by scholars due to their variety of backgrounds and 
context of studies. It is a process that generally encompasses three main aspects namely, formulation, 
implementation and evaluation (David, 2012). Formulation strategy refers to the mission, objectives, 
strategies, goals, policy and guidelines of an organization (Mintzberg, 2003). It embraces the identifica-
tion of external opportunities and threats, determination of internal strengths and weaknesses and  choos-
ing the best strategy to be implemented (Esmaeil et al., 2013). Meanwhile, implementation strategy deals 
with the allocation of the resources and motivation for the staff to achieve the objectives of their organi-
zation (Muchira, 2013). In other words, implementation strategy initiates activities in accordance to for-
mulation strategy.  On the other hand, evaluation is the process in which actual activities and performance 
results of an organization are monitored and evaluated based on desired performance (Wheelen & 
Hunger, 2012 ) 
 
There are debates among scholars as to which strategic management aspect is more influential on perfor-
mance. While some researchers suggest the combination influence of formulation, implementation and 
evaluation, there are scholars who asserted that each strategic management factor contributes differently 
towards performance (Coldiron, 2011). The frequently arguable notion is on different impacts between 
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formulation and implementation strategy on performance. These arguments may be due to each aspect 
connotes different things. For example, Ongonge (2013) stated formulation strategy as an important and 
critical factor for performance. Meanwhile, Muchira (2013) and Njagi and Kombo (2004) extolled im-
plementation strategy as a vital aspect towards achieving better organizational performance compared to 
other strategies. This argument may be due to the reasons that implementation strategy appears as the 
stage of organizations are able to reap the outcomes from the formulation strategy. While disparity and 
inconsistency exist on this contention, researchers are in agreement that both factors have been pro-
foundly highlighted in performance literature. For example Akinyele and Fasogbon (2010) found that 
formulation strategy enhanced the survival of Nigerian banks and performance of public organizations. 
Franklin (2011) found a pertinent link between formulation strategy and performance of non-profit and 
government organizations.  Formulation strategy processes have been also highlighted to be related to 
superior organizational performance, while poor overall strategic management may result in inefficient 
use of resources and organizational destabilization (Coldiron, 2011). Formulation strategy has been 
proven to improve the performance of small and medium enterprises in Jordan (Aldehayyat & Twaissi, 
2011). Equally, literature revealed implementation strategy played a major role to improve the perfor-
mance of public and private organizations (Muchira, 2013; Ogunmokun et al.; 2005). Thus it is important 
for organizations to know and identify the most important elements or characteristics that are related to 
organizational performance. Samad et al. (2014) concluded that formulation strategy (policies, vision, 
mission, goals, and strategic choice) and implementation strategy (organizational structure and strategy, 
human capital, culture and leadership) are important for performance of organizations. Based on this 
premise and previous literature, this study examined the links between three main dimensions of formu-
lation: vision, mission, and goals and three dimensions of formulation strategy: structure, strategy, and 
human resource on performance of government organizations. Thus, the following hypotheses are devel-
oped: 
 
H1: Formulation strategy dimension vision positively influences on organizational performance. 
 
H2: Formulation strategy dimension mission positively influences on organizational performance. 
 
H3: Formulation strategy dimension goals positively influences on organizational performance. 
 
H4: Implementation strategy dimension strategy positively influences on organizational performance. 
 
H5: Implementation strategy dimension structure positively influences on organizational performance. 
 
H6: Implementation strategy dimension human resource positively influences on organizational perfor-
mance. 
 
2.2 Organizational Culture and Performance 
 
A rather anecdotal evidence on the link between strategic management in terms of formulation and im-
plementation strategy and performance has encouraged considerable empirical research to examine the 
link between culture and organizational performance. Undeniably, the term culture in organization has 
been attributed as a popular concept in organizational theory and management. This is shown in theoret-
ical perspectives (Martin, 1992) and in the use of this concept in organizational disciplines (Harris & 
Ogbonna, 1999). One of the widespread popularity and interest in this topic is due to the idea that organ-
izational cultures tend to lead superior organizational performance (Iftikhar & Qureshi, 2014; Shafiq et 
al., 2014). This is in tandem with Dension’s (1990) assertion that only organizations that possess strong 
culture can perform at high levels. Organizational culture is defined as an arrangement of convictions 
and qualities shared by individuals from a similar association that impacts their practices (Schein, 1992). 
It comprises of a deep level of unconscious basic assumptions manifested in shared valued and organi-
zational artefacts. Upon analysing the concept of organizational culture, it concludes several issues that 
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have attracted many researchers. Firstly, as has been viewed by Martin (1992), culture is a uniform entity 
concept and an analytical tool. Secondly, there is a difference between culture, power, politics, and cli-
mate (Dension, 1996). Finally, there is no consensus that organizational culture can be changed easily 
(Legge, 1994). 
 
The contention that organizational culture is related to organizational performance is also based on the 
premise that culture plays a key role in generating competitive advantage (Scholz, 1987).  However, a 
plethora of literature on a positive link between culture and performance have shown caution among 
researchers especially in the 1990s (Gordon & DiTomaso, 1992). This is because, according to Dension 
(1990), the link between culture and performance is relevant if it is able to adapt with changes in the 
condition of the environment in an organization, consistent with the organizational values, encourage 
involvement among members, having a clear mission and possess unique qualities that cannot be imi-
tated. This is in line with the RBV notion which postulates that the extent of a culture being theorised as 
having an influence on competitive advantage sustainability is based on the resources that are character-
ised as valuable, rare, imperfectly imitable, and non-substitutable (Sami et al., 2016; Zaman et al., 2011). 
Inevitably, there are myriads of literature pertaining to culture in organization despite arguments and 
equivocal claims by some researchers. This richness is due to the contention by researchers that superior 
organizational performance is influenced by a strong culture. Though the universal notion of the link 
between culture and performance is questionable by some theorists, there is adequate empirical evidence 
that postulates organizational culture being related to organizational performance. This affirms that or-
ganizational culture appears as a vital intangible resource for superior performance as manifested in 
RBV. Preceding literature suggest the following hypothesis: 
 
H7: Organizational culture positively influences on organizational performance. 
 
2.3 Organizational Performance 
 
Organizational performance is a multidimensional concept. It entails performance in business and organ-
izational effectiveness both in public and private organizations (Chu et al., 2001). Organizational perfor-
mance is influenced by many factors as it plays a major role in satisfying the needs of the stakeholders 
and in ensuring the survival of organizations (Griffin, 2003). Venkatraman and Ramanujam (1986) pro-
poses performance based on financial and non-financial such as operational performance. Meanwhile 
Boyne (2002) proposes organizational performance with five dimensions: outputs, efficiency, service 
outcomes, responsiveness, and democratic outcomes. Swindell and Kelly (2005) equated performance in 
public organizations in terms of fulfilling the satisfaction of citizens. Kaplan and Norton (2006) proposed 
Balance Scorecard (BSC) performance measure based on financial and value creation perspectives. In 
conclusion, measures of organizational performance have been addressed from financial and non-finan-
cial or subjective and objective perspectives. This study adopts subjective perspectives in terms of 
internal management, employee perspective, learning and growth and internal operation in examining a 
comprehensive performance in Malaysian government organizations.  
 
3. Methodology 
 
The population of this study consists of middle and senior management officers representing Malaysian 
government organizations in Kuala Lumpur and Putrajaya. The data was obtained based on a list acquired 
from the Public Service Department. The sample size in this study follows that of Sekaran (2000) and 
Roscoe (1975) which state that for social science based studies the minimum sample size is 50 and the 
maximum is 500; however, according to Randall and Gibson (2013), a minimum of 230 respondents is 
required for a sample size. A random sample was used of 350 officers, of which 291 respondents returned 
usable questionnaires with the response rate of 83.14%. This rate is above the average of 35.7% com-
monly achieved in quantitative studies as suggested by Baruch and Holtom (2008). The drop and collect 
survey method as suggested by Walker (1976) was employed to collect the data. The researcher has 
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assigned one representative in each of the selected organization to coordinate the collection of the ques-
tionnaires from the respondents. The survey questionnaires were accompanied with a cover letter to ex-
plain the objectives of the research and to assure the anonymity of correspondents in order to protect their 
confidentiality. After three weeks of data collection, the researcher returned to the selected organizations 
to collect the completed questionnaires from the assigned representatives. 
 
The survey questionnaires consist of four sections each and were employed to collect data from the sam-
ple of Malaysian government officers. Section A consists of two aspects of strategic management; for-
mulation and implementation strategy adapted from the developed questionnaire by Qouod (2006). Di-
mensions of vision (5 items), mission (4 items) and goals (5 items) were designed to measure formulation 
strategy. While dimensions of strategy (4 items), structure (4 items) and human resource (4 items) were 
designed to measure implementation strategy. To measure organizational culture in Section B, this study 
utilises the scales of Denison et al. (2006) with three dimensions, namely involvement (6 items), 
consistency (5 items) and adaptability (5 items). Measures of organizational performance (Section C) 
was based on four dimensions, namely  internal management (6 items) was adapted from Brewer and 
Selden (2000), while employee perspective (6 items), learning and growth (8 items) and internal opera-
tion (8 items) were measured using scales developed by Blackmon (2008). All items in this study were 
measured based on the 7 points Likert Scale. Section D consists of the profile of respondents. 
 
4. Findings 
 
4.1  Respondents Profile 
 
From the 350 distributed questionnaires, 291 useful responses were received (male 60% and 40% from 
the female). Therefore, more than half of the samples in this study were males. In terms of positions, 
55% were officers at middle management level and 45% were at senior level. About 42.5% of the 
respondents was between 35 to 45 years old, 37.5% between 45 to 55 years old and 14.2% between 25 
to 35 years old. Only 5.8% were above 55 years old. 66.6% of the respondents hold a Bachelor degree, 
26.7% Masters and 6.7% were Phd graduates. In terms of experience, 45.8% respondents have between 
10 to 20 years, 23.4% between 5 to 10 years, 20.8% have more than 20 years of experience and 10% of 
the respondents have working experience between 1 to 5 years. 
 
4.2 Assessment of the Measurement Model 

Prior to testing the hypothesis, the first process of SEM (Structural Equation Modelling) analysis in this 
study was the assessment of the measurement model. This is to evaluate the relationships between the 
indicators and constructs of the study. In this stage the reliability and validity of the indicators were 
tested. The overall value of the construct’s reliability and validity is tabulated in Table 1. Cronbach’s 
alpha (α) and composite reliability (CR) were employed to test the reliability of the constructs. The study 
revealed that the Cronbach’s alpha values were all above the minimum acceptable value of 0.70 (Nun-
nally & Bernstein, 1994). The values of CR were also above the minimum rule of thumb of 0.70 as 
suggested by Hair et al. (2014). Thus, providing evidence and support of the construct measures’ internal 
consistency reliability.  
 

The validity of the constructs were assessed based on convergent validity and discriminant validity (Hair 
et al., 2014). The average variance extracted (AVE) is the criterion used to assess the convergent validity. 
AVE is the sum of the squared loadings of indicators related to the construct based on the summation of 
the square of the factor loadings divided by the summation of the square of the factor loadings and added 
with the summation of the error variances. What is expected from the AVE is that the construct should 
explain more than half of the critical threshold value of variance in its indicators.  
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Table 1  
Overall Measurement Model  

Construct Loadings AVE CR Cronbach α 
Strategic Management     
(Formulation):     
      Vision (VS) 0.828 0.662 0.854 0.743 
      Mission (MS) 0.850    
      Goals (GL) 0.759    
Implementation:     
      Strategy (ST) 0.896 0.705 0.877 0.788 
      Structure (SR) 0.866    
      Human Resource (HS) 0.750    
Organizational Culture (OC)     
      Involvement (INV) 0.879 0.817 0.930 0.888 
     Consistency (CNS) 0.918    
     Adaptability (ADP) 0.914  
Organizational Performance (OP)     
     Internal Management (IM) 0.747 0.699 0.902 0.854 
     Employee Commitment (EC) 0.832    
     Internal Operation (IO) 0.926    
     Learning & Growth (LG) 0.830    

 

All of the average variance extracted values in this study were above the threshold value of 0.50 (Hair 
et al., 2014). Thus, the convergent validity in the study is realised. The t-values that measured all items 
in this study have also surpassed the significance level of 1.96.  This denotes that the constructs of the 
study were well explained by the measurement of the items. Secondly, the criterion used to assess dis-
criminant validity is based on the Fornell-Lacker criterion (Fornell & Larcker, 1981). (See Table 2). It 
is performed by square rooting the AVE to contrast against the inter-correlations of the constructs in the 
model of measurement in order to ensure that the measures are discriminant.   The guideline is that if the 
square root of the AVE, shown in the diagonals, are higher or greater than the values in the row and 
columns on that particular construct, it can be concluded that the measures are discriminant. The analysis 
shows that the average variance extracted values are all above the correlations of each variable in the 
row and columns on that particular construct.  The results conclude that the measurement model is ap-
propriate and valid for the structural model assessment based on the acceptable and sufficient reliability, 
discriminant and convergent validities. 
 
Table 2  
Results of Discriminant Validity for Organizational Performance CFA Model 

Variables Vision Mission Goals Strategy Structure HR OC OP 
Vision 0.796        
Mission 0.582 0.801       
Goals 0.430 0.483 0.770      
Strategy 0.434 0.576 0.385 0.837     
Structure 0.514 0.620 0.429 0.719 0.834    
HR 0.524 0.476 0.372 0.514 0.438 0.887   
OC 0.024 0.044 0.002 0.113 0.093 0.099 0.904  
OP 0.506 0.430 0.402 0.518 0.548 0.468 0.208 0.836 

Note: Values on the diagonal (bolded) are square root of the AVE while the off-diagonals are correlations 

4.3 Assessment of the Structural Model 
 
The assessment of structural model in this study involves the evaluation of the relationship between 
independent variables and dependent variable. This is to confirm that the structural model of the study 
addresses the proposed relationship between the variables that were being identified and assessed. The 
structural model in this study was estimated to examine the research hypotheses, using PLS technique 
and by performing bootstrapping with sample size of 3000 replications while the actual sample size stood 
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at 291.  The examination is based on the R2., beta value and the corresponding t-value as suggested by 
Hair et al. (2014). The second suggested measure for structural model is based on predictive relevance 
Q2. Predictive relevance for a certain endogenous construct is based on the Q2 value being larger than 0 
and otherwise if the value is less than 0 (Hair et al., 2014; Fornell & Cha, 1994; Kline, 2010).The struc-
tural model using PLS is used to examine whether the hypotheses in the study are supported or not sup-
ported. Figure 1 and Table 3 present the findings of the structural model of the study. 
 
In the assessment of the structural model, an examination was done on the direct effects of strategic 
management variable which consists of formulation strategy [vision (VS), mission (MS), goals (GL)] 
and implementation strategy [strategy (ST), structure (SR) human resource (HR)] as well as the second 
variable of organizational culture and organization performance (OP) as the dependent variable.  These 
effects are reflected in hypotheses H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6 and H7 respectively. The analysis reveals 
that the values of R2 for organizational performance (OP) was 0.529 (See Fig. 1).   
 

 

β=0.231 

β=0.065 

 

β=0.144 

β=0.184 

 

β=0.228 

 

β=0.165 

 

β=0.297 

 
Fig. 1. Results of the Structural Model 

 
This indicates that 52.9% of variations in organization performance (OP) are explained by seven predic-
tors of mission, vision, goals, strategy, structure, human resource, and organizational culture. The result 
indicates substantial values based on the rule of thumb of low or weak (0.02), moderate (0.13), high and 
substantial (0.26) by Cohen (1988). Upon examining the value of Q2 for organization performance (OP), 
the finding indicated a value of 0.389.  In evaluating the Q2, Hair et al. (2014) have proposed the guide-
lines for measuring the relative predictive relevance based on value of small (0.02), moderate (0.15) and 
large (0.35) to describe or explain the effects of independent variables on dependent variable. The Q2 

obtained in this study was 0.389, indicating that the model has a substantial and sufficient predictive 
relevance. 
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As mentioned earlier, a bootstrapping technique with a re-sampling of 3000 was performed to calculate 
path estimates and t-statistic to test the significance of the hypothesized relationships (see Table 3). Based 
on the significant p value of < 0.05, it was found that the six paths of vision (VS), goals (GL), strategy 
(ST), structure (SR), human resource (HR) and organizational culture (OC) have indicated a significant 
impact towards achieving organizational performance (OP). Thus providing support for hypotheses H1, 
H3, H4, H5, H6 and H7. Conversely, the path of mission (MS) on organization performance (OP) was 
not statistically significant, thus hypothesis H2 was not supported. The results also indicated that the 
most significant predictor of organization performance (OP) is organizational culture (OC) with the path 
coefficient of 0.297.   
 
Table 3  
Path of Coefficients and Testing of Hypotheses 
Hypotheses Path Shape Path Standard Coefficient T-value Error P-value Result 
H1 VS  OP 0.231 0.056 4.444 0.000 Supported
H2 MS OP 0.065 0.055 1.403 0.173  Not supported
H3 GL OP 0.144 0.046 3.616 0.000  Supported
H4 ST OP 0.184 0.071 2.841 0.004 Supported 
H5 SR OP 0.228 0.066 3.621 0.000 Supported
H6 HR OP 0.165 0.050 3.778 0.000 Supported
H7 OC OP 0.297 0.070 2.834 0.000 Supported

* Significance level P < 0.05  

 
5. Discussion 
 
Findings of this study verify the complexity of organizational performance construct as highlighted in 
literature such that the elements may offer different managerial perspectives. Due to this inconsistency, 
research findings across countries is possible. It can be observed that performance of government organ-
izations may be affected and may not be able to discern the social, political, and economic scenarios. 
This results revealed that strategic management and organizational culture have affected the performance 
of government organizations. Literature have documented that the performance of government organi-
zations are influenced significantly by strategic management and culture (Samad et al., 2013; Coldiron, 
2011).These findings validate the RBV theory which postulates that strategic management and organi-
zational culture are the competitive intangible resources that will lead to organizational performance 
(Barney & Clark, 2007). The findings conclude that it is important at formulation stage to have clear 
vision, mission and goals as they provide directions for the organizations to pursue and provide the re-
quired changes to enhance their future position and prospects.  Implementation strategy is also profound 
for organizations to effectively gain the benefits that have been formulated and planned. Dimensions of 
strategy, structure and resources within implementation strategy are considered as pertinent resources to 
achieve excellent organizational performance. This is consistent with Lepsinger (2011) who suggest ef-
fective implementation strategy should include the ability to manage human resource, strategy, structure 
and values.  
 
Interestingly, as echoed by many scholars, one aspect that should not be ignored for performance in 
organization is organizational culture. This variable emerges as the most important predictor that affect 
performance. This suggests that having a culture that focuses on consistency, adaptability and involve-
ment as proposed by Dension et al. (2006) is pertinent to performance of government organizations. In 
addition, a lack of these aspects may result in poor employee performance and subsequently the perfor-
mance and the overall effectiveness of organizations. Organizational culture, along with strategic man-
agement proposed in this study will help organizations to achieve superior performance. High performing 
organizations will find ways to empower and engage the people through involvement, facilitate the co-
ordinated actions by promoting behaviours that are consistent to core values, adapt with organization 
environment into action, and provide clear purpose and direction as reflected in the mission. The study 
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consistent to contingency theory which postulates that only appropriate strategy that fit to environment 
is vital for superior organizational performance.  
 
6. Conclusion, Implications and Suggestions 
 
This study has examined how strategic management, organizational culture and organizational perfor-
mance are related. The findings suggest that an organization wishing to promote organizational perfor-
mance could start to consider its strategic management process. This finding is parallel with Aldehayyat 
and Twaissi (2011) who contend that strategic management to be the primary factor behind organiza-
tional success and formulation and implementation aspects are considered critical process that can im-
prove organizational performance (Samad et al., 2015). Equally important is organizational culture which 
emerged as the most important explanatory variable on organizational performance. 
 
This study provides the characteristics of strategic management, culture and organizational performance 
based on theoretical perspectives and empirical research. The findings enhance the understanding on the 
effects of strategic management and organizational culture on organization performance as there is dearth 
empirical research in this topic particularly in Malaysian Government organizations. One way the per-
formance of organizations can be improved is via strategic management in terms of formulation and 
implementation and their dimensions. From the perspective of culture, the more the culture is being 
shared by the employees, the better the organization performance would be. Moreover, organizations that 
adopts and widely shared strong culture which encourage employee involvement, consistency, and adapt-
ability lead to employees to be more committed and motivated, resulting in superior organizational per-
formance (Samad et al., 2013; DiTomaso, 1987). This single framework-based study has successfully 
bridged the gap in previous research by integrating dimensions of strategic management with organiza-
tional culture in an organization performance model. The novelty of this study is emulated by organiza-
tional culture which emerged as the eminent and most significant predictor for the performance of gov-
ernment organizations in Malaysia. This study has also proven the robustness of the contingency theory 
to explain the contribution of internal resources as a strategy that fits and is appropriate for high organi-
zational performance. This study provides solid evidence for policy makers and practitioners to focus on 
strategic management and organizational culture in their initiatives to achieve superior performance.  
This study may posits limitations since it was conducted in public sector and based on cross sectional 
study. Thus future study may consider qualitative approach with the different subjects and setting and by 
integrating other variables such as organizational capabilities and variables of economics perspective.  
 
References 
 
Aldehayyat, J., & Twaissi, N. (2011). Strategic planning and corporate performance relationship in small 

business firms: Evidence from a Middle East country context. International Journal of Business and 
Management, 6(8), 255.  

Akinyele, S., & Fasogbon, O. (2010). Impact of strategic planning on organizational performance and 
survival. Research Journal of Business Management, 4(1), 73-82.  

Bagozzi, R.P. and Yi, Y. (1988). On the evaluation of structural equation model. Journal of Academy of 
Marketing Science, 16(1), 74–94 

Barney, J., and Clark, D. (2007). Resource-based theory: Creating and sustaining competitive advantage. 
USA: Oxford University Press. Retrieved August, 2017 from: 
http://library.wur.nl/WebQuery/clc/1882076 

Baruch, Y. and Holtom, B.C. (2008). Survey response rate levels and trends in organizational research. 
Human Relations, 61(8), 1139-1160. 

Brewer, G. A., and S. C. Selden. (2000). Why elephants gallop: Assessing and predicting organizational 
performance in federal agencies. Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory, 10(4), 685–
711. 



 

1372

Blackmon, V. Y. (2008). Strategic planning and organizational performance: an investigation using the 
balanced scorecard in non-profit organizations. Ph.D. dissertation, Capella University, United States.  

Boyne, G. A. (2002). Public and private management: what’s the difference? Journal of Management 
studies, 39(1), 97-122. 

 Cohen J. (1988). Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences. Mahwah, NJ:  Lawrence 
Erlbaum. 

Coldiron, S.J. (2011). Strategic management in non-profit Mental Health Service Organizations: Under-
standing processes and impact on performance. Retrieved on April 2017, from http://openscholar-
ship.wustl.edu/cgi/. 

Chu-Hua, Madu, C. N., & Lin, C. (2001). The relationship between supply chain quality management 
practices and organizational performance. International Journal of Quality & Reliability Manage-
ment, 18(8), 864-872. 

David, F. (2012). Strategic management: Concepts and cases (13th ed.). New Jersey: Prentice Hall 
Denison, D.R. (1990). Corporate Culture and Organisational Effectiveness. New York: Wiley. 
Denison, D.R. (1996). What is the difference between organizational culture and organizational climate? 

A Native’s point of view on a decade of paradigm wars. Academy of Management Review, 21(3), 619–
54. 

Denison, D. R., Janovics, J., Young, J., & Cho, H. J. (2006). Diagnosing organizational cultures: Vali-
dating a model and method. Working Paper, Denison Consulting Group Retrieved on April 2017   

 From http://www.denisonconsulting.com/resources/ResourcesbyTopic/CultureAndPerformanceRe-
sources.aspx 

DiTomaso, N. (1987).Symbolic Media and Social Solidarity: The Foundations of Corporate 
 Culture. Research in the Sociology of Organizations, 5, 105–34. 
Esmaeil, M., Mohammad, Z., Yarahmadzehi, H., & Abtin, A. (2013). Strategic management practices in 

the local authorities: Factors associated with adoption of strategic management practices in the local 
authorities. Interdisciplinary Journal of Contemporary Research in Business, 5(3). 

Fornell, C., & Larcker, D.F. (1981). Evaluating structural equation models with unobservable variables 
and measurement error. Journal of Marketing Research, 18(1), 39–50.  

Fornell, C., & Cha, J. (1994). Partial least squares. In R.P. Bagozzi (Ed.). Advanced methods in market-
ing research. Cambridge: Blackwell, 52-78. 

Franklin, P. W. (2011). Relationship between Strategic Planning and Non-profit Organizational Perfor-
mance. Ph.D. Dissertation, Capella University, United States.  

Gordon, G.G. & DiTomaso, N. (1992). Predicting corporate performance from organizational culture. 
Journal of Management Studies, 29(6), 783–98. 

Griffin, K. (2003). Economic globalization and institutions of global governance. Development and 
Change, 34(5), 789–807. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-7660.2003.00329.x 

Hair, J.F., Hult, G.T.M., Ringle, C.M., & Sarstedt, M. (2014). A primer on partial least squares structural 
equation modeling (PLS-SEM). Los Angeles: Sage Publication 

Harris, L.C., & Ogbonna, E. (1999). Developing a Market Oriented Culture: A Critical Evaluation. Jour-
nal of Management Studies, 36(2), 177-196. 

Ho, R. (2006). Handbook of univariate and multivariate data analysis and interpretation with SPSS. 
United States of America: Chapman & Hall/CRC: Taylor & Francis Group.  

Iftikhar, M., & Qureshi, M. I. (2014). Modeling the workplace bullying the mediator of “workplace 
climate-employee health” relationship. Journal of Management Info, 4(1), 96-124. 

Kaplan, R. S., & Norton, D. P. (2006). The Balanced Scorecard: Translating Strategy into Action. USA: 
Boston MA. : Harvard Business School Press 

Kline, R. B. (2010). Principles and practice of structural equation modelling. New York: The Guilford 
Press   

Legge, K. (1994). Managing Culture: Fact or Fiction. In Sisson, K. (ed.) Personnel Management: A 
Comprehensive Guide to Theory and Practice in Britain. Oxford: Blackwell. 

Lepsinger, R. (2011). The execution solution: Five secrets of companies that consistently achieve results. 
Employment Relations Today, 37(4), 53-58. 



S. Samad et al   / Management Science Letters 8 (2018) 
 

1373

Martin, J. (1992). Cultures in three organizations: Three perspectives. London: Oxford University Press. 
Mintzberg, H. (2003). The strategy process: concepts, contexts, cases, (4th ed.). U.S: Pearson Education. 
Muchira, W. N. (2013). Relationship Between Strategy Implementation And Performance In 

Commercial Banks In Kenya. Retrieved on April, 2017 from 
http://chss.uonbi.ac.ke/sites/default/files/chs/  

Njagi, L., & Kombo, H. (2004). Effect of Strategy Implementation on Performance of Commercial Banks 
in Kenya. European Journal of Business and Management, 6(13), 62-68. 

Nunnally, J. & Bernstein, I. (1994). Psychometric theory. New York: McGraw-Hill. 
Ongonge, J. (2013). Relationship between Strategic Planning and Organization’s Performance in Non-

governmental organizations (NGOS): A case of action aid. Master Thesis, University of Nairobi, Nai-
robi, Kenya. 

Qouod, A. G. (2006). The Role of Strategic Management towards Improving Institutional Performance 
in Public Organizations in the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan. PhD Thesis, Cairo University, Egypt. 

Randall, D.M., & Gibson, A.M. (2013). Methodology in business ethics research: a review and critical 
assessment.  Journal of Business Ethics, 9(6) 191-211. 

Roscoe, J. T. (1975). Fundamental Research Statistics for the Behavioural Sciences, (2nd ed.) New York: 
Holt Rinehart & Winston. 

Samad, S., Abdullah, M.A., & Ahmed, W.A. (2013). The impact of organizational culture on organiza-
tional performance. Australian Journal of Basic and Applied Sciences, 7(14), 442-449. 

Samad, S., Yusuf, M.S.Y., & Ahmed, W.A. (2014). The influence of strategic planning on organizational 
performance: A case in Malaysian health care system. Australian. Journal of Basic and Applied Sci-
ences, 8(13), 508-515. 

Samad, S., Yusuf, M.S.Y., Ahmed, W.A., & Yakub, M.A. (2015). Modelling strategic planning, trans-
formational leadership and organizational performance: The integration of strategic management the-
ories. Australian Journal of Basic and Applied Sciences, 9(2), 94-99 

Sami, A., Jusoh, A., Mahfar, M., Qureshi, M. I., & Khan, M. M. (2016). Role of Ethical Culture in 
Creating Public Value. International Review of Management and Marketing, 6(4S), 255-261. 

Schein, E.H. (1992). Organizational culture and leadership, 2nd ed. San Francisco: Jossey- 
 Bass. 
Scholz, C. (1987). Corporate Culture and Strategy – The Problem of Strategic Fit.  Long Range Planning, 

25(6), 3–16. 
Sekaran, U. (2000). Research Methods for Business: A Skill-building Approach, (3rd ed.). New York: 

John Wiley & Sons, Inc. 
Shafiq, M., & Qureshi, M. I. (2014). Quadruple culture type approaches impacting employees 

attributes. Journal of Management Info, 2(1). 
Swindell, D., & Kelly, J. (2005). Performance measurement versus city service satisfaction: intra‐city 

variations in quality. Social Science Quarterly, 86(3), 704-723. 
Walker, R.L. (1976). Social survey techniques: a note on the ‘drop and collect’ method.  The Royal 

Geographical Society with the Institute of British Geographers, 8(4), 284-288. 
Venkatraman, N., & Ramanujam, V. (1986). Measurement of Business Performance in Strategy Re-

search: A Comparison of Approaches. The Academy of Management Review, 11(4), 801–814. 
Wheelen, T., & Hunger, D. (2012). Strategic Management and Business Policy,  (13th ed.). U.S: Prentice 

Hall. 
Zaman, K., Qureshi, M., & Bhatti, M. (2011). The impact of culture and gender on leadership behavior: 

Higher education and management. Management Science Letters, 1(4), 531-540. 
Zeithaml, V. A., Rajan, V. P., & Zeithaml, C. P. (1988). The contingency approach: its foundations and 

relevance to theory building and research in marketing. European Journal of Marketing, 52, 2-22  
 
 
  



 

1374

         

 

 
© 2018 by the authors; licensee Growing Science, Canada. This is an open access article 
distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC-
BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). 

  



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


