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Abstract

Research objective: The objective of the study was to examine the relationship between sustainable
leadership, talent management and organizational health as predictors of university transformation.
This study went further to establish the mediation effect of organizational health as a mediating
factor between the exogenous variables (sustainable leadership and talent management) and endog-
enous variable (university transformation).

Research technique and methodology: The study used a cross sectional survey design and the
sample of respondents (N=820) was randomly chosen from six universities in which the central
region of Uganda. The sample was deemed convenient for this study since the method used for data
analysis was structural equation modelling that normally requires a big number of sample popula-
tion. A confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) was used to analyze each of the individual constructs
used to attain reasonable parameters estimates. The fully fledged structural equation modelling
(SEM) was used in the study to analyze the hypothesized structural model and its casual relation-
ships plus the mediation effect between the constructs.

Main findings: The findings of the study showed that there is positive relationship between sustain-
able leadership, talent management and organizational health. However, the relationship between
sustainable leadership and university transformation, talent management and university transforma-
tion were negatively related.



Practical implications: It was recommended to educational practitioners, lecturers and policy mak-
ers to use this model to harness university transformation. For researchers, it could be used to do fur-
ther examination of university transformation on other universities both locally and internationally.

Keywords: sustainable leadership, talent management, organizational health, university
transformation

Paper type: Research paper

1. Introduction

For the last many years universities are going through tremendous changes that
have not only changed their education status but have moved them from the
traditional known university management to modern management systems that
require commodification of knowledge, internationalization, customer care and
virtualization (Haldsz, 2007). Moreover the four (Cs) have also brought another
equation that university management and leadership must think more about and
forge the best ways through which these institutions must survive and thrive
in the era of competition, rising costs, the changing of university customs and
characteristics, and the turbulent crises (Bunoti, 2011; Mpaata, 2010; Saymeh,
2014). The forces of change mentioned above, require universities to adopt and
integrate new trends of management style to facilitate sustainable leadership,
human resource development and enabling working environment for both
employees and customer satisfaction and attract them towards achievement of
organizational goals and objectives (Bora, 2014). Furthermore, for universities to
achieve transformation, Skordoulis, (2010) states that management should focus
on people work management, train special people in steering management issues,
streamline communication structure and have governance challenges addressed to
ensure that ethics and vision are protected to enable achievement of institutional
remodeling in its market strategy. Moreover, Awbrey, (2005) states that changing
the management and education system of the universities is not something easy
due to both diverse and inexperienced human resources without skills of coping
up with proper models that universities must opt for and survive in the changing
knowledge market. It is therefore from this background that the current study is
designed to examine the factors that predict university transformation.

2. University transformation

University transformation is derived from the meaning of organizational
transformation or change. This concept has been in place since 1970’s to date. It
has changed meaning and terminologies dependent on the demands of the time,
and because of these changes, to fit in the new era with new demands in market
twists, organizations have found themselves reshaping, rebranding, redesigning
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and restructuring themselves to suit in the competitive global economy. Besides,
addressing the challenges of rebranding, reshaping and restructuring a lot of
meanings, theories and frameworks for the terminology have been generated to
help organizations both educational and business to find means and yardsticks for
guiding their style of management and administration of business. For example,
due to both institutional and world agility, higher education institutions must
change to fit in the technological demands to ease communication within the
system itself and with the outside world. This is so since technology is the driving
force of world businesses and communication strategies. Secondly due to increased
quest for accessibility to education, universities must accept that reform is no
longer a choice but a way to go so as to compete favorably and at the same time
adopt both virtual and traditional means of knowledge deliverance and acquisition
(Torraco and Hoover, 2005). Furthermore, the increased competition for ranking
requires university operational systems to transform themselves from the usual
ways of marketing to centers of learning that reach their customers and be able
to understand the brands of output needed to compete positively with other world
institutions. Lastly, accountability should be an impetus for driving all institutional
affairs thus, universities must accept that there has been a lot of wastage in terms
of resource management and this habit calls for reform such that staff are put to
task and take responsibility for their actions and decision so as to work within the
institution’s framework and budgets (Sheail, 2015; Skordoulis, 2010). Through
these efforts funding and all other support from the community will be accounted
for in both just and reasonable business manner executed by university authorities
(Chandler, 2013). Subsequently, universities are surviving in impeding avalanche
that requires immediate change and find solutions for stability and sustainability.
Similarly, leadership should be aware that in the course of transformation, there
are also reasons that normally arise to deter transformation and change strategies
for instance, the culture and the nature of department, the sense of territory,
the abrasion between purposeful divisions, resource allocation, the norms and
values, the nature of leadership, the communication style, the power of unions and
idiosyncrasies (Chandler, 2013). To avoid being an ineffective organization on the
journey of transformation, there should be an integration of approaches towards
prosperity and achievement of the intended goal. For example, universities need
to have effective and efficient leadership with dynamism and rigor to move the
organization to a higher level. This should be done in relation to close monitoring
of human resource development strategy and development of scholarship through
collaboration and networking without side world (Klerk and Stander, 2014;
Valencia and Cézares, 2016). Furthermore, university transformation should
be based on rebranding and redesigning the structure, systems, shared values,
strategy, skills and style (Hasan et al., 2016; Mohammad and Ravanfar, 2015;
Moyce, 2014; Pinheiro et al., 2012). It means that leadership and its subordinates



plays a very important role towards institutional change and therefore, it should
be sustainable in nature to ensure that the past and present achievement continue
to flourish while influencing the future goals and objectives.

H1: There is a significant relationship between sustainable leadership and
university transformation

3. Sustainable leadership

Sustainable leadership is still a new concept that was introduced in 2003. It is
the ability of organizational leadership to recognize that complex and intricate
systems of an organization must intertwine with human values in order to promote
sustainable development and change so as to meet the required standards of
operation in the competitive global market (Grooms and Reid-Martinez, 2011).
Meanwhile, leadership and their staff while working towards a strategy, should be
based on values that range from justice, diversity, flexibility, openness, humility,
conservation, community, love, creativity so as to win other staff’s diligence and
commitment towards work. Equally, leadership should endeavor to attain staff
commitment and dedication to improve the teaching and learning environment
such that customers appreciate the available means of providing quality services
(Williams et al., 2014). Likewise leadership should care about the human
resources such that employees are not treated like a waste. This should be one
way to win their efforts and citizenship towards providing education that benefits
all generation and this kind of approach will make higher education leadership
look different from politician and leaders who destroy the natural resources and
environment (Hargreaves, 2007). Nevertheless, leadership should ensure that the
potential human resources trained are capable of understanding that staff capacity
building, conservation of the past and present, diversity, consolidation, strategic
leadership distribution are put into consideration while capitalizing on both
short and long term objectives in relation to the available resources (Gerard et
al., 2017). It is therefore imperative for higher education sustainable leadership
practitioners to have self-motivation, coaching and mentoring to increase the
number of potential leaders and talent that can help both the university and outside
community to benefit from the available knowledge (Carr, 2014; Ghavifekr et al.,
2013).

H2: There is a statistically significant relationship between sustainable
leadership , talent management and university transformation.

4. Talent management
The concept talent management refers to the process through which an
organization takes decisions of identifying, developing and engagement to employ
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people who can put great value to institutions quality service (Mohammed, 2016).
Talent management integrates several strategies and systems particularly designed
to increase quality products and services and this is normally achieved through
attracting people with experience and knowledge and they are developed further
to stay and help an organization attain competitive advantage on the market
(Eva, 2015). In a study done by Eva, (2015) in Bangladesh on talent and aligning
success to an organization, it was found that to attain reasonable results from both
talented and skilled personal an organization needs proper remuneration packages
coupled with good working condition, collective decision making systems,
streamlined and well stated strategy. Yet, to avoid proving mismatches in products
towards the market, talent staff should be used to strive towards understanding the
market requirements and work towards making their organization a successful one
and sustain its existence (Isa and Ibrahim, 2014). Moreover, Mikdashi, Bazeih,
(2016) found that Lebanon was transforming itself by shifting from the traditional
human resource management style to talent management skills or identification,
recruitment, development and retention, and to achieve this objective, an
integration of several management style was implemented to give promise and
conducive environment to workers towards quality service delivery. It therefore
implies that for organizations like universities to sustain their talent development
and management, need to provide quality working conditions.

H3: There is a statistically significant relationship between sustainable
leadership, talent management and organizational health towards
university transformation

5. Organizational health

Organizational health is termed as an organizations capability and capacity to
utilize the available resource and provide a conducive working environment for
the employees (Xenidis and Theocharous, 2014). The essence of having efficient
and effective systems is to ensure that all institutional processes coordinate
towards achieving the desirable goal. This is because when these systems are
not integrated normally there will be stale of work and frustration towards
employee’s efforts. Since universities are working towards transformation
strategies, they should try their best to win their employees’ commitment and
ensure that they serve diligently and at the same time sustain the achieved goals
so as to predict a better future (Yiiceler et al., 2013). Meanwhile, to cope with
the changing environmental situation, institutions should endure and ensure that
there is cooperation, collaboration and networking between the workers and this
should be coupled with clear job description such that all staff are aware of who is
supposed to do what and at what time. When this aspect is put into consideration
smooth running of the university business and activities will be eased among units



and blame games among the staff will be avoided (Yiiceler et al., 2013). Since
universities are made of diverse population that survives through teaching and
learning, university authorities should endeavor to boost morale among the staff
such that stressing factors at work are tackled early enough to avoid psychological
problems among staff and students (Guidetti et al., 2015; Yiiceler et al., 2013).
Besides, Schneider, Ehrhart, Macey, (2013) states that organizational leadership
should put in place enabling culture and climate environment that enables
workers to think and carry out research that can help and organization to innovate
and solve challenges at hand. Equally Osibanjo and Adeniji, (2013) states that
organizations should always ensure that their norms, beliefs and values are well
stated to help the employees understand the environment under which they operate
other than pinning them every now and then of which at the end can impinge on
their efforts and frustrate their momentum of work. They should therefore have
positive responses towards employee challenges and attain their willing hearts to
serve diligently.

6. Statement of the problem

Ugandan universities have not been doing well on the world global ranking. This
kind of situation is attributed to the unfavorable and broken systems, structures and
some of the unqualified staff that occupy university positions (Asiimwe and Steyn,
2013; Bunoti, 2011; Judrez-Najera, 2010; Kabeba, 2010; Kasozi, 2014; Kasule,
2015; Muriisa, 2014; Nabayego and Itaaga, 2014; NCHE, 2010; Ssempebwa and
Nakaiza, 2013; Tibarimbasa, 2010; Zeelen, 2012). These challenges have not only
slowed down quality services but also led to disagreements among staff, political
interference and strikes from both staff and students. Since the many studies
done have not examined the practices but rather dwelt much on challenges, the
current study sought to examine the relationship between sustainable leadership,
talent management and organizational health practices towards university
transformation. This was done to fill the gap in the literature since there was no
study done using SEM technique of data analysis to examine these practices at
the university level in Uganda. Thus this study focused on sustainable leadership,
talent management and organizational health to predict university transformation.

7. Research questions
The major research question was, does sustainable leadership, talent management
and organization health predict university transformation? Specifically the
following research questions guided the study:
1) Are sustainable leadership, talent management and organisational health
constructs reliable and valid measurements of university transformation?
2) What is the relationship between sustainable leadership, talent
management, and organisational health towards university transformation?
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talent management influence university transformation mediated by
} organisational health in Ugandan universities?
Miiro Farooq .
Azam Othman 4) Does the hypothesized model of the study fit the data?
Mo amad Sahart Mordin Basing on the past studies reviewed, the hypothesized model of the current
study was developed in Figure 1.
Figure 1L Qrgan_health
Theoretically
hypothesized model

for predictors
of university
transformation

Talent_magt

Source: owned by
the study.

N:B sustainable leadership (sustain_lead), Organisational health (Organ_
health), Talent management (Talent_magt), University transformation (Unive_
transform).

8. Method
During the research a cross-sectional method was employed to achieve the
objective of the study. Data was gathered from a randomly selected group of
volunteers with an aim of addressing the objective of the study in the stipulated
time frame.

8.1. Sampling technique

After using simple random sampling from SPSS version 22, to arrive at
a sample from six universities out the twenty nine (29) in Central Uganda, an
informed consent and permission was sought from the government authority and
individual universities. The randomly chosen respondents participated in the study
and their confidentiality was respected. The researcher and research assistants
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gathered data from six universities using 2000 questionnaires. However, out of the
2000 that were distributed only 847 were returned of which only eight hundred
twenty (N=820) emerged reasonable for further analysis of the study after data
scrutiny and cleaning.

The characteristics of the sample acquired from the six universities both
public and private in the central region of Uganda were gender 58% males and
42.3% females, lecturers 52%whereas administrators were 32.4% and in both
positions were 16%, the education levels ranged from degree with 25%, Masters
60% and PhD 16%, the fulltime staff were 75% and part time 24%, 58.6% of
volunteers were from public university where 41.1% were from privately owned
institutions. From the demographic characteristics, it can be concluded that the
sample deemed adequate enough and the population was well represented in the
study since lecturers who are the core staff in university business were 51.6%
whereas administrators were 32.4% and some shared both positions of lecturer
and administrator were 16%. Further still most of the lecturers were fulltime with
75.4% and part time only covered 25%.

8.2. Measuring instruments

University transformation questionnaire and its subdimensions were derived
from Mohammad and Ravanfar, (2015), Singh and Jain, (2013). The four sub
constructs coined from the above studies included, structure, strategy, shared
values and systems. The survey tool had 28 items using a Likert scale with a range
of 1-5 indicating strongly disagree to strongly agree. The reliability for each of the
four subconstructs of the study ranged between 0.82, 0.88, 0.84, except one which
was near the margin of the measurement threshold required 0.71

The tool for sustainable leadership had four sub factors that include, staff
capacity building, diversity, conservation and strategic leadership distribution.
The items that measure the four subdimension factor were twenty-five (25).
Besides that, Likert scale used ranged from strongly disagree to strongly agree
(1-5), the survey items were (Hardie, 2012). The measurement of liability scores
among the subdimension ranged between 0.83, 0.71, and 0.75.

Talent management was measured with four subconstructs that include
identification, development, culture, and retention. The items of the survey tool
were from the literature studies carried out by (Annakis et al., 2014; Oehley,
2013). The reliability of the instruments subconstructs for the talent management
construct ranged between 0.83,0.79,0.78 and its only one that appeared to be on
the margin with 0.71.

The Likert scale for measuring the 25 items ranged from strongly disagree to
strongly agree (1-5). The survey tool reliability scored values that ranged between
.075,0.72, and .071.
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8.3. Data analysis

The data analysis for the study was examined using SPSS version 22. And
Amos version 22. Since the two support one another in the data analysis process,
were used to attain the objective of the study as recommended by ( Khine, 2013;
Kline, 2011).

8.4. Findings of the study

To arrive at the objective of this study, a confirmatory factor analysis (CFA)
technique was used first to test the hypothesized conceptual models for each
individual variable. This was done to ascertain whether the subdimensions for
each of the factors used to predict university transformation were both reliable
and valid in terms of convergent and validity as recommended by (Lam and
Maguire, 2012). The data used to analyze the relationship of both the observed
and un observed variables deemed appropriate and gave out good results as per
the research question number one. Four models were tested and each of them
contained four subdimensions as showed before, and after the analysis of the
individual constructs, further analyses were based on these finding from the
measurement models hence, carrying fully fledged structural equation modelling.
The Tablel indicates the fit goodness of the statistically tested measurement
models.

Model RMSEA  CFI Df e CMIN P-value
University transformation model .62 930 113 4.126  466.279 .000
Sustainable leadership .066 926 62 4.551  282.137 .000
Talent management .060 911 183 3975  727.483 .000
Organizational health .044 974 32 2597  83.119 .000

RMSEA = Root Mean Square Error of Approximation, CFI= comparative Fit Index,
df = degrees of freedom.

The chi-square for the four models was between 2.597 — 4.551 hence,
fulfilling the requirement. The RMSEA was between the required estimates
and the CFI. It therefore means that the findings of the models from data of
the study were reliable and valid to be analyzed further. The standard factor
loadings were between 0.05 to 0.79 and the correlation among the latent variable
range between 0.02 — 099. It can further be concluded that the subdimensions
of each of the factors used to predict university transformation were related to
one another at individual construct though each of them had distinct items of
measurement.



9. Analysis for the structural model

The hypothesized structural model of this study was analyzed using the
results generated from the measurement model. This model used constructs
namely sustainable leadership and talent management as exogenous variables,
organizational health as mediator among the variables and university
transformation as endogenous variable. The results from the first model as shown
in the figure below were not fitting the required parameters; y*/Df = 2.423 CFI=
.878, RMSEA = .042, CMIN = 3681.171, DF= 1519, P=.000.

Since the results from figure 2 generated from the data were not meeting
the objectives of the study, a re-specification was done on the model and some
items were eliminated to ensure that the model fits the data as expected and from
further analysis, the findings reflected in the figure below indicated -that CMIN
= 2844.980, CMIN/DF= 2.271, DF = 1253, P-value= .000, RMSEA = .039,
CFI = .900.

From the results of the study, it can be observed that OHEALTH aSLEAD
(.597 with a P-values of .021) was statistically significant and supported by
the data, OHEALTH a TMAN(.393 with a P-value .625) was not supported
and statistically not significant UTRANSFOR a SLEAD (-.208 with a P-value
.505) the relationship is negative and statistically not significant hence not being
supported by the data. UTRANSFORa OHEALTH (1.882 with a P-value of
.003) was statistically significant and supported by the data. UTRANSFORMa
TMAN (-.771-.116) was statistically not significant and not supported by the data.
SLEADBaTMAN (.955 with Pvalue .000) meant that the correlation between the
two-exogenous variable is statistically significant and supported by the data.
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Construct Path Construct Estimate S.E. C.R. P  Result Status
OHEALTH < SLEAD .597 1.035 1429 .021 significant supported
OHEALTH < TMAN 393 373 985 .625 Not Significant Not supported
UTRANSFOR < SLEAD -.208 2553 -173 .505 Not significant Not supported
UTRANSFOR < OHEALTH  1.882 1.349  1.198 .003 Significant supported
UTRANSFOR < TMAN =771 584 —1.060 .116 Not significant Not supported
SLEAD <> TMAN 955 025  6.623 *##% - Significant supported
Table 1.
Results of the
hypothesized

relationship among
the constructs of the
study
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Table 2.

The causal indirect
relationship
between Sustainable
leadership, talent
management,
organizational
health, university
transformation
within the Ugandan
universities

44 =

9.1. Mediation effect

Hypothesis Direct effect Indirect effect P- value Results

TM->OH->UT -.77 -0.39 212 No mediation

SL>OH>UT 39 1.128 013 Partial
mediation

N:B Talent management (TM), organizational health (OH), university transformation (UT),
sustainable leadership (SL).

The results of the study further reflected that there is no indirect mediation
relationship played by organizational health among the constructs between talent
management, and university transformation. However, there is partial mediation
effect influenced by organizational health among sustainable leadership and
university transformation since the mediation effect is statistically significant
(Awang, 2015; Ishiyaku et al., 2016).

9.2. Discussion

First of all the findings of the study reflected that sustainable leadership, talent
management and organizational health are true valid and reliable measurement of
university transformation. This is based on the earlier findings that state that when
the parameter estimates of the structural model are good fitness, it means the data
has fulfilled the requirements of using structural equation modelling technique for
data analysis (Awang, 2015; Frazier et al., 2014; Hamid et al., 2011; Ishiyaku et
al., 2016). Secondly, the findings reflected that the universities that have been in
place for the last fifteen years are practicing strategies for transforming themselves
towards wining the globalized market positions. Furthermore, the findings of the
study showed that sustainable leadership and talent management are statistically
and significantly correlated with one another towards university transformation.
It means the two concepts strengthen one another towards achievement of
organization improved both efficient and effective performance. It further implied
that sustainable leaderships play a greater influence towards identification,
retention, and development of skilled human resource. This is support of the
earlier findings whereby some studies Cook, (2014) who emphasize that for an
organization to compete favorably on the international market, there should be an
alignment between the objectives and the strategy so as to achieve organizational
goals. Furthermore, the same studies emphasize that leadership normally plays
an influential role towards attainment of key staff in influential positions while
targeting the achievement of organizational strategy. Meanwhile it can be observed
that having talented staff can lead to innovation and invention, conducive working
environment and this can be achieved through collaboration and networking since



most of the staff are aware of what is their dockets and can able to translate and
guide one another hence failing the crippling and stalling working without its
completion (Oehley, 2013; Simanskiené and Zuperkiené, 2014).

From the discussion above it is important to conclude that sustainable
leadership when linked with talented staff under good working condition, an
institution would be able to compete favorable and also have quality services
achieved and customer satisfaction be gained.

Furthermore, the findings of the study support the findings of the previous
study while exhibiting that the role of sustainable leadership when linked with
skilled worker under favorable working condition can yield good results towards
efficiency and effective performance. However, it is not a guarantee that when
sustainable leaderships and talents are available the institution will achieve its best
result. There must be good working condition with well streamed systems and
structured channels for rule of command and movement towards the achievement
of the desired goals and objectives. Equally those organizations that have attained
greater transformation levels have had positive interrelationship among staff,
conducive and positive environment, well streamline channels of communication.
Likewise these institutions that are growing should cope up by ensuring that
leadership is developed with required skills be able to delegate responsibility
and make employees accountable for their decisions and results of their actions
(Aragén and Garcia, 2015; Harshita Shrimali, 2012; Lucas and Goodman, 2015;
Williams et al., 2016).

10. Recommendations and conclusions

The study was not longitudinal in nature due to some constraints that ranged from
time and finances. Therefore, future studies can consider doing the same study in
a longitudinal manner and cover more universities in the same country and other
parts of East Africa. Furthermore, the study findings cannot be generalized due
to the fact that out of 29 universities its only six (6) that the current study targeted
due to lack of funds, and strikes of both students and lecturers that engulfed
some of the universities. The greatest contribution of this study to educationists
and researchers is the usefulness of this detailed model. The model is sound
and appropriate enough to be used in analyzing the operational management
levels especially in higher education intuitions in the generation of change and
transformation where turbulences are the order of the day. Policy makers and
educational managers and leaders can employ the results generated by this study
to examine and diagnose their levels of practices and strategy implementation
while enhancing change and transformation in their educational organizations.
In specific terms researchers can employ this model and its survey to examine
efficiency and effectiveness of organizational performance coupled with
transformational indicators especially at higher education levels. Furthermore,
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the study brought together different frameworks and theories to establish their
contribution towards transformation when integrated with one another however it
did not utilize all the sub dimensions of each construct. Therefore, future studies
can employ other subdimensions of each of the subconstructs not used in this
study to examine the level of practice in universities in other areas of the world.

References

Aiken, C., Galper, D., Keller, S. (2011), “Winning hearts and minds: The secrets of
sustaining change”, available at: http://www.ru.is/media/opni/frettir/Winning-hearts-
and-minds-McKinsey.pdf (accessed 4 August 2017).

Akpan, E. I. (2011), “Effective Safety and Health Management Policy for Improved
Performance of Organizations in Africa”, Management, Vol. 6 No. 3, pp. 159-165.

Annakis, D., Dass, M., Isa, A. (2014), “Exploring Factors that Influence Talent Man-
agement Competency of Academics in Malaysian GLC’s and Non-Government
Universities”, Journal of International Business and Economics, Vol. 2 No. 24,
pp. 163-185. DOI: 10.15640/jibe.v2n4a9

Aragén, T.J., Garcia, B. A. (2015), “Designing a Learning Health Organization for Collec-
tive Impact”, Journal of Public Health Management and Practice, Vol. 21, pp. 24-33.
DOI: 10.1097/PHH.0000000000000154

Asiimwe, S., Steyn, G. (2013), “Obstacles Hindering the Effective Governance of Univer-
sities in Uganda”, Journal of Social Sciences, Vol. 34 No. 1, pp. 17-27.

Awang, Z. (2015), SEM Made Simple: A Gentle Approach to Learning Structural Equation
Modelling, Bandar Baru Bangi: MPWS Rich Publication.

Awbrey, S. M. (2005), “General Education Reform as Organizational Change: Integrating
cultural and structural change”, The Journal of General Education, Vol. 54 No. 1,
pp. 1-21. DOI: 10.1353/jge.2005.0012

Bora, A. (2014), “Forecasting RTU Enrollees Through Time Series Spproach”, Journal
of International Academic Research for Multidisciplinary, Vol. 2 No. 4, pp. 234-240.

Bunoti, S. (2011), “The Quality of Higher Education in Developing Countries Needs
Professional Support”, paper presented at the 22ne International Conference on
Higher Education, available at: http://www.intconthighered.org/FINAL Sarah Bunoti.
pdf (accessed 3 August 2017).

Carr, M. L. (2014), “Developing Leaders in Higher Education: University Faculty Explore
Self-Mentoring ™ European Scientific Journal, Vol. 1, pp. 214-223.

Chandler, N. (2013), “Braced for Turbulence: Understanding and Managing Resistance
to Change in the Higher Education Sector”, Management, Vol. 3 No. 5, pp. 243-251.
DOI: 10.5923/j.mm.20130305.01

Cook, J. W. (2014), “Sustainable School Leadership: The Teachers’ Perspective”, NCPEA
International Journal of Educational Leadership Preparation, Vol. 9 No. 1, pp. 1-17.

Eva, T. P. (2015), “Talent Management: A Key to Success in Any Organization — Perspec-
tive from Bangladesh”, The International Journal of Bussiness and Management,
Vol. 3 No. 12, pp. 331-336.

Faust, V., Christens, B. D., Sparks, S. M. A., Hilgendorf, A. E. (2015), “Explor-
ing relationships among organizational capacity, collaboration, and network



change”, Psychosocial Intervention, Vol. 24 No. 3, pp. 125-131. DOI: 10.1016/j.
psi.2015.09.002

Frazier, T. W., Ratliff, K. R., Gruber, C., Zhang, Y., Law, P. A, Constantino, J. N. (2014),
“Confirmatory factor analytic structure and measurement invariance of quantita-
tive autistic traits measured by the Social Responsiveness Scale-2”, Autism: The
International Journal of Research and Practice, Vol. 18 No. 1, pp. 31-44. DOI:
10.1177/1362361313500382

Freeman, P., Johansson, E., Thorvaldsson, J. (2010), Enhancing Research Capacity at
Makerere University, Uganda through collaboration with Swedish Universities,
2000-2008. Past Experiences and Future Direction, Swedish International Develop-
ment Cooperation Agency, Sweden.

Gerard, L., McMillan, J., D’Annunzio-Green, N. (2017), “Conceptualising sustainable
leadership”, Industrial and Commercial Training, Vol. 49 No. 3, pp. 116-126. DOLI:
10.1108/ICT-12-2016-0079

Ghavifekr, S., Afshari, M., Saedah, S., Ahmad Zabidi, Razak, A. (2013), “Managing
change in educational organization: A conceptual overview”, Malaysian Online
Journal of Educational Management, Vol. 1 No. 1, pp. 1-13.

Gholami, H., Saman, M.Z.M., Sharif, S., Zakuan, N. (2015), “A CRM Strategic Leader-
ship Towards Sustainable Development in Student Relationship Management: SD
in Higher Education”, Procedia Manufacturing, Vol. 2, pp. 51-60. DOI: 10.1016/j.
promfg.2015.07.010

Grooms, L.D., Reid-Martinez, K. (2011), “Sustainable leadership development: A con-
ceptual model of cross-cultural blended learning program”, International Journal of
Leadership Studies, Vol. 6 No. 3, pp. 412-429.

Guidetti, G., Converso, D., Viotti, S. (2015), “The School Organisational Health Ques-
tionnaire: Contribution to the Italian Validation”, Procedia — Social and Behavioral
Sciences, Vol. 174, pp. 3434-3440. DOI: 10.1016/j.sbspro.2015.01.1015

Hair Jr.,, J. F.,, Black, W. C., Babin, B. J., Anderson, R. E. (2010), Multivariate Data
Analysis (7" ed.), Prentice Hall, Upper Saddle River, New Jersey.

Halasz, G. (2007), “Organisational Change and Development in Higher Education”, in:
Huisman, J., Pausits, A. (Eds.), Higher Education Management and Development,
Waxmann, Miinster, pp. 51-65.

Hamid, M. R. A., Mustafa, Z., Idris, F., Abdullah, M., Suradi, N. R. M., Sains, F.,
Matematik, S. (2011), “Measuring Value — Based Productivity: A Confirmatory Fac-
tor Analytic (CFA) Approach”, International Journal of Business and Social Science,
Vol. 2 No. 6, pp. 85-93.

Hardie, R. A. (2015), “Succession Planning for Sustainable Leadership for the School
Principalship”, Antistatis, Vol. 5 No. 1, pp. 7-10.

Hargreaves, A. (2007), “Sustainable leadership & development in education: creating the
futrure, conserving the past”, European Journal of Education, Vol. 42 No. 2, pp. 1-43,
available at: http://www.minedu.fi/export/sites/default/OPM/Tapahtumakalen-
teri/2006/09/eu_28_2909/Andy_Hargreaves_2.pdf (accessed 20 March 2017).

Harshita Shrimali, B. G. (2012), “Role of Talent Management in Sustainable Competitive
Advantage: Rising to meet Business Challenge”, Pacific Bussiness Review Interna-
tional, Vol. 4 No. 3, pp. 29-33.

ANALYSING
THE RELATIONSHIP

Miiro Farooq

Azam Othman
Mohamad Sahari Nordin
Mohd Burhan Ibrahim

m 47



ANALYSING
THE RELATIONSHIP

Miiro Farooq

Azam Othman
Mohamad Sahari Nordin
Mohd Burhan Ibrahim

48 =

Hasan, F. A. B. U., Komoo, I., Nazli, M., Nor, M. (2016), “Transforming the Organization
and Governance of University: a Case Study of Universiti Malaysia Terengganu”,
Journal of Business and Social Development, Vol. 4 No. 1, pp. 28-36.

Isa, A., Ibrahim, H.I. (2014), “Talent Management Practices And Employee Engagement:
A Study In Malaysian GLCs”, International Journal of Business, Economics and Law,
Vol. 4 No. 1, pp. 64-70.

Ishiyaku, B., Kasim, R., Harir, A. I. (2016), “Confirmatory Factoral Validity of Public
Housing Performance Evaluation Constructs”, Journal of Building Performance, Vol.
7 No. 1, pp. 9-22.

Judrez-Najera, M. (2010), Sustainability in Higher Education. An explorative approach
on sustainable behavior in two universities, Erasmus University Rotterdam, available
at: http://repub.eur.nl/res/pub/19411/MJN PhD Thesis.pdf (accessed 21 June 2017).

Kabeba, M. R. (2010), “Financial reforms and governance and the crisis in research in
public universities in Africa: A case of Uganda”, Journal of Educational Administra-
tion and Policy Studies, Vol. 2 No. 7, pp. 1-10.

Kasozi, A. B. K., Musisi, N.B., Nakayiwa, F., Balihuta, A., Katunguka, S. (2003), The
Uganda Tertiary/ Higher Education Unit Cost study, Kampala: Makerere Institute of
Social Research.

Kasozi, A. B. K. (2014), “Trends in Higher Education Regulation in sub-Saharan Africa”,
International Higher Education, No. 75, pp. 21-22. DOI: 10.6017/ihe.2014.75.5436

Kasule, G. W. (2015), Professional Development on Innovation Competence of Teaching
Staff in Ugandan Universities, Wageningen: Wageningen University, Wageningen.

Keller, S., Price, C. (2010), Performance and Health: An Evidence-Based Approach to
Transforming your Organization, McKinsey & Company.

Khine, M. S. (Ed.) (2013), Application of Structural Equation Modeling in Educational
Research and Practice, Sense Publishers. DOI: 10.1007/978-94-6209-332-4

Klerk, S. De, Stander, M. W. (2014), “Leadership Empowerment, Work Engagement and
Turnover Intention: the Role of Psychological”, Journal of Positive Management,
Vol. 5 No. 3, pp. 28-45. DOI: 10.12775/JPM.2014.018

Kline, R. B. (2011), Principles and Practices of Structural Eqaution Modeling, New York:
The Guilford Press, New York — London.

Lam, T. Y., Maguire, D. A. (2012), “Structural Equation Modeling: Theory and Applica-
tions in Forest Management”, International Journal of Forestry Research, Vol. 2012,
pp- 1-16. DOI: 10.1155/2012/26395

Lambert, S. (2012), “The perception and implementation of sustainable leadership strate-
gies in further education colleges”, Journal of Leadership Education, Vol. 11 No. 2,
pp- 102-120. DOI: 10.12806/V11/12/RF6

Lucas, N., Goodman, F. R. (2015), “Well-being, leadership and positive organizational
scholarship: A case study of project-based learning in higher education”, Journal of
Leadership Education, Vol. 14 No. 4, pp. 138—-153. DOI: 10.12806/V14/14/T2

Massaro, V. (2008), “Cui bono? — The Relevance and Impact of Quality Assurance”, paper
presented at the OECD/IMHE General Conference, Outcomes of Higher Education:
Quality, Relevance and Impact, 8-10 September 2008, Paris, available at: http:/www.
oecd.org/site/eduimhe08/41218052.pdf (accessed 18 June 2017)

Mayer, P., Wilde, M., Dinku, A., Fedrowitz, J., Shitemi, N. L., Wahlers, M., Ziegele,



F. (Eds.) (2011), Challenges for faculty management at African higher education
institutions, International Journal of Educational Research, University of Osnabriick,
Germany.

Mohammad, B., Ravanfar, M. (2015), “Analyzing Organizational Structure Based on
7s Model of Mckinsey”, Global Journal of Management and Business Research:
Administration and Management, Vol. 15 No. 10, pp. 43-55. DOI: 10.6007/IJARBSS/
v5-i5/1591

Mohammed, A. (2016), “The Impact of Talent Management on Employee Engagement,
Retention and Value Addition in Achieving Organizational Performance”, Interna-
tional Journal of Engineering and Management, Vol. 1 No. 12, pp. 142-152.

Mohan, M. D., Muthaly, S., Annakis, J. (2015), “Talent Culture’s Role in Talent
Development among Academics: Insights from Malaysian Government Linked
Universities”, Journal of Contemporary Issues in Business & Government, Vol. 21
No. 1, pp. 46-71.

Moyce, C. (2014), “Management education”, Management Services, Vol. 58 No. 4,
pp. 45-47.

Mpaata, A. K. (2010), University competitiveness through quality assurance: The chal-
lenging battle for intellectuals, Kampala.

Muriisa, R. K. (2014), “Rethinking the Role of Universities in Africa : Leadership as
a Missing Link in Explaining University Performance in Uganda”, Jhea/Resa, Vol. 12
No. 1, pp. 69-92.

Nabayego, C., Itaaga, N. (2014), “How University Education in Uganda Can Be Improved
To Prepare Economically Productive Graduates”, Asian Journal of Social Sciences
and Management Studies, Vol. 1 No. 2, pp. 62-70.

NCHE (2010), The state of higher education and training in Uganda 2011: a report on
higher education delivery and institutions, Kampala, available at http://www.unche.
or.ug/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/The-State-of-Higher-Education-2011.pdf (accesed
07 July 2017)

Oechley, A.-M. (2013), “The Development and Evaluation of a Partial Talent Manage-
ment Competency Model”, Journal of Chemical Information and Modeling, Vol. 53,
pp- 1689-1699. DOI: 10.1017/CB0O9781107415324.004

Osibanjo, A. O., Adeniji, A. A. (2013), “Impact of Organizational Culture on Human
Resource Practices: A Study of Selected Nigerian Private Universities”, Journal of
Competitiveness, Vol. 5 No. 4, pp. 115-133. DOI: 10.7441/joc.2013.04.07

Pinheiro, R., Ouma, G. W., Pillay, P. (2012), “The Dynamics of University Transformation:
A Case Study in the Eastern Cape Province of South Africa”, Jhea/Resa, Vol. 10 No.
1, pp. 95-120.

Saymeh, A. A. F. (2014), “Higher Education and Scientific Research of Third World
Countries Need Professional Support: Case of Jordan”, Education Journal, Vol. 3
No. 4, pp. 245-255. DOI: 10.11648/j.edu.20140304.17

Schneider, B., Ehrhart, M. G., Macey, W. H. (2013), “Organizational climate and culture
factors”, Annual Review of Psychology, Vol. 64, pp. 362-388. DOI: 10.1146/annurev-
psych-113011-143809

Scott, W. R. (2013), “Organization theory and higher education”, Journal of Organiza-
tional Theory in Education, July, pp. 1-24.

ANALYSING
THE RELATIONSHIP

Miiro Farooq

Azam Othman
Mohamad Sahari Nordin
Mohd Burhan Ibrahim

= 49



ANALYSING
THE RELATIONSHIP

Miiro Farooq

Azam Othman
Mohamad Sahari Nordin
Mohd Burhan Ibrahim

50m=

Sheail, P. (2015), Time-shifting in the digital university : temporality and online distance
education, The University of Edinburgh, Edinburgh.

Simanskieng, L., Zuperkiené, E. (2014), “Sustainable Leadership: The New Challenge”,
Forum Scientiae Oeconomia, Vol. 2 No. 1, pp. 81-93.

Singh, J. K., Jain, M. (2013), “A study of employees’ job satisfaction and its impact on
their performance”, Journal of Indian Research, Vol. 1 No. 4, pp. 105-111.

Skordoulis, R. T. (2010), “Change Management in Higher Education: Top-Down or Bottom
Up?”, International Journal of Applied Management Education and Development,
Vol. 21 No. 1976, pp. 1-2.

Tibarimbasa, A. (2010), Factors affecting the Management of Private Universities in
Uganda, University of Makarere, Kampala, Uganda.

Torraco, R. J., Hoover, R. E. (2005), “Organization development and change in universities:
Implications for research and practice”, Advances in Developing Human Resources,
Vol. 7 No. 3, pp. 422-437. DOI: 10.1177/1523422305277180

Valencia, A. V., Cézares, M. del C. T. (2016), “Academic and research networks manage-
ment: challenges for higher education institutions in Mexico”, International Journal of
Educational Technology in Higher Education, Vol. 13 No. 7, pp. 1-11. DOI: 10.1186/
s41239-016-0013-2

Van Tonder, C. L. (2004), “Organisational transformation: Wavering on the edge of ambi-
guity”, SA Journal of Industrial Psychology, Vol. 30 No. 3, pp. 53—64. DOI: 10.4102/
sajip.v30i3.164

Viljoen, K., Klopper, H. (2001), “Strategic organisational transformation: the role of learn-
ing, leadership and culture”, Acta Commercii, Vol. 1, pp. 51-56, available at: http://
reference.sabinet.co.za/sa_epublication_article/acom_v1_a6 (accessed 4 June 2017)

Williams, D., Burns, H., Kelley, S. (2014), “A Framework for Leadership for Sustain-
ability Education at Portland State University”, Journal of Sustainability Education,
Vol. 6, pp. 1-25, available at: http://www.jsedimensions.org/wordpress/wp-content/
uploads/2014/05/WilliamsDilafruzEtAIJSEPDFReady.pdf (accessed 07 June 2017)

Williams, P., Kern, M. L., Waters, L. (2016), “Inside-Out-Outside-In: A dual approach
process model to developing work happiness”, International Journal of Wellbeing,
Vol. 6 No. 2, pp. 30-56. DOI: 10.5502/IJW.V612.489

Xenidis, Y., Theocharous, K. (2014), “Organizational health: Definition and assessment”,
Procedia Engineering, Vol. 85, pp. 562-570. DOI: 10.1016/j.proeng.2014.10.584

Yiiceler, A., Doganalp, B., Kaya, S. D. (2013), “The Relation Between Organizational
Health and Organizational Commitment”, Mediterranean Journal of Social Sciences,
Vol. 4 No. 10, pp. 781-788. DOI: 10.5901/mjss.2013.v4n10p781

Zbierowski, P. (2011), “The Positive Potential of High-Performance”, Journal of Positive
Management, Vol. 2 No. 1, pp. 94-108. DOI: 10.12775/JPM.2011.009

Zeelen, J. (2012), “Universities in Africa: Working on Excellence for Whom? Reflections
on Teaching, Research, and Outreach Activities at African Universities”, Interna-
tional Journal of Higher Education, Vol. 1 No. 2, pp. 157-165. DOI: 10.5430/ijhe.
vin2pl57





