Australasian Conference on Information Systems
2017, Hobart, Australia

Shrestha, Kong & Collins
Knowledge Stock in the ICT Profession

Facilitating Knowledge Transfer for Innovation: Towards a
Decision Support System to Identify Knowledge Stock in
the ICT Profession
Anup Shrestha

School of Management & Enterprise
University of Southern Queensland
Toowoomba, Queensland, Australia
Email: anup.shrestha@usq.edu.au

Eric Kong

School of Management & Enterprise
University of Southern Queensland
Toowoomba, Queensland, Australia
Email: eric.kong@usq.edu.au

Paul Collins

Chief Executive Officer
TX Management Systems Pty Ltd.
Brisbane, Queensland, Australia
Email: paul.collins@skillstx.com

Abstract
The external knowledge acquisition and the internal knowledge transfer are both critical to the
development of organisational knowledge stock. The two processes must be managed closely together
if the effect of knowledge stock development for innovation is to be maximised. However, it is often a
challenge to many organisations to realise their knowledge stock. Using a design science research
methodology, this paper considers the problem of enabling knowledge transfer through the assessment
of knowledge stock. Our contribution from this research is to present a conceptual framework for
knowledge transfer enabling innovation. We develop a Decision Support System (DSS) prototype to
identify knowledge stock measured in terms of ICT skills using the Skills Framework for the Information
Age (SFIA). We simulate the DSS prototype to measure knowledge stock at individual and
organisational level. A comprehensive evaluation of the DSS in the knowledge management context is
planned for future research.
Keywords knowledge management, knowledge transfer, Skills Framework for the Information Age
(SFIA), design science research, decision support system
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1 Introduction
One of the key objectives of knowledge management in any organisation is to generate maximum value
to foster innovation from their available knowledge. Based on the “knowledge as a resource” worldview, generating value for innovation involves identifying the knowledge stock of employees, partners
and customers. This facilitates knowledge flow of ideas within the employees and departments (i.e.
closed innovation) and also with that of other organisations (i.e. open innovation) in order to formulate
best practices out of the knowledge stock and flow (Tzabbar et al. 2008).
When dealing with knowledge management, the concepts of stock and flow are often used
(Kyriakopoulos and de Ruyter 2004). Knowledge stock reflects the amount of knowledge elements that
an organisation has accumulated over time and is ready to be used to its best when necessary (Wu and
Shanley 2009). However, it is static in nature and requires knowledge flow to generate any value – to
ensure that the available stock is transferred from a point to the other in an appropriate manner (Lai et
al. 2015). The flow of knowledge in knowledge management indicates the amount of knowledge which
is transferred between organisational members so as to create a healthy knowledge management culture
(Lam 2005).
Organisational productivity and innovation depends upon the employees and the management. The
stock of knowledge that resides in an organisation and its staff members is the source of knowledge
creation for the organisation. Throughout our lives, we have collected much information and built up a
number of explicit skills that may be represented in processes and documents, as well as tacit knowledge
which is embedded in our brains. The knowledge stocks are of little use for an organisation unless they
stay current (Ballantyne 2000). Members of the organisation need to acquire new knowledge from
outside and transfer the new knowledge for internal use for a sound knowledge management. Thus,
external knowledge acquisition provides a powerful source of knowledge creation for an organisation
(López-Sáez et al. 2010). Internal knowledge transfer among members within the organisation helps to
combine new knowledge with existing organisational knowledge for continuous innovation (Nonaka et
al. 2006). These two processes are not mutually exclusive and must be managed closely together if the
effect of knowledge stock development for innovation is to be maximised (Kong 2015).
The old management adage that ‘you can’t manage what you don’t measure’ is likely accurate for the
development of organisational knowledge stock. It remains a challenge to many organisations how to
make decisions on matching their existing and expected internal knowledge stock and when to acquire
external knowledge, if needed, for sustainable innovation. This paper argues that the problem of
enabling knowledge acquisition and transfer may be resolved through the assessment and realisation
of knowledge stock in terms of people skills. In this light, the research question is: how can the
knowledge stock be assessed to facilitate knowledge transfer in an organisation?
The paper is organised as follows. First, a brief overview of the importance of knowledge in
contemporary organisations with a discussion of external knowledge acquisition and its relationship
with knowledge transfer is offered. A conceptual framework illustrating the relationships between
external knowledge acquisition, internal knowledge transfer and innovation is then presented. We then
explain our Design Science Research (DSR) project in terms of design and demonstration of a Decision
Support System (DSS) prototype to identify knowledge stock measured in terms of skills for the ICT
profession using the Skills Framework for the Information Age (SFIA). Future research direction of the
paper is explained before we conclude this paper with implications for knowledge management and
practice.

2 Knowledge Acquisition
Organisations

and

Transfer

in

Contemporary

Knowledge can be in tacit and explicit forms (Herschel et al. 2001). Explicit knowledge is more
obviously transferable while tacit knowledge is better transmitted through actionable and social
experiences (Geisler 2009). Therefore, tacit knowledge is best transferred through rich communication
media such as observation rather than more explicit media (Nadler et al. 2003). Knowledge, in
particular tacit knowledge, has been identified as the only resource that leads to strategic advantage in
organisations (Kong 2015). Such knowledge can be a source of differentiation between firms if it is rare,
valuable, costly to imitate, and non-substitutable, leading to innovation (Barney 1991; Wernerfelt 1995).
A definition of innovation that is recognised by Organisation for Economic Co-operation and
Development (OECD) countries around the world is adopted for the purpose of this paper:

1

Australasian Conference on Information Systems
2017, Hobart, Australia

Shrestha, Kong & Collins
Knowledge Stock in the ICT Profession

Innovation is the implementation of a new or significantly improved product (good or service),
process, new marketing method or a new organisational method in business practices,
workplace organisation or external relations (OECD, 2005, p.46).
Innovation is believed to be strongly correlated with knowledge creation (Miller et al. 2008) and
knowledge transfer (Cavusgil et al. 2003). It may involve the use of new knowledge or new approach of
using existing knowledge (or a combination of both). Innovation is usually the outcome of new
knowledge arising out of research and development activities and is driven by people. Innovation is
essential for firms to survive in today’s hyper-competitive global environment. It may take many forms
and may rely heavily on technological development or not at all (Australian Government 2009). It is
believed that innovation is critical for firms’ survival in today’s competitive environment.
In a world that is filled with uncertainty and increasingly complex, organisations will thrive only if they
possess absorptive capacity (Kong 2015). Absorptive capacity has been mainly used to capture a firm’s
ability to identify, assimilate, transform, and apply valuable external knowledge (Cohen and Levinthal
1990). External knowledge may be defined as knowledge from academic institutions, industry
associations and consulting firms, as well as clients and customers, suppliers, alliance or contractual
partners and government agencies (Segarra-Blasco and Arauzo-Carod 2008). An organisation’s
absorptive capacity will need to be constantly renewed or the value of the organisational knowledge
stock will quickly become depreciated (Ballantyne 2000). So, Devinney & Midgley (2007) also argue
that organisations gain competitive advantage over their competitors if they constantly acquire external
knowledge. The flow of external knowledge into an organisation’s existing knowledge stock may have a
dynamic impact on the organisation’s ability to innovate.
It is important to note that external knowledge needs to be transferred and internalised as internal
knowledge stock before it can be utilised effectively in an organisation (Kong 2015). Thus, external
knowledge acquisition provides a powerful source of knowledge creation for an organisation (LópezSáez et al. 2010). However, knowledge transfer helps to facilitate internalisation and combination of
external knowledge with existing knowledge stock for continuous innovation (Nonaka et al. 2006).
Despite the diversity of research on knowledge transfer, theoretical explanations of this phenomenon
can be organised into three organisational contexts: the properties of units, the properties of
relationships between units, and the properties of knowledge itself (Argote et al. 2003). The network
structure in which the units are embedded affects the effectiveness of knowledge transfer (Reagans and
McEvily 2003). The literature has highlighted some critical factors for enhancing knowledge transfer
such as direct relations with short path-length between the transmitter and the recipient (Hansen
2002). Knowledge transfer is a prerequisite to learning but requires effective networks and appears
difficult across different units of an organisation if pre-existing relationships are absent (Szulanski
1996). Tsai (2001) argues that the transferability of knowledge within organisational units is contingent
on the network position of the transmitter and the absorptive capacity of both transmitter and recipient.
Networks of inter-unit links favour access to and exchange of knowledge between different units in an
organisation. Further, according to Tsai (2001), the centrality of position is critical.
The transfer of routines (organisational practices) is determined by the transferability of meaning and
value, in addition to the transferability of knowledge (Kostova 1999). Another dimension of the
properties is the ambiguity of knowledge which is an important pediment to transfer (Simonin 1999).
Knowledge transfer can also be facilitated or inhibited by the degrees of tacitness of knowledge
(Baumard 2002). Contrary to information, knowledge is ‘sticky’, i.e. it tends to be hidden and not shared
(Asheim and Isaksen 2002). The notions of information and knowledge are hierarchical where
information is data to which an individual attributes significance and knowledge requires that the
individual first articulates all available information and then appropriates and incorporates it (Michaels
et al. 2006).
Past research have confirmed improvements in group performance when members of a group were
assessed to identify fellow member’s expertise (Cummings and Teng 2003). Beyond people skills,
organisations have conducted assessments from different perspectives to facilitate knowledge transfer,
such as number of patents (Roper and Hewitt-Dundas 2015), technology infrastructure and business
strategies (Miranda et al. 2011) or process assessments in IT service management (Shrestha et al. 2014).
It, however, remains a challenge to many organisations to conduct assessment of their internal
knowledge stock and when to acquire targeted external knowledge, if needed, for sustainable
innovation.
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3 A Knowledge Acquisition and Transfer Conceptual Framework
A knowledge acquisition and transfer conceptual framework is presented in Figure 1 based on our
literature review in the discipline of knowledge management. This framework illustrates the
relationships between external knowledge acquisition, internal knowledge transfer and innovation. The
framework positions our expected research contributions. An explanation of the framework follows.

Figure 1: Knowledge Acquisition and Transfer Conceptual Framework
The organisational knowledge stock comprises a number of group and individual knowledge stocks that
reside within an organisation. The knowledge gap is represented by the difference between the expected
knowledge stock and the existing knowledge stock. As part of its knowledge management initiatives, an
organisation aims to intensify knowledge flow between itself and external knowledge source to acquire
and transfer knowledge stock. The intensified knowledge flow leads to innovation and innovative
outcomes may renew knowledge stock.
The literature review presented in Section 2 discussed the associations between the external knowledge
acquisition, internal knowledge transfer and innovation. The framework puts the concepts together so
that further evaluation can be conducted. Table 1 presents the relationships between elements of the
framework and key literature supporting them.
Framework Element

Key Supporting Literature

Knowledge Acquisition  Knowledge Stock

Kyriakopoulos and de Ruyter 2004; López-Sáez et al. 2010

Knowledge Stock

Tzabbar et al. 2008

Knowledge Stock  Knowledge Flow

Miranda et al. 2011; Roper and Hewitt-Dundas 2015

Knowledge Flow

Ballantyne 2000

Knowledge Flow  Knowledge Transfer

Miranda et al. 2011

Knowledge Transfer

Lai et al. 2015; Cummings and Teng 2003

Knowledge Transfer  Innovation

Nonaka et al. 2006; Wu and Shanley 2009

Table 1: Mapping Conceptual Framework Elements with Supporting Literature
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One of the concepts in the framework is the realisation of knowledge stock. Unfortunately the internal
knowledge transfer between the existing and expected knowledge stock is often hindered due to the lack
of the understanding of knowledge stock at the organisational, group or individual level. We adopt a
Design Science Research (DSR) methodology (Hevner 2007) to address this problem and build an
artefact to identify knowledge stock using a skills assessment framework within the ICT profession.

4 Design Science Research Methodology
The primary goal of a DSR project (Peffers et al. 2008) is to develop and evaluate an artefact that
demonstrates contribution to a body of knowledge and practical relevance to a problem. A key DSR
requirements agreed by the major schools of thought in Information Systems (Österle et al. 2011) is to
clarify knowledge contribution and practical demonstration of the IS research.
Our research draws on the DSR methodology for information systems research with a three cycle view:
relevance, rigour and design cycles (Hevner 2007). The relevance cycle inputs requirements
(challenges of knowledge transfer) from the knowledge management discipline into the research and
proposes a research artefact for identification of knowledge stock. Section 1 provided an input to this
cycle. However, being a cyclical process, more iterations are required to represent the research
opportunities in an actual application environment.
Likewise, the rigour cycle investigates past comprehension in the area of knowledge transfer and
presents a conceptual framework for knowledge acquisition and transfer for the research (sections 2
and 3 of this paper). Again, as a cycle, the conceptual framework is expected to evolve as subsequent
feedback is sought to refine the design further. Finally the design cycle supports the loop of research
activities that provides the development, evaluation and improvement of the research artefact
associated with the assessment of knowledge stock. This following sections report the current status of
the ongoing work on the design cycles of the DSR project.

4.1 Artefact Design
Knowledge transfer between the members of an organisation is a complex process. Knowledge stock
can be measured and interpreted from several perspectives at different levels – individual, group or
organisational. For an individual, the knowledge stock may simply be their level of understanding at
their current job. A group may refer to the collective team knowledge where individual knowledge stocks
are infused with team dynamics. As discussed in Section 1 representing the relevance cycle, this research
looks into the issue of knowledge transfer in the organisational setting. The initial rigour cycle
concluded that a major challenge for an organisation is to optimise knowledge flow across its teams and
staff so that its strategic objectives including innovation goals are fulfilled.
We apply our conceptual framework (Figure 1) during artefact design with an argument that the existing
knowledge stock is determined by, inter alia, the current skill levels. The dynamic nature of an
organisation means that the jobs and roles change frequently. There are also shifts in skill levels of the
staff members in an organisation both in the positive direction (career progression, trainings) or the
negative direction (staff turnover, skill attrition). Identifying the existing and expected knowledge stock
is therefore critical for knowledge transfer.
As part of the internal design cycle which is the heart of any DSR project (Hevner 2007), we develop a
decision support system (DSS) prototype that helps decision makers to determine existing knowledge
stock measured by an assessment of available and required skill set in an organisation. Once we can
objectively identify the skills possessed by individuals and match them with skills required in an
organisation, this will enable us to determine skill gaps, thereby highlighting the knowledge gap. We
selected digital skills within the ICT profession for our demonstration, as digital skills are considered to
be a critical resource for the current and future workforce (Colbert et al. 2016). A detailed and explicit
specification of digital skills can be found in the Skills Framework for the Information Age (SFIA)
framework (SFIA 2017). The SFIA framework is useful to match the skills of the employees of an
organisation as per the needs and requirements of the business. A brief introduction of SFIA follows
next.

4.1.1 Skills Framework for the Information Age (SFIA)
A formal definition of SFIA, as presented on their official website sfia-online.org, is: a practical resource
that provides a two-dimensional reference model consisting of skills and responsibility levels to describe
professional competence levels (SFIA 2017). Since SFIA is one of the widely accepted common language
for the skills and competencies required in the digital world, we refer to SFIA as an ontology - a

4

Australasian Conference on Information Systems
2017, Hobart, Australia

Shrestha, Kong & Collins
Knowledge Stock in the ICT Profession

specification of conceptualisation that enables knowledge sharing (Gruber 1995). SFIA is a practiceoriented ontology and its development was initially led by the British Computer Society in the year
2000. Currently in version 6, with an open consultation for version 7 underway, SFIA adopts a
collaborative development methodology with open practice-driven consultation. SFIA is currently
managed by the SFIA foundation and is a registered trade mark in over 30 countries including Australia
(SFIA 2017). In the current version, SFIA describes 97 skills where each skill comprises an overall
definition and descriptions of up to seven responsibility levels at which the skill might be assessed. The
SFIA ontology provide a common language reference of how the skill and responsibility level in
combination can produce a more granular competency level for an ICT professional. Although SFIA is
heavily practice-based, research-oriented input has been sought from open consultation and the
successful use of the framework for ICT curriculum design has been reported (von Konsky et al.
2016). SFIA is currently proposed to offer assistance in the Human Resources and talent/ skills
management areas such as HR planning, recruitment, performance appraisals and remuneration. We
demonstrate our artefact in the next section with a view to extend the use of SFIA in the discipline of
knowledge management.

4.2 Artefact Demonstration
Based on the conceptual framework as an artefact and its operational DSS prototype (using SFIA
framework), we can demonstrate the effectiveness of the artefact. In an organisation, candidates
(existing staff, new staff or outsourcing partner) differ in their skill abilities while the current and
potential job requirements of the organisation have different skill requirements. SFIA underpins a skills
model to determine the equilibrium relationship between candidate and job characteristics in an
organisation. While SFIA does not represent the complete knowledge stock in the heads of all
employees, we argue that it can provide a sufficient level of detail of competence in particular batches
of knowledge in clearly-defined areas within the ICT profession. Using this argument, we demonstrate
the use of SFIA for skills management in a new application domain of knowledge management. An
application domain does not only refer to the new systems, but it is about the interactions of a new
system with people to work towards a new goal (Hevner 2007), i.e. the goal of understanding knowledge
stock to enable knowledge transfer in our research.
The pre-defined lists of skills and responsibility levels from SFIA v6 were imported into our DSS tool.
A list of standard ICT job profiles (for e.g. CIO, service desk analysts, network engineers, project
managers) were also imported with the expected level of relevant skills based on SFIA v6. To
demonstrate the artefact, we adopted an online survey assessment approach that allows candidates to
self-report their skills to pertinent jobs – considering their current position (existing knowledge stock)
and their future position where they would like to move as part of their career progression (expected
knowledge stock). As part of a simulation exercise, test data were imported for 32 fictitious candidates
and their skill and responsibility levels were entered as sample data.
To simulate the representation of knowledge stock, we used data visualisation tools provided by
Microsoft® PowerBI technologies (Microsoft 2017) in order to investigate the potential candidates for
any job, or the relevant jobs for any candidate based on their skills. Figure 2 presents some outputs
generated from the simulation exercise. In this exercise, “Sophia Lawrence” is a fictitious candidate and
her current job is Project Manager with 55.26% skills match towards the skills required for a project
manager according to SFIA v6. The first graph - (a) skill-centric mapping - shows all the candidates for
the job of project manager represented by the central node. The width of the connection between the
central node and the candidates demonstrate the intensity of skills match. As one can see, Sophia is
fittingly best skill-matched for the job of project manager although another candidate “Sergey Vol”
(highlighted) appears to have highly relevant skill set. Likewise, the second graph - (b) person-centric
mapping - is a different view showing all the jobs that a candidate (Sophia) can do based on her skills.
As expected, Sophia has the best skills fit for the job of Project Manager (highlighted) but she also
possesses skills required by a business analyst or a senior programmer in this scenario.

5

Australasian Conference on Information Systems
2017, Hobart, Australia

(a) Skill-centric mapping (candidates of a skill)

Shrestha, Kong & Collins
Knowledge Stock in the ICT Profession

(b) Person-centric mapping (skills of a candidate)

Figure 2: Visualising Skills Gap to Identify Knowledge Stock
According to Figure 2, it is straightforward to identify some direct benefits of visualising skills gap at an
individual level, such as identifying the current skills and the need for additional skills for a candidate.
Consequently, actions may be undertaken by a candidate to minimize skill gaps, such as new
qualifications, trainings, and experience with new projects. At an organisational level, this data
visualisation presents an up-to-date skill information and enables an optimal allocation of right
resources to meet the requirements of current and potential jobs.
From a knowledge management perspective, this demonstration can provide benefits for both
organisation (to determine corporate knowledge stock) and their staff (individual knowledge stock).
Organisations will be able to find candidates who possess the skills they need at the level required for
the jobs. Likewise, candidates can step into relevant jobs confident that they are qualified and that their
skill levels are valued. This is an example of identification of knowledge stock measured by staff skills
within the ICT profession. When the knowledge stock is assessed, it provides a platform for knowledge
transfer through appropriate organisational intervention, such as job rotation, trainings, knowledge
management systems and communities of practice.
Further, we argue that this demonstration highlighted how to “conserve” knowledge: since
organisations are able to select candidates that “just fit” instead of those with the highest fits, jobs can
be staffed such that knowledge are not wasted where they are not needed. This leaves a more valuable
pool of candidates from which to select from the knowledge stock, thereby promoting knowledge flow.

4.3 Future Artefact Design Cycles
At the time of this writing, we have undertaken a major iteration of rigour and relevance cycle; and an
initial design cycle in terms of artefact design and demonstration have been completed. We have
presented a conceptual framework for knowledge acquisition and transfer that illustrates the overall
research direction. Moreover, a visual demonstration of knowledge stock based on ICT skills is
illustrated. Further work is needed within the design cycles to return the artefact into the environment
for study and evaluation in the application domain (Hevner 2007). A research team is being formed to
expand our field of study so that the artefact can be further developed and evaluated in a real world
setting by means of appropriate technology transfer methods.

5 Conclusions
The research question for this paper was about finding a way to assess existing and expected knowledge
stock in order to facilitate knowledge transfer in an organisation. We conducted a comprehensive
literature review within the knowledge management discipline and came up with a conceptual
framework for knowledge acquisition and transfer based on the flow of knowledge stock. Another
contribution of this paper is to demonstrate a practical solution using a DSS prototype that facilitates
ICT skills management in order to simulate the knowledge stock. We reported future design cycles
planned for artefact development and real-life case study evaluation.
We build our research on the premise that the success for knowledge transfer is dependent on an
organisation’s understanding of the level of knowledge of their staff. However we agree that this is only
one perspective and wider views are possible, for example other research have looked into number of
patents, technology or processes to determine knowledge transfer success. Nevertheless, human capital
forms a major investment in any enterprise and effective management of human resources has a strong
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impact on the overall knowledge management of such enterprises. Another limitation is that our DSS
prototype in confined to the digital skills based on the SFIA framework and therefore not a complete
representation of organisational knowledge stock. However, we believe the prototype can be applied in
a variety of contexts and is only viewed as one instance of demonstration for knowledge stock. In this
light, we continue to extend our artefact in order to assess knowledge stock so that significant gaps
between the “as-is” existing stock and an expected “to-be” stock can be identified, thereby determining
areas for knowledge transfer that fosters innovation in an organisation.

6 References
Argote, L., McEvily, B., and Reagans, R. 2003. "Managing Knowledge in Organisations: An Integrative
Framework and Review of Emerging Themes," Management Science (49:4), pp. 571-582.
Asheim, B. T., and Isaksen, A. 2002. "Regional Innovation Systems: The Integration of Local ‘Sticky’
and Global ‘Ubiquitous’ Knowledge," The Journal of Technology Transfer (27:1), pp. 77-86.
Australian Government. 2009. "Powering Ideas: An Innovation Agenda for the 21st Century,"
Commonwealth of Australia, Canberra, pp. 1-68.
Ballantyne, D. 2000. "Internal Relationship Marketing: A Strategy for Knowledge Renewal,"
International Journal of Bank Marketing (18:6), pp. 274-286.
Barney, J. 1991. "Firm Resources and Sustained Competitive Advantage," Journal of Management
(17:1), pp. 99-120.
Baumard, P. 2002. "Tacit Knowledge in Professional Firms: The Teachings of Firms in Very Puzzling
Situations," Journal of knowledge management (6:2), pp. 135-151.
Cavusgil, S. T., Calantone, R. J., and Zhao, Y. 2003. "Tacit Knowledge Transfer and Firm Innovation
Capability," Journal of Business and Industrial Marketing (18:1), pp. 6-21.
Cohen, W. M., and Levinthal, D. A. 1990. "Absorptive Capacity: A New Perspective on Learning and
Innovation," Administrative Science Quarterly (35:1), pp. 128-162.
Colbert, A., Yee, N., and George, G. 2016. "The Digital Workforce and the Workplace of the Future,"
Academy of Management Journal (59:3), pp. 731-739.
Cummings, J. L., and Teng, B.-S. 2003. "Transferring R&D Knowledge: The Key Factors Affecting
Knowledge Transfer Success," Journal of Engineering and Technology Management (20:1),
pp. 39-68.
Geisler, E. 2009. "Tacit and Explicit Knowledge: Empirical Investigation in an Emergency Regime,"
International Journal of Technology Management (47:4), pp. 273-285.
Gruber, T. R. 1995. "Toward Principles for the Design of Ontologies Used for Knowledge Sharing?,"
International Journal of Human-Computer Studies (43:5-6), pp. 907-928.
Hansen, M. T. 2002. "Knowledge Networks: Explaining Effective Knowledge Sharing in Multiunit
Companies," Organization Science (13:3), pp. 232-248.
Herschel, R. T., Nemati, H., and Steiger, D. 2001. "Tacit to Explicit Knowledge Conversion:
Knowledge Exchange Protocols," Journal of Knowledge Management (5:1), pp. 107-116.
Hevner, A. R. 2007. "A Three Cycle View of Design Science Research," Scandinavian Journal of
Information Systems (19:2), pp. 87-92.
Kong, E. 2015. "A Qualitative Analysis of Social Intelligence in Non-Profit Organisations: External
Knowledge Acquisition for Human Capital Development, Organisational Learning and
Innovation," Knowledge Management Research and Practice (13:4), pp. 463-474.
Kostova, T. 1999. "Transnational Transfer of Strategic Organisational Practices: A Contextual
Perspective," Academy of Management Review (24:2), pp. 308-324.
Kyriakopoulos, K., and de Ruyter, K. 2004. "Knowledge Stocks and Information Flows in New Product
Development," Journal of Management Studies (41:8), pp. 1469-1498.
Lai, J., Lui, S. S., and Tsang, E. W. K. 2015. "Intrafirm Knowledge Transfer and Employee Innovative
Behaviour: The Role of Total and Balanced Knowledge Flows," Journal of Product Innovation
Management (33:1), pp. 90-103.
Lam, W. 2005. "Successful Knowledge Management Requires a Knowledge Culture: A Case Study,"
Knowledge Management Research and Practice (3:4), pp. 206-217.
López-Sáez, P., Navas-López, J. E., Martín-de-Castro, G., and Cruz-González, J. 2010. "External
Knowledge Acquisition Processes in Knowledge-Intensive Clusters," Journal of Knowledge
Management (14:5), pp. 690-707.
Michaels, S., Goucher, N. P., and McCarthy, D. 2006. "Considering Knowledge Uptake within a Cycle
of Transforming Data, Information, and Knowledge," Review of Policy Research (23:1), pp.
267-279.
Microsoft. 2017. "What Is Power Bi?" Retrieved 01 Aug, 2017, from
https://powerbi.microsoft.com/en-us/what-is-power-bi/

7

Australasian Conference on Information Systems
2017, Hobart, Australia

Shrestha, Kong & Collins
Knowledge Stock in the ICT Profession

Miller, R., Olleros, X., and Molinié, L. 2008. "Innovation Games: A New Approach to the Competitive
Challenge," Long Range Planning (41:4), pp. 378-394.
Miranda, S. M., Lee, J.-N., and Lee, J.-H. 2011. "Stocks and Flows Underlying Organizations’
Knowledge Management Capability: Synergistic Versus Contingent Complementarities over
Time," Information & Management (48:8), pp. 382-392.
Nadler, J., Thompson, L., and Van Boven, L. 2003. "Learning Negotiation Skills: Four Models of
Knowledge Creation and Transfer," Management Science (49:4), pp. 529-540.
Nonaka, I., von Krogh, G., and Voelpel, S. 2006. "Organisational Knowledge Creation Theory:
Evolutionary Paths and Future Advances," Organisation Studies (27:8), pp. 1179-1208.
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD). 2005. "Oslo Manual: Guidelines
for Collecting and Interpreting Innovation Data," OECD and European Commission, Paris,
pp. 1-163.
Österle, H., Becker, J., Frank, U., Hess, T., Karagiannis, D., Krcmar, H., Loos, P., Mertens, P.,
Oberweis, A., and Sinz, E. J. 2011. "Memorandum on Design-Oriented Information Systems
Research," European Journal of Information Systems (20:1), pp. 7-10.
Peffers, K., Tuunanen, T., Rothenberger, M. A., and Chatterjee, S. 2008. "A Design Science Research
Methodology for Information Systems Research," Journal of Management Information
Systems (24:3), pp. 45-77.
Reagans, R., and McEvily, B. 2003. "Network Structure and Knowledge Transfer: The Effects of
Cohesion and Range," Administrative Science Quarterly (48:2), pp. 240-267.
Roper, S., and Hewitt-Dundas, N. 2015. "Knowledge Stocks, Knowledge Flows and Innovation:
Evidence from Matched Patents and Innovation Panel Data," Research Policy (44:7), pp.
1327-1340.
Segarra-Blasco, A., and Arauzo-Carod, J.-M. 2008. "Sources of Innovation and Industry–University
Interaction: Evidence from Spanish ﬁrms," Research Policy (37:8), pp. 1283-1295.
SFIA. 2017. "How Sfia Works?" Retrieved 01 Aug, 2017, from https://www.sfia-online.org/en/howsfia-works
Shrestha, A., Cater-Steel, A., Toleman, M., and Rout, T. 2014. "Towards Transparent and Efficient
Process Assessments for It Service Management," International Conference on Software
Process Improvement and Capability Determination: Springer International Publishing, pp.
165-176.
Simonin, B. L. 1999. "Ambiguity and the Process of Knowledge Transfer in Strategic Alliances,"
Strategic Management Journal (20:7), pp. 595-623.
Soo, C. W., Devinney, T. M., and Midgley, D. F. 2007. "External Knowledge Acquisition, Creativity and
Learning in Organisational Problem Solving," International Journal of Technology
Management (38:1/2), pp. 137-159.
Szulanski, G. 1996. "Exploring Internal Stickiness: Impediments to the Transfer of Best Practice
within the Firm," Strategic Management Journal (17:Winter Special Issue), pp. 27-43.
Tsai, W. 2001. "Knowledge Transfer in Intraorganisational Networks: Effects of Network Position and
Absorptive Capacity on Business Unit Innovation and Performance," Academy of
Management Journal (44:5), pp. 996-1004.
Tzabbar, D., Aharonson, B. S., Amburgey, T. L., and Al-Laham, A. 2008. "When Is the Whole Bigger
Than the Sum of Its Parts? Bundling Knowledge Stocks for Innovative Success," Strategic
Organisation (6:4), pp. 375-406.
von Konsky, B., Miller, C., and Jones, A. 2016. "The Skills Framework for the Information Age:
Engaging Stakeholders in Ict Curriculum Design," Journal of Information Systems Education
(27:1), pp. 37-50.
Wernerfelt, B. 1995. "The Resource-Based View of the Firm: Ten Years After," Strategic Management
Journal (16:3), pp. 171-174.
Wu, J., and Shanley, M. T. 2009. "Knowledge Stock, Exploration, and Innovation: Research on the
United States Electromedical Device Industry," Journal of Business Research (62:4), pp. 474483.
Copyright: © 2017 Shrestha, Kong and Collins. This is an open-access article distributed under the
terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 3.0 Australia License, which permits noncommercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and ACIS
are credited.

8

