CHAPTER 2
LITERATURE REVIEW

This chapter will focus on the literature review for the study and will discuss
the following points: general introduction, differences between leadership and
management, Hersey and Blanchard’s Situational Leadership Model which
focuses on the task and relationship behaviours of leaders and the maturity
level of employees, leadership styles as used in organisations, motivation
theories as used in organisations, and the applicability of the Hersey and
Blanchard Situational Leadership Model to the organisation under
investigation.

2.1 Introduction

Organisations of one form or another are an essential part of our society and
serve many important needs, for instance the need for employment. They
compete openly to gain a competitive advantage over others and to reach
their core objective, which is enhancing productivity and profitability. Given
the reality of surviving in the present turbulent times and keeping abreast of
business challenges, effective leadership is needed in organisations.
“"Management is more usually viewed as getting things done through other
people in order to achieve stated organisational goals. The manager may
react to specific situations and be more concerned with solving short-term
problems” (Mullins, 1996: 247). In the changing organisations of today, it is
not so much a matter of achieving organisational goals and maintaining the
status quo, but of getting ordinary people to do extraordinary things in the
face of adversity — to the long-term benefit of the individual (employee), the
industry (work itself) and the organisation (employer). This is what
constitutes effective leadership.



As there is a clear shift from management to leadership here, we need to

distinguish between the two and to highlight the importance of leadership

over management.

2.1.1 Differences between leadership and management
Zaleznik quoted in Mullins (1996: 247) outlines the differences between

leadership and management as follows:

Managers tend to adopt an impersonal or passive attitude towards goals.
Leaders adopt a more personal and active attitude towards goals.

In order to get people to accept situations, the manager continually co-
ordinates and balances in order to reach compromise between conflicting
values. The leader creates excitement in the work and develops choices
that give substance to images that excite people.

In their relationships with other people, managers maintain a low level of
emotional involvement. Leaders have empathy with other people and give
close attention to what events and actions mean.

Managers see themselves more as conservators and regulators of the
existing order of affairs with which they identify, and from which they gain
rewards. Leaders work in, but do not belong to, the organisation. Their
sense of identity does not depend upon membership or work roles as they
search out opportunities for change.

Management is viewed in terms of planning, organising, directing and
controlling the activities of the subordinate staff. Leadership, however, is
concerned more with communicating with, motivating, encouraging and

involving people.

Based on these differences between leadership and management, it is

evident that leadership in one way or another leads to win-win situations in

organisations. Leadership takes into consideration human factors as well as

output factors, unlike management which is mainly concerned with output



factors, that is organisational goals. According to Christenson et al. (1982:
155), output factors are the end result in an organisation. They indicate to
what extent the organisation is achieving its objectives. In a business
organisation, output factors include (1) productivity, (2) quality, (3)
profitability, and (4) cost-effectiveness. Human factors reflect the state of
human resources in an organisation. They indicate how well people are
working together and how satisfied they are with their work. Human factors
include (1) morale, (2) amount and type of communication, (3) level of
motivation, (4) commitment to objectives, and (5) level of interpersonal and
intergroup conflict. It needs to be emphasised that output and human
factors are crucial, as they jointly determine the success of the organisation.
Christenson et al. (1982: 156) maintain that “if a leader is unable to work
with and through people to achieve output factors, the organisation (or at
least part of the organisation) will not accomplish its goals. Similarly, if a
leader fails to attend to human factors, communication breakdowns and
disagreements are likely to result. In addition, motivation will decrease, and
absenteeism and turnover may become a problem. Eventually, such
problems are likely to have a negative impact on output factors. That is likely
to result in lower levels of performance, higher costs, and poorer quality of
work over time”.

Taking human factors into consideration means that the way employees are
led comes under scrutiny. The way in which employees respond to different
leadership styles also indicates the extent of followership. Weihrich and
Koontz (1993: 437) maintain that the essence of leadership is followership.
In other words, it is the willingness of people to follow that makes a person a
leader. Moreover, people tend to follow those whom they see as providing a
means of achieving their own desires and wants — this is what constitutes

worker motivation.
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It is therefore appropriate to discuss Hersey and Blanchard’s Situational
Leadership Theory, which describes the relationship between leadership
styles and worker motivation in organisations in given situations. We will also
use this model to determine whether one of the basic aims of the study was
achieved, that is to explore the relationship between leadership styles and
worker motivation and the tendency of certain leadership styles to elicit
certain work behaviours from employees, as proposed in the model.

2.2 Guideline for interpreting the literature review
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2.2.1 Background

Hersey and Blanchard’s Situational Leadership Model proposes that there is
no single best leadership style in organisations but instead that the leadership
style to be employed should be guided by the particular situation. The task
behaviour of the leader (the extent to which a leader provides direction for
people with regard to the tasks to be done) and the relationship behaviour of
the leader (the extent to which a leader engages in a two-way
communication with employees) will be considered.

The task and relationship behaviours of leaders are closely linked to the
maturity level of employees, that is the ability and willingness of employees
to do their work. Organisation leaders have to establish an explicit link
between their task and relationship behaviours and the maturity level of their
employees in order to know which leadership theory or motivation theory to
apply in particular situations. The effectiveness or the ineffectiveness of the
leadership styles used and the motivation theories applied will be evident
from the achievement and non-achievement of individual and organisational
goals.

2.2.2 Hersey and Blanchard’s Situational Leadership Theory

Situational leadership theory is taken as the theoretical framework for this
study because of its propositions, which are applicable to today’s
organisations. This theory is also considered applicable to the organisation
under investigation, since it has nine sections with different supervisors.
Because these sections fulfil different tasks in the company the leadership
styles are assumed not to be the same, for example the work in the dye
house is more technical than the work in the ironing house, which is labour
intensive; thus the leadership styles will differ as may the level of motivation.
According to Hersey and Blanchard (1982: 150), situational leadership is
based on the interplay between (1) the amount of guidance and direction
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The above diagram shows the four leadership quadrants with a specific
leadership style in each:

"Telling” is for low-maturity subordinates. People who are unable and
unwilling (M1) to take responsibility for undertaking certain tasks are neither
competent nor confident. In many cases, their unwillingness is a result of
their insecurity regarding the particular task. Thus, a directive “telling” style
(S1) that provides clear, specific directions and supervision has the highest
probability of being effective with individuals at this maturity level. This style
is called “telling” because it is characterised by the leader’s defining roles and
telling people what, how, when and where to do various tasks.

"Selling ™ is for low to moderate maturity subordinates. People who are
unable but willing (M2) to take responsibility for certain tasks are confident
but lack skills at this time. Thus, a “selling” style (S2) that provides directive
behaviour to reinforce their willingness and enthusiasm is probably the most
appropriate for individuals at this maturity level. Through two-way
communication and explanation, the leader tries to get the followers
psychologically to “buy into” desired behaviours.

“Participating” is for moderate to high maturity subordinates. People at this
maturity level are able but unwilling (M3) to do what the leader wants. Their
unwillingness is often a function of their lack of confidence or insecurity.
Thus, a supportive non-directive, “participating” style (S3) has the highest
probability of being effective with individuals at this maturity level. This style
is called “participating” because the leader and follower share in decision-
making, the main role of the leader being to facilitate and communicate. This
style involves high relationship behaviour and low task behaviour.

“Delegating” is for high-maturity subordinates. People at this maturity level
are able and willing or confident to take responsibility. Thus, a low-profile



“delegating” style (S4), which provides little direction or support, has the
highest probability of being effective with individuals at this maturity level.
Even though the leader may still identify the problem, the responsibility for
carrying out the particular plans is given to these mature followers. They are
permitted to run the show and decide on the how, when and where. At the
same time, they are psychologically mature and consequently do not need
above average two-way communication or supportive behaviour. This style
involves low relationship behaviour and low task behaviour (Hersey and
Blanchard, 1982: 153-154).

In employing different leadership styles, leaders in organisations must find a
match between their styles and their task behaviours and relationship
behaviours with their subordinates in given situations. For example the leader
may apply the “telling” leadership style when working with an employee who
has completed only Standard 6, while the leader may use a different style
when working with an employee who has a post-school qualification. The
amount of support given may also differ between the two employees because
of their differences in education. Hersey and Blanchard (1982) are of the
same view and maintain that while all the situational variables (leader,
follower(s), supervisor(s), associates, organisation, job demands and time)
are important, the emphasis in situational leadership is on the behaviour of
the leader in relation to his/her followers. Furthermore, the Hersey and
Blanchard's situational theory focuses on the maturity level of employees and
the components of maturity.

e Maturity level of employees

According to situational leadership theory, there is no single best way to
influence people. Which leadership style a person should use with individuals
or groups depends on the maturity level of the people the leader is
attempting to influence. The maturity of followers is also taken into account
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in this model. Some benchmarks for maturity are provided for determining
appropriate leadership style by dividing the maturity continuum in the below
of the Hersey and Blanchard’s leadership model into four levels: low (M1),
low to moderate (M2), moderate to high (M3) and high (M4). The appropriate
leadership style for each of the four maturity levels includes the right
combination of task behaviour (direction) and relationship behaviour
(support). Maturity is defined in situational leadership as the ability and
willingness of people to take responsibility for directing their own behaviour
(Hersey and Blanchard, 1982: 151). It has been argued that the key to
effective leadership is identifying the maturity level of the individual or group
one is attempting to influence and then applying the appropriate leadership

style.

e Components of maturity

Hersey and Blanchard discuss the components of maturity as follows:
Achievement-motivated people have certain characteristics in common,
including the capacity to set high but obtainable goals, concern for personal
achievement rather than the rewards of success, and the desire for task-
relevant feedback (how well am I doing?) rather than for attitudinal feedback
(how well do you like me?). Organisations should be more interested in task-
relevant feedback.

Education or experience is important for organisations. One can gain task-
relevant maturity through education or experience or a combination of both.
Education is defined as formal classroom learning, while experience involves
what one learns on one’s own or on the job.

Education or experience affects ability and achievement, while motivation
affects willingness. The concept of maturity accordingly has two dimensions:
job maturity (ability) and psychological maturity (willingness) (Hersey and
Blanchard, 1982: 157). Thus the need for leaders to consider the components
of maturity as they may be helpful in accelerating the desired behaviours.



(task behaviour) a leader gives, (2) the amount of socio-emotional support
(relationship behaviour) a leader provides and (3) the readiness (maturity)
level that followers exhibit in performing a specific task, function or objective.
Task behaviour is the extent to which a leader provides direction to
subordinates: telling them what to do, when to do it, where to do it, and how
to do it. It means setting goals for them and defining their roles.
Relationship behaviour is the extent to which a leader engages in two-way
communication with subordinates: providing support, encouragement,
psychological help and facilitation. It means actively listening to people and
supporting them in what they do. Leaders in organisations should
accordingly employ task and relationship behaviours that stimulate employees
to do their work willingly and thus contribute toward the achievement of
individual and organisational goals. This concept was developed to help

prospective leaders, regardless of their roles, be more effective in their daily
interactions with others.

Figure 4: Hersey and Blanchard’s Situational Leadership Theory
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In assessing the maturity of employees, leaders should evaluate their ability
and willingness to work. Ability can be determined by examining past
performance: Has the person done well in this area before, or has his/her
performance been poor or non-existent? Does the staff member have the
necessary knowledge to perform well in the area, or does he/she not know
how to do what needs to be done? Willingness can be determined by
watching a person’s behaviour in a particular case: What is the person’s
interest level? Does he/she seem enthusiastic or apathetic? What is the
person’s commitment to the work in this area? Does he/she appear to enjoy
doing the required tasks or merely anxious to get them over with? Is the
person’s self-confidence evident in this area or does he/she seem insecure?
The person’s maturity level gives a clue as to how he/she can be motivated in
the specific area and which leadership style should be used with that specific
individual.  Determining employees’ maturity level will help leaders in
organisations decide which leadership theory or model and which
motivational theory or model to apply when working with individual
employees. This explains the need to consider different leadership theories
as used in organisations and different motivational theories as used by
leaders in working towards the achievement of individual and organisational
goals.

2.3 Leadership styles as used in organisations

Different leadership styles are uniquely applied depending on the nature and

goals of organisations, and the maturity level of employees. These

approaches are discussed in order to establish the following:

e The initial studies that contributed to the development of different
leadership styles in organisations.

e Which leadership styles are used in the organisation under question by
considering these different approaches.
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e Which leadership styles are effective or ineffective in motivating
employees in organisations.

2.3.1 Two-dimensional approach

e Ohio State University studies

In 1945, a group of researchers at Ohio State University began extensive
investigations of leadership, focusing on the study of leader behaviour. Their
efforts uncovered many provocative insights and changed the conceptual
foundation of leadership research from a trait-based approach to a behaviour
base (Donnelly et.al, 1995:388). The studies identified two dimensions of
leadership behaviour namely “consideration” and “initiating structure”. These
two dimensions described leadership behaviour in organisational settings. The
researchers assessed how supervisors think they should behave in leadership
roles. Leaders who scored high on the consideration dimension reflected a
work atmosphere of mutual trust, respect for subordinates’ ideas and
consideration of subordinates’ feelings. A low consideration score indicated

that leaders were more impersonal in their dealings with subordinates.

Furthermore a high initiating structure score indicated that leaders structured
their roles and those of subordinates toward the attainment of goals. They
were actively involved in planning work activities, communicating pertinent
information and scheduling work.

Daft (1995: 382) points out that consideration and initiating structures are
independent of each other, which means that a leader with a high degree of
consideration may be either high or low in terms of initiating structure. A
leader may have any four styles: high initiating structure — low consideration
structure; high initiating structure — high consideration structure; low
initiating structure — low consideration structure; low initiating structure —
high consideration structure. The Ohio State research found that the high
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consideration structure — high initiating structure style achieved better
performance and greater satisfaction than the other leadership styles. This
study led to further studies in leadership like the Michigan studies on
leadership.

¢ University of Michigan studies

Studies at the University of Michigan at about the same time adopted a
different approach by comparing the behaviour of effective and ineffective
supervisors. The most effective supervisors were those who focused on
subordinates’ human needs in order to “build effective workgroups with high
performance goals”. The Michigan researchers used the term employee-
centred leaders for leaders who established high performance goals and
displayed supportive behaviour towards subordinates. The less effective
leaders were called job-centred leaders; they tended to be less concerned
with goal achievement and human needs, and more concerned with meeting
schedules, keeping costs low and achieving production efficiency (Daft, 1995:
382-383).

e Managerial grid

Blake and Mouton of the University of Texas proposed a three-dimensional
leadership theory they called the managerial grid, which incorporates some of
the findings of the Ohio State and Michigan studies. The three-dimensional
model and five of its major management styles are shown in the following
diagram.
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These five leadership styles are used to highlight different approaches to
leading others in organisations.

Impoverished: A minimum effort to accomplish the work is exerted by the
leader.

(9.1) Task: The leader concentrates on task completion but shows little
regard for the development and morale of subordinates.

(1.9) Country club: The leader focuses on being sUpportive and considerate
of employees. However task completion is not a primary concern of this easy-
going style.

(5.5) Middle of the road: Adequate task completion and satisfactory morale
are the goals of the style.

(9.9) Team: The leader facilitates production and morale by co-ordinating
and integrating work-related activities (Donnelly et.al, 1995:389).

Blake and Mouton assumed that the leader who is a 9.9 individual would be
using the most effective style but over time it was found that the managerial
grid approach is not the most effective model for leadership. Theorists later
found that flexibility is needed in the application of leadership styles, hence
the emergence of the contingency theories of leadership. (Gatewood
et.al,1995: 501).

2.3.2 Contingency approach to leadership

» Fiedler's Contingency Theory

According to Daft (1995: 384), an early attempt to combine leadership style
and organisational situation into a comprehensive theory of leadership was
that of Fiedler and his associates. The basic idea is simple: match the
leadership style with the situation most favourable for its success. By
diagnosing leadership style and the organisational situation, the correct fit
can be found. This theory consists of two components:-
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a. Leadership style

According to Daft (1995: 384), the cornerstone of Fiedler's contingency
theory is the extent to which the leader’s style is relationship oriented or task
oriented. A relationship-oriented leader is concerned with people. A task-
oriented leader is primarily motivated by task accomplishment, which is
similar to the initiating structure. Leadership style was measured with a
questionnaire known as the least-preferred co-worker (LPC) scale. The LPC
scale used by Fiedler has a set of 16 bipolar adjectives:

Open -—= guarded
Quarrelsome o harmonious
Efficient inefficient
Self assured ---- hesitant
Gloomy --- e cheerful

If the leader describes the least preferred co-worker using positive concepts,
he/she is considered relationship oriented, that is cares about and is sensitive
to other people’s feelings. Conversely, if a leader uses negative concepts to
describe the least-preferred co-worker, he/she is considered task oriented,
that is sees other people in negative terms and places greater value on task
activities than on people.

b. Situation

According to Daft (1995: 384), leadership situations can be analysed in terms

of three elements: the quality of leader-member relationships, task structure

and position power. Each of these elements can be described as either

favourable or unfavourable for the leader.

¢ Leader-member relations refers to the group atmosphere and members’
attitude toward and acceptance of the leader. When subordinates trust,
respect and have confidence in the leader, leader-member relations are
considered good. When subordinates distrust, do not respect and have
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little confidence in the leader, leader-member relations are considered
poor (Daft 1995: 384).

e Task structure refers to the extent to which tasks performed by the group
are defined, involve specific procedures, and have clear, explicit goals.
When task structure is high, the situation is considered favourable to the
leader; when low, the situation is less favourable (Daft, 1995: 385).

e Position power is the extent to which the leader has formal authority over
subordinates. Position power is high when the leader has the power to
plan and direct the work of subordinates, evaluate it and reward or punish
subordinates. Position power is low when the leader has little authority
over subordinates and cannot evaluate their work or reward them. When
the position power is high, the situation is considered favourable for the
leader; when low, the situation is considered unfavourable (Daft, 1995:
385). Fiedler examined the relationship between leadership style,
situational favourability and task performance, and came up with the
following patterns:

Figure 6: Fiedler’s Contingency Theory

How Leader Style EFits. the Situation

L High [T

: | Person-oriented leaders P
. ; i perform better e
. 'Least Preferred 0 RN SN A > il
' Coworker, Score

il . LOW :

Leader-Member Relations

Task Structure

| Leader Position Power

(Daft, 1995: 386)

29



According to this theory, task-oriented leaders are more effective when the
situation is either highly favourable or highly unfavourable. Relationship-
oriented leaders are more effective in situations of moderate favourability.
Considerable research has been done on Fiedler's model, generating support
for as well as criticism of his ideas. Criticism of the model includes its neglect
of leaders who score in the middle on the LPC scale, the use of the LPC scale
itself, the fact that many leaders can and do change their behaviours, and the
relative lack of consideration given to other situational characteristics
concerning followers. Nonetheless, Fiedler’'s Contingency Theory was one of
the first to recognise the importance of the situation for leadership
effectiveness, and it sensitised leaders to the ineffectiveness of the one-best
way approach to leadership. On the other hand this theory was criticised in
terms of its applicability to organisations. According to Donnelly et.al.
(1995:392) factors like unions, technology, time and costs of changes must
be considered. For example, a unionised company that has a highly routine
technology and is currently faced with intense competition in new product
development may not have the patience, time and energy to modify the three
situational dimensions so that its leaders become more effective. However,

Fiedler’s theory provided a stating point for situational leadership research.

2.4 Determining appropriate styles

According to Hersey and Blanchard (1982: 156), in determining which
leadership style to use with a person in a given situation one should do
several things. First, one should decide what areas of an individual or group’s
activities one would like to influence. In the world of work these areas vary

according to a person’s responsibilities.
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Before managers can determine the appropriate leadership style to use with a
particular individual, they should decide what aspect of that person’s job they
want to influence.

Once this decision has been made, the second step is to determine the ability
or motivation (maturity level) of the individual in each of the selected areas.

The third and final step is deciding which of the four leadership styles will be
appropriate for this individual in each of these areas. Hersey and Blanchard’s
leadership model is appropriate in the firm under investigation as it has nine
areas of operation within which different roles have to be fulfilled. Falke
Hosiery has the following sections: knitting, auto assembly, manual house,
quality department, greige store, dye house, courtesy, packing and dispatch.
The different procedures used in each section call for different leadership
styles for motivating workers. Leaders in the different sections should
consider the ability and willingness (maturity) of their subordinates and then
decide which leadership approach to apply. Various factors also influence the
choice of a leadership style at a particular time. These factors are discussed

below:

2.5 Factors that influence the choice of leadership style

2.5.1 Nature of workers

The nature of the particular workers is a major factor in determining the
choice of leadership style. People are unique and they react differently to
different leadership styles; leaders in organisations should therefore know
their subordinates on an individual basis. The extent of subordinates’ freedom
also affects the way they function in organisations.
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Figure 7: Leadership style and subordinate’'s freedom
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Rue and Byars (1995: 383)
The above diagram illustrates the relationship between a leader’s behaviour
(leadership style) and subordinates’ degree of freedom. Rue and Byars
(1995: 384) maintain that a leader’s behaviour is acceptable to subordinates
to the degree that they see it as a source of satisfaction now or as a step
toward future satisfaction. Leader behaviour (leadership style) influences
worker motivation when it makes the satisfaction of their needs contingent on
successful performance; and when it provides the guidance, support and

rewards needed for effective performance.

If workers are able and motivated to perform a particular job, they can be
given extensive freedom. A participating or delegating style can be used,
since the workers have the necessary abilities. They can be allowed to
participate in determining what should be done and how it should be done.
More involvement from the leader will be needed if the workers are not
capable or motivated to do the job. If workers lack the ability to perform a
specific task, more direction has to be provided. Considerable time needs to
be spent on telling them what to do and explaining how the task shouid be
performed. If workers are unwilling to accept responsibility for a job, fairly
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close supervision is required. Clear instructions should be provided, follow-
ups done and corrective action taken if necessary (Christenson et al., 1982:
165).

2.5.2 Amount of time available

Christenson et al. (1982: 165) maintain that when ample time is available any
of the supervisory leadership styles may be used. When there is limited time,
the leadership styles to be utilised will also be limited. The participatory style
requires a lot of time for discussion to get everyone to agree on a course of
action, but this will not be possible if time pressures are high. The consulting
style is also time consuming as the supervisor has to get ideas and opinions
from the workers before deciding on how to approach the task. The telling
style is therefore appropriate when there is time pressure; it can be used with
workers who are capable and motivated to perform the task.

2.5.3 What the leader wants to accomplish

Christenson et al. (1982: 166) say that if the job to be performed is complex
and requires creativity, a delegating or participatory style may be the most
effective. These styles allow discussion on the optimal use of workers’
talents. If the workers do not have the abilities to handle complex jobs, the
supervisor should adopt a more supervisor-centred style. He/She can use
directing and consulting styles when jobs are specialised and routine, but
with close supervision as some workers may dislike routine work. If they like
routine work, the delegating style may be used.

2.5.4 The employer’s expectations

The expectations of the employer and his leadership style can influence the
style his subordinates use as supervisors. Directing and consulting styles are
more supervisor-centred and can be used if workers lack the ability or
motivation to perform a specific job, if time is limited to accomplish the task,
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or if the employer expects a supervisory-centred style. The employer is
probably the person who best knows the expectations of the overall
organisation, which he/she should communicate to subordinates. Once
workers know what is expected of them, their commitment and motivation
may be enhanced. Maude (1980: 157) is of the same view and holds that
“motivation is closely linked with communication. If success is to be
continuous the employee must fully understand his job with relation to the
group activity. An assembly worker may not worry about quality control or
output figures — until he learns that he is assembling a vital component for an

important order”.

2.6 Studies on situational leadership

Recent research on leadership has revealed that the most effective executives
use a collection of distinct leadership styles — each in the right measure, at
the right time. According to Goleman (2000: 78), research done by
consulting firm Hay/McBer, using a sample of 3 871 executives drawn from a
database of more than 20 000 executives worldwide, takes much of the
mystery out of effective leadership. The research identified six distinct
leadership styles, each springing from different components of emotional
intelligence. The styles, taken individually, appear to have a direct and
unigue impact on the working atmosphere of a company, section or team,
and, in turn, on their financial performance. “And perhaps most important,
the research indicates that leaders with the best results do not reply on only
one leadership style, they use most of them in a given week — seamlessly and
in different measure depending on the business situation” (Goleman, 2000:
79-80). The six styles of leadership are: (1) Coercive leaders who demand
immediate compliance, (2) authoritative leaders who mobilise people toward
a vision, (3) affiliate leaders who create emotional bonds and harmony, (4)
leaders who build consensus through participation; (5) pacesetting leaders
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who expect excellence and self-direction, and (6) coaching leaders who

develop people for the future.

Table 2: The six leadership styles of Goleman

Coercive Authorita- Affiliative | Democratic | Pacesetting | Coaching
tive
The leader’'s | Demands Mobilises Creates Forges Sets high | Develops
modus immediate people toward | harmony consensus standards for | people for
operandi compliance a vision and  builds | through performance | the future
emotional participation
bonds
The style in a | "Do what I | “Come with | “People “what do you | “Do as I do, | “Try this”
phrase tell you” me” come first” | think” now"”
Underlying Drive to | Self confidence, | Empathy, Collaboration, | Conscientious | Developin
emotional achieve, empathy, building team ness, drive |g others,
intelligence initiative, change catalyst | relationships | leadership, to  achieve, | empathy
competencies | self-control communicat | communicat- | initiative self-
-ion ion awareness
When the | In a crisis, to | When changes | To heal rifts | To build buy- | To get quick | To help an
style  works | kick start a | require a new | in a team or | in or | results from a | employee
best turnabout, or | vision, or when | to motivate | consensus, or highly improve
with problem | a clear | people to get input | motivated performan
employees direction is | during from valuable | and ce or
needed stressful employees competent develop
circumstan- team long-term
ces strengths
Overall Negative Most  strongly | Positive Positive Negative Positive
impact on the positive
climate

(Goleman, 2000:82)

According to Goleman (2000: 83), research has shown that of the six

leadership styles, the authoritative style is the most effective.

The

authoritative leader is a visionary; he motivates people by indicating how
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their work fits into a larger vision for the organisation. People who work for
such leaders understand that what they do matters and why. Authoritative
leadership also maximises commitment to the organisation’s goals and
strategy. By framing their individual tasks within a grand vision, the
authoritative leader defines standards that revolve around that vision. When
he/she gives performance feedback — whether positive or negative — the
overriding criterion is whether or not the performance furthers the vision.
The standards for success are clear to all, as are the rewards. Finally, one
should consider the style’s flexibility. An authoritative leader states the end
but generally gives people plenty of leeway to devise their own means.
Authoritative leaders give subordinates the freedom to innovate, experiment
and take calculated risks.

Because of its positive impact, the authoritative style works well in almost any
business situation. But it is particularly effective when a business is
struggling. An authoritative style, powerful though it may be, will not work in
every situation. The approach fails, for instance, when a leader works with a
team of experts or peers who are more experienced than he is; they may see
the leader as pompous or out of touch.

Although the leadership styles identified in this research are differently
labelled, most of them fit into the four quadrants of the Situational
Leadership Model of Hersey and Blanchard. Organisations in the current
business environment still need to adapt leadership styles to different
situations — the principal assumption of this study. According to Goleman
(2000: 87-88), effective leaders switch easily between the leadership styles
as required. Such leaders do not mechanically match their style to fit a
checklist of situations — they are far more fluid. They are sensitive to the
impact they have on others and seamlessly adjust their style to get the best
results. They can tell immediately that a talented but underperforming
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employee has been demoralised by an unsympathetic, do-it-the-way-I-tell
you manager and that he/she needs to be reminded why his/her work
matters. The present study is of paramount importance to this research
undertaking, as it will be used for comparison purposes. It will be used as a
benchmark to judge whether the organisation under consideration is flexible
enough or not in the employment of leadership styles. The study has shown
that flexibility of leadership styles is still vital in organisations today;
hopefully, it will sensitise the organisation under investigation to continue
with their current leadership styles or to make adjustments as required. This
will help to stimulate employees to do their work willingly and effectively,

thus the need to discuss the concept of worker motivation in organisations.

2.7 Worker motivation

Worker motivation is crucial for the survival of any organisation. Motivation is
the driving force that makes individuals perform better at work and thereby
achieve overall organisational goals such as making profits. Thus the need for
leaders in organisations to understand worker motivation and to know which
motivational approaches to apply with subordinates. Steers and Porter (1991:
37) define motivation as “that which energises, directs and sustains
behaviour”. Robbins (1989: 147) says it is the “willingness to exert higher
levels of efforts toward organisational goals, conditioned by the efforts and
ability to satisfy some individual need”. Landy (1989: 316) believes
motivation is only one aspect of a more general process — “motivation
concerns the conditions responsible for variations in the intensity, quality and
direction of ongoing behaviour". Mohl (1991: 20) urges managers to
differentiate between “moving” an employee and motivating him/her.
Employees are moved to work when they do something they do not enjoy
doing (Mohl, 1991). He believes dedication and commitment to a task occur
only when the worker finds the task, in itself, enjoyable (Mohl, 1991: 20).
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Motivation is a complex concept largely because of the nature of motives.
People differ not only in their ability to do something, but also in their
willingness to do it, that is their motivation. Motivation depends on the
strength of people’s motives. Motives are sometimes defined as the needs,
wants, drives or impulses in an individual. Motives are directed towards
goals, which may be conscious or subconscious. Motives are the “why” of
behaviour. They arouse and maintain activity and determine the general
direction of the behaviour of an individual. In essence, motives or needs are
the mainsprings of action (Hersey and Blanchard, 1982: 15).

The difficulty of measuring motivation in human beings is that motives are
not observable, but inferred. If you see someone doing a great deal of
overtime, you are not sure whether he/she is doing so because of the extra
money he/she will earn or because he/she likes the job. There are five
primary reasons why it is difficult to infer motives from observed behaviour:

e Several motives may be expressed by a single act.

e Motives may appear in disguised form.

e Several motives may be expressed through similar or identical acts.

e Similar motives may be expressed in different behaviour.

e The expression of certain motives may be significantly moderated by

cultural and personal characteristics (Steers and Porter, 1991: 38).

Any inference is further complicated by the fact that motives are dynamic in
nature. In addition, every worker is unique. Workers may have a variety of
needs, desires and expectations at any one time; there may even be an
element of conflict present (Steers and Porter, 1991: 40). Consequently the
intensity with which workers pursue certain activities differs not only from
person to person, but also intra-individually, and from occasion to occasion.

This diversity of human responses complicates matters for management.
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