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АНДАТПА 
 

Тɿɪɿ ɠԛɣɟɥɟɪ ɪɟɬɿɧɞɟ ԕаɪаɫɬɵɪɭԑа бɨɥаɬɵɧ ԛɞɟɦɟɥɿ ԝɣɵɦɞаɪ ɞаɦɵɩ, 
ԕɨɪɲаԑаɧ ɨɪɬаԑа ɬɟɡ ɠԥɧɟ ɞɢɧаɦɢɤаɥɵԕ ԧɡɝɟɪɿɫɤɟ бɟɣɿɦɞɟɥɟ аɥаɞɵ, ɫɨɧɞаɣ-аԕ 
ɠɨбаɥаɪɞɵ баɫԕаɪɭɞɵԙ ɞԥɫɬԛɪɥɿ ɠԛɣɟɫɿ баɪ ԝɣɵɦԑа ԕаɪаԑаɧɞа ɠаԕɫɵ 
ɧԥɬɢɠɟɥɟɪ бɟɪɟ аɥаɞɵ. Бԝɥ ԝɣɵɦɞаɪ ɬԝɪаԕɬɵ, ɢɟɪаɪɯɢɹɥɵԕ ɟɦɟɫ, ԕɨɪɲаԑаɧ 
ɨɪɬаɧɵԙ ԧɡɝɟɪɭɿɧɟ аɲɵԕ, ɤɥɢɟɧɬɬɟɪɝɟ баԑɞаɪɥаɧԑаɧ ɠԥɧɟ бɟɥɝɿɫɿɡɞɿɤ 
ɠаԑɞаɣɵɧɞа ԛɧɟɦɿ ɞаɦɵɩ ɤɟɥɟɞɿ. Бԝɥ ԝɣɵɦɞаɪɞɵ Agile ԝɣɵɦɞаɪɵ ɞɟɩ аɬаɣɞɵ. 
Ԕаɡɿɪɝɿ ɭаԕɵɬɬа ɢɤɟɦɞɿɥɿɤɬɿ ɞаɦɵɬɭ, бɢɡɧɟɫɬɿԙ ԕԝɧɵɧ ɠԥɧɟ, ɞɟɦɟɤ, ɿɫɤɟ 
аɫɵɪɵɥɵɩ ɠаɬԕаɧ ɠɨбаɥаɪɞɵԙ ɫаɩаɫɵɧ аɪɬɬɵɪɭ ԛɲɿɧ ԥɪɬԛɪɥɿ ɫаɥаɥаɪɞаԑɵ 
ɤԧɩɬɟɝɟɧ ԝɣɵɦɞаɪ Agile ɬɟɯɧɨɥɨɝɢɹɧɵ ɧɟɦɟɫɟ ɨɧɵԙ аɪɬɟɮаɤɬɿɥɟɪɿɧ 
ԕɨɥɞаɧаɞɵ. Ԕаɡаԕɫɬаɧɞаԑɵ ԕаɡɿɪɝɿ ɦаɤɪɨ ɨɪɬа бԝɥ ԝɣɵɦɞаɪɞɵ ԕаɠɟɬ ɟɬɟɞɿ. 
Agile ԥɞɿɫɬɟɦɟɫɿɧ ɟɧɝɿɡɭ баɪɵɫɵɧɞа ԕаɡаԕɫɬаɧɞɵԕ ԝɣɵɦɞаɪ ɩаɣɞаɥаɧаɬɵɧ 
бɿɥɿɦ аɥɲаԕɬɵԕɬаɪɵ баɪ. Бɟɣɿɦɞɟɥɭ ɩɪɨɰɟɫɿɧɞɟ ɤɟɣбɿɪ ɩɪɨбɥɟɦаɥаɪ ɩаɣɞа 
бɨɥаɞɵ ɠԥɧɟ ɨɥаɪɞɵ ɮаɤɬɨɪɥаɪɞɵԙ ɤаɬɟɝɨɪɢɹɥаɪɵɧɵԙ бɿɪɿɧɟ ɠаɬԕɵɡɭԑа 
бɨɥаɞɵ: ɬɟɯɧɨɥɨɝɢɹɥɵԕ, ɬɟɯɧɢɤаɥɵԕ, аɞаɦɢ, ԝɣɵɦɞаɫɬɵɪɭɲɵɥɵԕ. 
Нԥɬɢɠɟɫɿɧɞɟ, Agile баԑɞаɪɥаɦаɫɵɧ ɫԥɬɬɿ ɠԛɡɟɝɟ аɫɵɪɭԑа ԥɤɟɥɟɬɿɧ бɟɥɝɿɥɿ бɿɪ 
ɠɟɬɿɫɬɿɤ ɮаɤɬɨɪɥаɪɵ баɪ. Бԝɥ ɠԝɦɵɫɬɵԙ ɦаԕɫаɬɵ «Ԧɡɝɟɪɿɫɤɟ ԕаɪɫɵ ɬԝɪɭ» ɞɟɩ 
аɬаɥаɬɵɧ  Agile  ԥɞɿɫɬɟɦɟɧɿ ɠԛɡɟɝɟ аɫɵɪɭɞаԑɵ ɤɟɞɟɪɝɿɥɟɪɞɿԙ бɿɪɿɧ ɡɟɪɬɬɟɭ ɠԥɧɟ 
ԧɡɝɟɪɿɫɤɟ ԕаɪɫɵ ɬԝɪɭɞɵ ɠɟԙɭɞɿԙ ɵԕɬɢɦаɥ ɲɟɲɿɦɿ ɪɟɬɿɧɞɟ ɬɪɟɧɢɧɝ ɦɟɧ 
ɤɨɭɱɢɧɝɬɿ ɡɟɪɬɬɟɭ. 

Бԝɥ ɦаɝɢɫɬɪɥɿɤ ɞɢɫɫɟɪɬаɰɢɹ ɤɟɥɟɫɿ ɧɟɝɿɡɝɿ бԧɥɿɦɞɟɪɞɟɧ ɬԝɪаɞɵ: Кɿɪɿɫɩɟ, 
ԥɞɟбɢɟɬɤɟ ɲɨɥɭ, ɡɟɪɬɬɟɭ ԥɞɿɫɿ, ɦԥɥɿɦɟɬɬɟɪɞɿ ɠɢɧаɭ ɠԥɧɟ ɬаɥɞаɭ, ԕɨɪɵɬɵɧɞɵ. 

Тԛɣɿɧдɿ ɫԧɡдеɪ: Agile ԥɞɿɫɧаɦаɫɵ, Agile ɩɪɨбɥɟɦаɥаɪ, Agile 
Ԕаɡаԕɫɬаɧɞа, ԧɡɝɟɪɭɝɟ ԕаɪɫɵɥɵԕ, Agile ɬɪɟɧɢɧɝ ɠԥɧɟ ɤɨɭɱɢɧɝ.  
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  



 

ABSTRACT 
 
Flexible organizations, that could be viewed as living systems, develop and 

could adopt to the environment with rapid and dynamic changes, provide better 
performance in comparison with organizations of traditional project management. 
These organizations are stable, non-hierarchical, open to environmental changes, 
customer oriented, they are constantly evolving and include uncertainty. These 
organizations are called Agile organizations. Nowadays, higher number of 
organizations from different industries adopt the agile technology or its artefacts 
with the objective of maturing thier flexibility, increasing the business value and 
consequently the quality of the conducted projects. Current macro environment in 
Kazakhstan requires these organizations. It appears to be a gap in the knowledge 
Kazakhstani organizations go through in the process of adoption agile methods. 
During agile methodology implementation some challenges arise on the way; they 
are referred to one of the categories: process challenges, technical challenges, 
people-related challenges, organizational challenges. Subsequently, there are 
particular success factors that provide successful implementation of Agile 
methodology. The master dissertation aims to study one of the barriers to agile 
implementation called change resistance and the possibility of training and coaching 
as a method to solve it.  

This master dissertation consists of the following main section to read: 
Introduction, Literature review, Research methodology, Data collection and 
analysis, Conclusion. 

Keywords: Agile methodology, challenges in Agile, Agile in Kazakhstan, 
resistance to change, training & coaching in Agile. 
  



 

АННОТАЦИЯ 
 

Гɢбɤɢɟ ɨɪɝаɧɢɡаɰɢɢ, ɤɨɬɨɪɵɟ ɦɨɠɧɨ ɪаɫɫɦаɬɪɢваɬɶ ɤаɤ ɠɢвɵɟ ɫɢɫɬɟɦɵ, 
ɪаɡвɢваɸɬɫɹ ɢ ɦɨɝɭɬ аɞаɩɬɢɪɨваɬɶɫɹ ɤ ɫɪɟɞɟ ɫ бɵɫɬɪɵɦɢ ɢ ɞɢɧаɦɢɱɧɵɦɢ 
ɢɡɦɟɧɟɧɢɹɦɢ, ɩɨɤаɡɵваɬɶ вɵɫɨɤɢɟ ɪɟɡɭɥɶɬаɬɵ ɩɨ ɫɪавɧɟɧɢɸ ɫ ɨɪɝаɧɢɡаɰɢɹɦɢ 
ɬɪаɞɢɰɢɨɧɧɨɝɨ ɭɩɪавɥɟɧɢɹ ɩɪɨɟɤɬаɦɢ. Эɬɢ ɨɪɝаɧɢɡаɰɢɢ ɫɬабɢɥɶɧɵ, ɧɟ 
ɢɟɪаɪɯɢɱɧɵ, ɨɬɤɪɵɬɵ ɞɥɹ ɢɡɦɟɧɟɧɢɣ ɨɤɪɭɠаɸɳɟɣ ɫɪɟɞɵ, ɨɪɢɟɧɬɢɪɨваɧɵ ɧа 
ɤɥɢɟɧɬа, ɨɧɢ ɩɨɫɬɨɹɧɧɨ ɪаɡвɢваɸɬɫɹ в ɧɟɨɩɪɟɞɟɥɟɧɧɨɫɬɢ. Эɬɢ ɨɪɝаɧɢɡаɰɢɢ 
ɧаɡɵваɸɬɫɹ Agile-ɨɪɝаɧɢɡаɰɢɹɦɢ. В ɧаɫɬɨɹɳɟɟ вɪɟɦɹ вɫɟ бɨɥɶɲɟ ɨɪɝаɧɢɡаɰɢɣ 
ɢɡ ɪаɡɧɵɯ ɨɬɪаɫɥɟɣ ɩɪɢɦɟɧɹɸɬ ɝɢбɤɭɸ ɬɟɯɧɨɥɨɝɢɸ ɢɥɢ ɟɟ аɪɬɟɮаɤɬɵ ɫ ɰɟɥɶɸ 
ɪаɡвɢɬɢɹ ɫвɨɟɣ ɝɢбɤɨɫɬɢ, ɭвɟɥɢɱɟɧɢɹ ɫɬɨɢɦɨɫɬɢ бɢɡɧɟɫа ɢ, ɫɥɟɞɨваɬɟɥɶɧɨ, 
ɤаɱɟɫɬва ɪɟаɥɢɡɭɟɦɵɯ ɩɪɨɟɤɬɨв. Тɟɤɭɳаɹ ɦаɤɪɨɫɪɟɞа в Каɡаɯɫɬаɧɟ ɬɪɟбɭɟɬ 
ɷɬɢɯ ɨɪɝаɧɢɡаɰɢɣ. Сɭɳɟɫɬвɭɟɬ ɩɪɨбɟɥ в ɡɧаɧɢɹɯ, ɤɨɬɨɪɵɟ ɤаɡаɯɫɬаɧɫɤɢɟ 
ɨɪɝаɧɢɡаɰɢɢ ɢɫɩɨɥɶɡɭɸɬ в ɩɪɨɰɟɫɫɟ вɧɟɞɪɟɧɢɹ Agile ɦɟɬɨɞɨɥɨɝɢɢ. В ɩɪɨɰɟɫɫɟ 
вɧɟɞɪɟɧɢɹ Agile ɦɟɬɨɞɢɤ вɨɡɧɢɤаɸɬ ɧɟɤɨɬɨɪɵɟ ɩɪɨбɥɟɦɵ; ɢɯ ɦɨɠɧɨ ɨɬɧɟɫɬɢ 
ɤ ɨɞɧɨɣ ɢɡ ɤаɬɟɝɨɪɢɣ: ɩɪɨɰɟɫɫɧɵɟ, ɬɟɯɧɢɱɟɫɤɢɟ, ɤаɞɪɨвɵɟ, ɨɪɝаɧɢɡаɰɢɨɧɧɵɟ. 
Сɨɨɬвɟɬɫɬвɟɧɧɨ, ɟɫɬɶ ɨɩɪɟɞɟɥɟɧɧɵɟ ɮаɤɬɨɪɵ ɭɫɩɟɯа, ɤɨɬɨɪɵɟ ɨбɟɫɩɟɱɢваɸɬ 
ɭɫɩɟɲɧɨɟ вɧɟɞɪɟɧɢɟ ɦɟɬɨɞɨɥɨɝɢɢ Agile. Маɝɢɫɬɟɪɫɤаɹ ɞɢɫɫɟɪɬаɰɢɹ 
ɧаɩɪавɥɟɧа ɧа ɢɡɭɱɟɧɢɟ ɨɞɧɨɝɨ ɢɡ ɩɪɟɩɹɬɫɬвɢɣ ɧа ɩɭɬɢ вɧɟɞɪɟɧɢɹ Agile 
ɦɟɬɨɞɢɤ, ɧаɡɵваɟɦɨɝɨ ɫɨɩɪɨɬɢвɥɟɧɢɟɦ ɢɡɦɟɧɟɧɢɹɦ, ɢ ɢɡɭɱɟɧɢɟ ɬɪɟɧɢɧɝа ɢ 
ɤɨɭɱɢɧɝа ɤаɤ вɨɡɦɨɠɧɨɝɨ ɪɟɲɟɧɢɹ ɞɥɹ ɩɪɟɨɞɨɥɟɧɢɹ ɫɨɩɪɨɬɢвɥɟɧɢɹ 
ɢɡɦɟɧɟɧɢɹɦ. 

Даɧɧаɹ ɦаɝɢɫɬɟɪɫɤаɹ ɞɢɫɫɟɪɬаɰɢɹ ɫɨɫɬɨɢɬ ɢɡ ɫɥɟɞɭɸɳɢɯ ɨɫɧɨвɧɵɯ 
ɪаɡɞɟɥɨв: Ввɟɞɟɧɢɟ, Обɡɨɪ ɥɢɬɟɪаɬɭɪɵ, Мɟɬɨɞɨɥɨɝɢɹ ɢɫɫɥɟɞɨваɧɢɹ, Сбɨɪ ɢ 
аɧаɥɢɡ ɞаɧɧɵɯ, Заɤɥɸɱɟɧɢɟ. 

Кɥɸɱевɵе ɫɥɨва: Мɟɬɨɞɨɥɨɝɢɹ Agile, ɩɪɨбɥɟɦɵ in Agile, Agile в 
Каɡаɯɫɬаɧɟ, ɫɨɩɪɨɬɢвɥɟɧɢɟ ɩɟɪɟɦɟɧаɦ, ɬɪɟɧɢɧɝ ɢ ɤɨɭɱɢɧɝ в Agile. 
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                                                  INTRODUCTION 

Master thesis title 
Agile methodology becomes main alternative for companies that want to 

improve the performance [1]. There is a global shift in the paradigm of managerial 
thinking from the way of following heavy and sometimes long strategy to 
situational-tactical way of behavior [2]. Developing a long and solid plan may never 
end. In the process of its creation, there will be such a number of changes, the 
recording and reflection of which will take very long period for the company that 
brings the society to the necessity of introduction of agile technology in the project 
management. 

The necessity of agile technologies¶ application in Kazakhstan arises in the 
era of the dynamic and changing world with the corresponding requirement to 
projects hold the proper management and demonstrate high performance 
simultaneously [3]. Agile technology allows companies not only to adopt for current 
conditions, but also to focus on working with people and perception of change as an 
inevitable and really good thing, not an insoluble problem [4]. All of the above leads 
to the need to develop the application of agile technologies in the organizations of 
the Republic of Kazakhstan (RoK) at higher levels. 

Agile technology in project management generally operates with follow-up 
requirements of customers, provision of feedback in the stages [5], team satisfactions 
[6], and very efficient control of the process. Flexible organization with agile mind 
and agile project management of work will allow successfully maneuvering in the 
real modern world. The definition of agile project management is given as an 
iterative development methodology [7], which values human communication and 
feedback, adapting to changes, and producing working and high results instead of 
comprehensive documentation. The methodology is well defined around the world, 
is implemented in many organizations worldwide, especial in software development. 
Nowadays, higher number of organizations from different industries adopt the 
technology or its artefacts with the aim of maturing their flexibility, increasing the 
business value and consequently the quality of the projects. 

Organizations around the world nevertheless of their maturity face discrepant 
types of challenges during the agile methodology and techniques implementation, 
as it is common feature for all process improvement activities [8]. The challenges 
differ from organization to organization due to the existence of enormous factors, 
which impact the process, and these factors are mainly related to the type and 
structure of organization, the industry, the people mindset and culture of employees 
and etc. Significant number of research studies has been carried out for not only the 
process of agile methodology implementation, but also for the identification of the 
challenges and corresponding success factors. As a result, throughout the technology 
adoption process it is essentially important to overcome the barriers for the 
organization in order to obtain high quality transition [9]. In turn, it will lead to the 
high-performance results of the company and allow to state that agile technology 
has been successfully adopted in the organization.  
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The main obstacles in the way tom agile technology implementation have 
been identified in many research studies, from which the research study of K. Dikert 
et al. [1] deserves special attention and was used by author as foundation basis for 
master thesis.  The main of the barriers that have mentioned the most in research 
work, referenced Chapter 2, are described as resistance to change, agile techniques 
and methodology are difficult to introduce, non-development functions integrations, 
requirements engineering challenges [1]. 

From the board spectrum of the research topics on the subject of the challenges 
to agile technology implementation the area ³Resistance to change´ has been taken 
by the author for conduction of the scientific research. As has been reported in the 
14th annual state of agile report carried out in October-December 2019 among 40 000 
agile practitioners, developers, consultants, managers and executive, the factor 
General Organization Resistance to Change heads top 5 list of the challenges that 
are experienced during adoption & scaling agile methodology & techniques [10]. 

This master thesis aims to define the research on resistance to change in 
Kazakhstan as main barrier on the way to agile technology implementation. The 
master dissertation also studies the extent to which the training and coaching could 
solve the problem. 

Research relevance  
The relevance of the research is defined by the several factors of the dynamic 

surrounding environment where flexible adaptive processes going ahead instead of 
commonly used traditional processes with the strict and long plan [11]. The 
requirement for improvement of organization efficiency for aligned continuous 
introduction of new technologies, new processes, new methodologies with the 
following digitalization acceleration of information is one of the key factors that 
strives the management of organization to introduce agile methodology of project 
management [12]. It has been reported that the top reasons for implementing agile 
techniques are the ability to manage changing priorities, business alignment, 
increased team productivity and product or service delivery speed [10].But along 
with the technology it is essential to pay significant attention to the human capital 
which is one of the area that needs to be approached thoroughly in the organizations 
because the efficiency of organization constitutes the efficiency of the integrated 
teams that in their turn consist of several individual human beings with different 
mindset, motivation and skills.   

Whereas the agile technology in the project management is widely studied by 
foreign researchers [13], some aspects are missing. As observed in many research 
studies, usually the human capital factor is underestimated in comparison with other 
factors such as technological, environmental, financial and etc. [1, 14, 15]. 48% of 
respondents in 2019 Annual Survey highlighted that resistance to change is an 
obstacle for successful agile implementation and subsequent scaling [10]. 

Research goal and objectives 
The goal of this master thesis is to determine the extent at which the change 

resistance will be the real barrier on the way of agile technology implementation, 
and could this barrier be overcome by the means of training and coaching in 
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organizations. Furthermore, on the basis of findings, a practical contribution will be 
made by means of recommendations that will be provided in Chapter 4. The 
expected observations and findings may discover additional gap or gaps for further 
research. 

Despite the fact that significant efforts have been made by foreign researchers 
in the area of the challenges and success factors for agile technology, the factor 
named change resistance is one of the key areas to impact the process and 
organization. The research goal has been divided for research objectives in order to 
obtain the structured and well-defined research framework: 

Research Objective 1: Provide comprehensive literature overview on the agile 
methodology, its characteristics along with upcoming challenges faced by 
organizations and the corresponding success factors that would result in successful 
methodology implementation. 

Research Objective 2: Conduct the research and analysis on the subject of 
change resistance as a main barrier in terms of questionnaire and interviews, and 
using descriptive statistics, to form the results and reveal main outcomes from it. 

Research Objective 3: Define whether the training and coaching would be a 
solution to overcome the resistance to change in organization from data. 

The object and subject of the research 
The object of the master dissertation would be organizations of the Republic 

of Kazakhstan presented by different industries, mainly Oil & Gas and IT, where 
agile techniques are used. 

Subject of research is the agile methodology itself and the factors that have 
been identified to be the challenges on the way to technology implementation. 

Literature review 
The study conducted by Kim Dikert, Maria Paasivaara, Casper Lassenius [1] 

identified the 52 research articles and papers including 42 cases that consider the 
issue of implementation agile technology in terms of the challenges to be overcame 
and the critical success factors that are required for it. The authors made the thorough 
systematic review of the papers and consolidated the challenges and success factors 
into the structured tables with the case studies identified, and the factors have been 
categorized accordingly. The authors came to conclusion that there are several gaps 
that need to be studied further and one of the gaps is the thorough survey on the 
challenges and success factors for agile technology implementation, namely 
resistance to change. 

Research questions  
Formulated research questions from the information above could be described 

as follows: 
RQ1: Is the change resistance one of the main barriers to agile technology 

implementation? 
RQ2: Would the training and coaching be a solution to overcome change 

resistance? 
Research methodology 
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For the basis the qualitative approach has been taken where author develops 
theory base from the data applying a range of surveys and interviews. The author 
delivers a validated questionnaire with subsequent interviews.  The qualitative 
approach is suitable for this master thesis since the data collection and data analysis 
is non-numerical. The thesis intends to understand what the reality in APM of RoK, 
where interviews were carried out. The approach allows to interpret different 
experiences rather than quantifying numerical data, Figure 1 is theoretical 
framework. The precise description is given in the beginning of the second chapter. 

The results of the research will be represented through graphs and some 
descriptive data that will be depicted in Chapter 2. 

 

 
 

Figure 1 – Theoretical framework. 
Note – Created by author  

 
Research scope 
In order to maintain the defined scope, the master thesis is delimited to 

research among specialists in the Republic of Kazakhstan. In addition, the research 
work is also restricted to some professionals in industries shown in Chapter 4. 
Therefore, the research will be restricted in regards of in-depth perspectives from 
experts living in Kazakhstan. Furthermore, due to limitations in terms of time, 20 
weeks, the number of conducted interviews would be limited. 

Research novelty, theoretical and practical output 
The novelty of the research is dictated by the relevance of the research with 

an application to Kazakhstani reality. Whereas researchers Nathan et al. has studied 
the methodology with regards to human capital management, the subject of the 
barriers to agile technology implementation and development is not studied on 
sufficient level by Kazakhstani researchers [16], the study on the critical barriers is 
defined only on general level and not studied in the country. The change resistance 
that will be the subject of the research study as will be seen in the following chapters 
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plays profound role in the willingness to adopt the new technology in general, not 
only the agile project management technology.  

Disposition 
Introduction section is about research study that includes background 

information, research problem, research goal and objectives, research relevance, 
research questions, research scope. 

Chapter one demonstrates a literature review that includes definitions of Agile 
Project Management, agile concepts and artefacts, extracts of previous studies 
regarding agile implementation and challenges during the process, and success 
factors as well. 

Chapter three represents research design and approach that were used by the 
author to collect data for the research and depicts the outcomes received through 
semi-structured interviews. This chapter is fundamental for data analysis and is also 
classified into two sections, interviews and questionnaire results.  

Chapter on conclusion presents the discussion of results and conclusions, 
limitations for this research work and finally, recommendations for further research 
studies. 

The following chapters are list of terms and definitions for reader¶s 
convenience, list of references used in master thesis for the check to antiplagiarism, 
appendices. 
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1 Literature review 

1.1 Agile technology  

With the purpose of transferring the research study of master dissertation into 
the perspective, a thorough literature review has been carried out. Based on the 
online scientific directories as Scopus, Science Direct, IEEE Xplore and etc. the 204 
research articles and studies have been selected by author for the literature review 
with the following keywords as Agile Methodology, Challenges in Agile, Agile in 
Kazakhstan, Resistance to Change, Training & Coaching in Agile. Among this 
number of the literature, fifty-one were identified to be the basis for the literature 
review in master dissertation.  

The first section of this chapter provides an overview of referenced literature 
on the concept of agile methodology of project management in general, the 
methodology description, the history for the reader to understand the foundation of 
the master thesis. 

The second section describes the model for implementation of the agile 
methodology in project management that has been proposed by researchers in their 
previous studies and based mainly on the data from PMBOK (A Guide to the Project 
Management Body of Knowledge). 

The third section expounds the barriers in the implementation of agile 
technology that are mentioned in scientific articles of foreign researchers. This 
chapter will give the structured information about the challenges in systematic way 
for the convenience of perception by the reader. 

The fourth section depicts the corresponding success factors that play 
profound role in the implementation of the agile techniques and methodology. These 
success factors are identified not necessarily to be a solution for the challenges in 
second chapter.  

The last sections of literature review provide detailed description of the main 
topics of master thesis: resistance to change, training, coaching and also some data 
on agile project management in Kazakhstan. 

³Agile´ defiQiWiRQ 
The term ³agile´ means the ability of organization to adopt easily and quickly 

in intelligent way to the changes of business environment, as has been stated in the 
oxford dictionary [17]. This definition applies not only to the business environment, 
but to the other industries as well, as it is general term. According to A. Stare [13], 
in one of the interviews taken by authors from the Agile Manifesto authors, the term 
³agile´ is mainly refers to the recognition of the feedback and its application further 
during the transformation process. 

Agile project management (APM) is also descried as an iterative method of 
managing the activities in information technology, engineering, product & service 
development and another projects. APM requires the work to be done in small 
iterations with completion of tasks on single each stage in the cycle. This allows to 
achieve a high value through implementing feedback from the previous stage with 



 15 

product or services that fully meets the customer or organization expectation with 
minimal costs and at required time periods [18].  

Agile values and principles 
There are 4 foundation value propositions in the agile technology stated in 

Agile Manifesto from 2011 that are common for the all projects and industries 
[19]. The overall philosophy of agile stands on the following values which are the 
key ones: 

1. Individuals and interactions should be over processes and tools; 
2. Working software should be over comprehensive documentation; 
3. Customer collaboration should be over contract negotiation; 
4. Responding to change should be over following a plan. 
In addition, there are 12 principles of agile technology and development that 

derive from the key values of Agile Manifesto [20]: 
1. Satisfaction of the customer through continuous project or product 

delivery which means that it is more satisfactory for the customers to 
receive results of the process, services, products at some time intervals 
continuously rather than wait for the long periods between the product or 
process delivery; 

2. Accommodate requirements for the change throughout the development 
process, which means to try to avoid delays during the process when a 
requirement requests change; 

3. Frequent delivery of working product or process, which means to deliver 
the result of the process on the regular basis; 

4. In case when business team and technical team are aligned, the results are 
of higher quality; 

5. It is necessary to trust, motivate and support the people involved in the 
project because intrinsically motivated people and teams formed perform 
better than teams, which are less intrinsically motivated and happy 
accordingly; 

6. Management should support face-to-face interactions and promote it due 
to the fact that physical communication brings people to better results in 
place rather than virtual communication. Synchronous communication 
provides responsiveness to change as information could not get stuck 
somewhere; 

7. Working product or service is the primary progress measure; 
8. Agile processes would support a consistent pace of development which 

means that teams could establish their own speed at which they can deliver 
working product; 

9. In order to increase the agility, it is necessary to pay higher attention to 
the design and technical details because the right technical skills ensure 
the constant and continuous improvement of the product and the service; 

10. Simplicity sometimes is enough for the accomplishment of the job at the 
right time; 
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11. Self-organizing teams would encourage to outperformance during the 
process because team members who possess power of decision making, 
self-organized, motivated, would communicate efficiently with other team 
members which will result in the delivery of high-quality product; 

12. Reflection on the regular basis on the subject of being more effective is 
required because self-improvement and advancing skills and techniques 
will encourage team members work efficiently and provide higher 
performance accordingly. 

Agile methods or agile methodology of the project management in business 
environment also could be adopted to the engineering companies as well, due to the 
fact that according to Noruwana and Tanner [21], agile is also could be addressed in 
the organizations and business units where very rapid changes for requirements of 
the systems take place. In many cases organizations apply the agile methodology of 
project management in different ways, as it requires by the structure of the company 
or organization. 

It is rarely possible to adopt the technology in the exact way as it stated in the 
literature. The exclusion could be the IT industry, especially software engineering 
industry, for which the Agile Manifesto has been written so far in 2001 and the agile 
methodology is designed for. As a result, the shift of the agile methodology and 
associated with it the thinking way from the virtual environment to the physical 
environment in alike industries will be still challenging for the organizations and 
their management [13].  The implementation of the agile methodology is mainly 
dictated by the industry of the company, the company size and the nature of the 
projects [1].  

Agile approach in project management  
The agile technology in the project management differs from the traditional 

model. Traditional model and its methodologies possess characteristics such as a 
predictive approach, orientation on comprehensive documentation, process 
orientation and deadlines. Earlier, traditional methodologies were accepted 
worldwide and seemed that they work well in projects, but later on, after dynamic 
changes in business needs, businesses and software development teams have 
realized that there were practical deficiencies in these methodologies [22]. 

Before going to the specific characteristics that companies possess after 
introducing the agile technology versus being traditional organization it is important 
to note that the methodology mainly implies to the execution phase of the project 
lifecycle as was mentioned by A. Stare [13]. Consequently, the project lifecycle does 
not change and remains being consisting of 4 stages: project initiation, project 
planning, project execution and the project closeout.  

The specifics of the agile approach have been divided to four main aspects 
[13], that derive from the values described in the beginning of the chapter. In terms 
of these four specific categories of the agile technology it is convenient to reader to 
understand the differentiation between the agile technology in project management 
and traditional approach. They are highlighted below. 

Agile requirements and subsequent specifications 
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The specifications and the requirements to the project are specified by project 
team members and the client or customer in collaboration. They should be 
determined on general scale and updated at the start of every iteration (see 2. Project 
schedule) in comparison with detailed documentation with specifications at the 
beginning of the project in traditional technology. Consequently, the requirements 
to the project could be updated, changed during the project, mainly at the start of the 
iteration, upon the request from clients or proposal form project team members. 

Project Schedule 
In the agile technology, the execution of the project is mainly incremental, 

and the project consists of short iterations to allow teams to quickly adopt the current 
situation. According to A. Stare [13], the iteration length does not exceed 8 weeks. 
The schedule of the project is extremely rough at the start and specified at higher 
level during the project allowing the project teams to correctly adopt the information 
and data available at that point. 

Teamwork is essential 
The success of the project, of the product and the effectiveness of project 

execution greatly depends on the team. Teamwork is essential, and in the agile 
technology attention should be payed to empowering the team members and 
enhancing the communication between them and other business areas for the project 
success. The regular communication in terms of conducting lessons learned, 
provision of feedback, knowledge sharing, certainly improves the performance of 
the team as a key factor to the performance results of the project. 

In addition, one of the significant factors that has been identified by A. Sohi 
et al. [23]. to influence the execution of the project is the determination of the project 
execution by self-organized team, where the accent is done to self-organization. 

Collaboration with the client 
The last but not least important feature of the agile technology is the high level 

of collaboration with the client whereas the traditional model usually does not allow 
clients to intervene the project execution. Moreover, client or customer could 
provide the proposal of the changes to the project and participate in the evaluation 
process along with project team members that results in higher value. 

For the convenience and solid understanding of the advantages that APM has, 
the following could be demonstrated as follows [24]: 

- reduction of the cost through elimination of costly changes and done 
rework; 

- management scope and cost of product & service development 
improvement; 

- resource saving through elimination of activities in planning phase; 
- higher level of customer satisfaction by introducing continuous 

involvement of stakeholders, customers, client during project development; 
- higher level of creativity and innovation through provision of autonomy 

and freedom to team members; 
- improved visibility of individual performance through regular sprints, 

product/service backlogs, incremental performance assessments; 
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- empowerment of team members and subsequently the team. 
Methods in agile technology 
There are different methods that underlay in agile technology of project 

management, which are: 
- crystal methodologies; 
- dynamic software development method (DSDM); 
- feature-driven design; 
- kanban; 
- lean software development; 
- scrum; 
- extreme programming [25].  
The core values and fundamental principles of Agile Manifesto lie in the basis 

of all techniques described. 
The most popular and widely adopted agile method is Scrum, which was 

developed by Sutherland and Schwaber [26]. Scrum methodology is characterized 
by sequenced steps towards high quality product and services. The lifecycle of scrum 
project consists of the planning, retrospective, execution, including revision of the 
sprint, daily meetings as depicted on Figure 2. It also includes ³product backlog 
grooming´, focused on the artifacts production which is supported by the product 
and sprint backlog respectively [27].  
 

 
 

Figure 2 – Scrum framework.  
Note – retrieved from source [26] 

 
One of the most widespread methods, Extreme Programming is generally 

characterized by increments and highest level of communication along with constant 
feedback. XP consists of twelve practices: ³the planning game, small releases, 
metaphor, simple design, testing process, refactoring process, pair programming, 
collective ownership, continuous integration, 40-h week, on-site customers, and 
coding standards´ [25]. 

DSDM divides projects in three phases: pre-project phase, project lifecycle 
phase, and post project phase. There are 9 principles in DSDM: involvement of the 
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user, project team empowerment, the frequent delivery, addressing the current needs 
of business, incremental and iterative development, allowing for the reversing 
changes, the high-level scope to be fixed before start of project, the testing process 
throughout the lifecycle, and efficient communication [25]. 

Kanban is a system for bottlenecks identification and managing work through 
the process. Kanban visualizes actual work and workflow through that process. 
methodology is all about the Collaboration, the Control, the Cultivation and the 
Competence [28].  

Lean mainly consists of 7 principles: elimination of the waste, amplify 
learning, the late decision, fast product/service delivery, team empowerment, 
building the integrity, and whole picture [25]. 

Feature driven development methodology is based on emphasis on initial 
object model, work division into features, and features¶ iterative design. An iteration 
of each feature in its turn consists of two phases: design phase and development 
phase [25]. 

Crystal methodology focuses mainly on communication in small teams that 
developing product/service that is not life critical. Crystal methodology has 7 
characteristics: the frequent delivery, communication, reflective improvement, the 
personal safety, focus, access to expert users, and requirements for the technical 
environment [25]. 

To conclude, agile methodology is based on 4 values, 12 principles and agile 
practices, that are represented by different techniques as Scrum, Kanban, DSDM, 
XP, Lean. Agile organizations are differentiated by its requirements, scheduling, 
importance of teamwork, importance of collaboration with clients. 

 
 
1.2 Agile technology implementation 

There are a lot of models have been proposed for transition to agile, but there 
is a little recommendation given for deciding which of the model suits particular 
projects. The Figure 3 reveals some categorization of transition models made by 
Rashina Hoda and James Noble [29] for reader¶s information. 

TALC model 
Another interesting model for describing the process of agile implementation 

is given by A. Mahanti [30]. According to A. Mahanti, the adoption of new 
technology in the company or organization could be depicted by the TALC Model. 
The TALC Model is Technology Adoption Lifecycle model by Moore, that 
represents the bell curve consisting of five phases. The technology according to this 
model should pass these phases during the lifecycle and they are:  

1. Innovators; 
2. Early adopters; 
3. Early majority; 
4. Late majority; 
5. Laggards [30]. 
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Figure 3 – Agile transition models. 
Note – retrieved from source [29] 

 
The first category represents ³Innovators´, who in general like the new 

technology and will be the main foundation for the technology entry in the industry. 
Approval from this category of people would be critical for being on the rail for the 
technology in lifecycle. The second category represents ³Early Adopters´, who hold 
the optimistic view on the technology. This category would try to implement the 
technology with acknowledging the associated risk in order to receive advantage 
over the other organizations.  They would try to gain the higher level of the share in 
the market. The third category represents ³Early Majority´, people who are more 
like to adapt the technology after the testing it because they are very likely to be 
pragmatic to the technology, but if it works, they would apply it with the aim of  
uplifting business values and improvement of related processes. The fourth category 
represents ³Late Majority´, people who hold more conservative view on the new 
technology in general terms and are not willing to introduce innovative solutions 
because they are used to the traditional process that are steady and continuous.   The 
last category represents ³Laggards´, people which are not willing to change the 
mindset at all and are more likely to reject the new direction of the project 
management. 

There is a significant gap between the ³early majority´ and the ³early 
adopter´, which need to be overcame as stated by A. Mahanti [30]. It is called 
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³chasm´, and it is the result of difference between neighboring second and third 
groups. This chasm leads to necessity of advanced business strategy application. 
According to the study, the agile technology is believed to located in early adopters¶ 
phase, where not all of the majority is willing to risk for it. The TALC model reveals 
the vulnerability of the technology to be implemented in wide scale and to stand on 
the same level as traditional waterfall model.  

Agile methodology implementation method ± proposal  
From the concrete ways proposed by researchers in different research studies, 

the most valuable, simple and convenient method for the author, could be described 
as follows. A.Rasnacis, S. Berzisa [31] propose their method for the implementation 
of the agile technology of the project management with corresponding data on the 
evaluation of the method in the industry that presented as an IT case study .  

The researchers follow the implementation process described in PMI Practice 
guide, that is the agile technology of the project management consisting of at least 4 
steps:  

- identification of the appropriate methodology; 
- identification of the enterprise specific requirements; 
- adaptation of the methodology;  
- implementation of the methodology. 
It means that prior to the implementation of the agile technology it is 

recommended to go through some preparation activities. According to authors [31], 
the method is based on the following steps as depicted in Figure 4: 

- preparation of enterprise/organization/company for agile technology 
implementation; 

- analysis and selection; 
- adaptation; 
- implementation. 
 

 
 

Figure 4 – The overview of the implementation method. 
Note – retrieved from source [31] 

 
The preparation phase includes the preparation to change in physical and 

psychological terms. The methodology implementation should be endorsed by 
employers, who need to be persuaded about the business value that will agile 
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technology bring with it, and how the performance of the company could be 
increased as per new technology introduction. 

The second phase includes two parallel processes that could be described as 
employees¶ analysis step and the selection of base agile technology in project 
management. The employees¶ analysis phase could be based either on sociometric 
method or on motivation method and generally consist of the following: 

- preparation; 
- collection of necessary information and data; 
- data analysis. 
The agile methodology selection phase basically represents the selection of 

methods and tools of agile technology that are currently known in the project 
management world.  In order to not creating the tools, methods, processes from the 
start, it is more convenient to choose the ones from the industry and project 
management according to the characteristics of the organization, including the 
project specifics and project team specifics. 

Due to the fact that before the technology implementation the conflicts and 
misunderstandings could arise, the authors [31] have studied it and taken into 
account in the development of the adaptation phase. Authors highlight the necessity 
of analysis of the following elements: 

- process; 
- roles; 
- artefacts; 
- practices. 
The agile methodology adaptation phase on the example of roles could be 

carried out in one of the three ways of it: 
- reorganization of the existing traditional roles and responsibilities to agile 

ones; 
- addition of agile roles to existing traditional roles; 
- adaptation of agile roles to the traditional roles. 
The implementation phase should follow the model which should be applied 

according to the organization characteristics and here another plan is required for 
successful result of the phase. One of the proposed models is PDCA (Plan-Do-
Check-Act) model which is believed by authors to improve the quality of the phase. 

 

 
Figure 5 – The implementation phases. 

Note – retrieved from source [31] 
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However, for the implementation of agile methodology and fitting it to 
specific organization, particular procedures are required, and they are up to 
organization¶s management decision [32]. 

To conclude, different models for the agile methodology implementation have 
been proposed and it is up to organization to choose the one. Most of them consist 
of the main steps as preparation, methodology selection, adaptation and 
implementation. 

 
 
1.3 Challenges for AM implementation 

 
Introducing the new project management methodology is a challenging task 

for the organization and it will result in obstacles that should be overcame in order 
to provide successful transition or transformation from traditional model to agile 
model. As stated before, the transfer of the agile methodology from the virtual 
environment to management in the company, oriented on the physical 
communications, is quite challenging in terms of the thinking way transfer.  

This part of the chapter will provide the categorization of the challenges on 
the way to agile technology implementation first, then will provide description of 
real barriers. 

According to B.Boehm et al. [33], three categories of obstacles for the 
implementation of agile methodology were identified at Annual Research Review 
of USC-CSE in 2004. These categories represent the non- problems, the problems 
in term of size/scope and the real barriers. This classification merely explains the 
activities need to be done in order to overcome them. The fact, that in majority of 
cases, the misperception of the agile technology of project management takes place, 
explains the requirement to categorization of the challenges. 

Most common non problems that would arise are identified as:  
- systems of quality assurance; 
- quantitative management; 
- some inadequacy for defects management; 
- the automatic testing effectiveness to system integration; 
- refactoring is basically rework; 
- misperception of agile methodology to be non-responsible; 
- misperception that projects, which are agile, are unmanaged [33]. 
These barriers are mainly related to the perception that lives in organization. 

This misperception usually results from misunderstanding of the terms, processes, 
philosophy. It is easier to eliminate or to bring to the minimum level of these barriers 
to the organization because proper management and provision of the high quality of 
the process could solve them.  

The second category includes the barriers that depends on the scope of agile 
technology and the size of organization. The ones could arise for small organizations 
and not for large organizations and the others would be vice versa. It depends on the 
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industry and specific features of the company. Most common problems, which 
would be applied for the projects in terms of size or scope: 

- business values focus in agile, whereas activities focus in traditional PM; 
- sign-off requirements for stakeholders/customers/clients; 
- quality assurance of the process; 
- risk management; 
- documentation of planning; 
- support of project lifecycle; 
- the process standards; 
- incremental design [33]. 
The last category includes more significant issues than represent real barriers 

in the adoption of agile methodology in the organizations. This category includes 
the following, and not limited to: 

- loading of the resources; 
- customer access is required; 
- documentation; 
- nonfunctional and formal requirements separately; 
- design reviews are assessed to be critical; 
- contractual issues; 
- regulatory affairs; 
- interface with other disciplines & Integration with other methodologies; 
- predictability; 
- system interface control; 
- skills and responsibilities; 
- maturity assessments; 
- cost estimation [33]. 
Among this classification that has been highlighted for the master dissertation 

to be the basic structure, the authors K.Dikert et al. [1], T.Chao et al. [34] based on 
conducted by their own literature review, expound the structures of the challenges 
and success factors, which will be depicted below. 

According to T.Chao et al. [34], the failure and success factors could be 
classified in the same way, and they revealed that there is no formal  study on the 
³Critical Success Factor´ approach for agile technology implementation. The 
approach implies the measurement of the performance of organization that allows 
identify the factors that impact the performance. The classification is also applied to 
the challenges and for the following chapter on the success factors in the agile 
technology implementation, will be provided here: 

1. Organizational; 
2. People; 
3. Technical; 
4. Process. 
K.Dikert et al. [1] expounds the categorization of the 35 challenges based on 

the literature search of the papers regarding the transformation to the agile 
technology in large-scale organization. This classification provides the exhaustive 
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information on the researches that have been carried out and the transformations that 
have been documented. According to the authors, the 35 challenges are categorized 
in 9 categories of the challenges: 

1. Change resistance; 
2. The lack of investment; 
3. Agile techniques are difficult to implement; 
4. Coordination obstacles in multi-team environment; 
5. Different directions emerge in the multi-team environment; 
6. Hierarchal management & organizational boundaries; 
7. The requirement engineering challenges; 
8. Quality assurance challenges;  
9. Integrating the non-development functions. 
As it can be seen from data above, the categories of the challenges by K. 

Dikert et al. and B. Boehm et al., clearly fit in the basic rough structure for the failure 
and success factors described in the study of T.Chao et al. [34]. 

Organisational 
[33] Loading of the resources; design reviews are critical; maturity 

assessments; [1] hierarchal management & organizational boundaries. 
As identified in study, the organizational boundaries and the hierarchal 

management in the organization become obstacle on the way to transition to the agile 
mindset [1]. 

One of the unclear roles in agile technology is the role of middle managers 
because the self-organization in the methodology clearly defines the roles of team 
members and high-level managers. This uncertainty led to the resistance from the 
managers to change the mindset. Another problem, that has been revealed is the 
location of outside of team or project when transitioning to agile due to the lack of 
necessity of the management role. The solution here was designation of new role in 
agile team for the old traditional role.  

The other problem revealed in the studies referenced by K.Dikert et. Al [1], is 
the keeping the traditional work mode after adopting agile methodology by 
management. Moreover, in some organizations because of bureaucracy, two 
methodologies, agile and waterfall, have been in work in organizations. It resulted 
in the production of two templates for one document. 

The managers followed predefined plans and do not rely on the schedule 
because it was not documented. Here it is important to notice, that necessity of 
excess documentation development had also created obstacles. The mix of the roles 
in agile has also been reported, mainly the roles of project manager and scrum 
master. The requirement for reorganization is major challenge in the transition to 
agile methodology. 

The transformation from traditional waterfall model to Agile methodology 
would be successful upon change of management style from ³cRmmaQd aQd 
cRQWURl´ to the ³leadeUVhiS aQd cRllabRUaWiRQ´ [35]. At that point, the organization 
will receive responsiveness to perceive the advantages of teamwork and cooperation. 

People 
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[33] Interface with other disciplines; skills and responsibilities; customer 
access is required. [1] change resistance; coordination challenges in the multi-team 
environment; different directions emerge in multi-team environment. 

Refer to section 2.5.1 for resistance to change as it will be studied deeper in 
this master dissertation. 

One of the most significant transformation challenges was the difficulty in 
coordinating the work between several teams because nevertheless team was 
flexible, the surrounding environment was not [1]. K.Dikert et al. [1] also point out 
that some challenges were created by the high interdependence of the teams with the 
subsequent delays in the project. 

The different geographical distribution of team members created obstacles for 
the daily meetings and communication when necessary [1].  The sharing of 
information was on low level in multisite environment [36].  

The difference of agile methodology concept, the perception of the 
methodology and the formulation of mindset, is critical due to the fact that this 
difference will cause some friction within the organization. Another problem was 
team discouragement that was caused by high team micromanagement and lack of 
recognition from management. The team members lost interest in meetings and gave 
up [36]. 

Another people factor mentioned I research studies is trust between leader and 
team members as well as among team members. Inter-team coordination and 
communication has been pointed out by [37] as one of the challenges. In addition, 
team size has been highlighted as one of the key factors to the success [38]. 

Process  
[33] The nonfunctional requirements; contractual issues; integration with 

other methodologies; system interface control; [1] agile techniques are difficult to 
implement; integrating the non-development functions in the transformation. 

Whereas processes in traditional model are based on certain designed 
activities, agile methodology means the presence of the uncertain activities that are 
aimed to increase the efficiency and performance [39]. 

The incompleteness of the work at the end of increments, the lack of required 
documentation ³due to agility´ in some cases has created the problems in the agile 
technology of project management.  

The focus on the tools, such as particular software and framework only, 
without understanding the philosophy behind is also challenging. This led to agile 
becoming like combination of mini versions of waterfall model. And it added on the 
workload. The poor customization by the reason of variances¶ and deviations¶ 
quantity in agile approach during the process is also identified to cause problems. 
Another side of the agile methodology application is the adaptation of particular 
practices, that is also part of customization, that led to deviation from agile and 
subsequent failure of gaining real change. 

The process of transformation to agile technology caused the increased 
pressure on people in terms of time, change, workload that in their turn led to old 
fashioned way of working to revert back to the process.  
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The additional problems arise in the interface with other functions of 
organization. As has been mentioned in study of K. Dikert et. al [1], the non-
development functions should also transform the mindset to agile one, and by the 
time the entire organization or company would not follow one paradigm of agility, 
the organization will not be able to gain advantage and benefits. 

The pace of the service or product delivery which is incremental type for the 
agile technology of project management, causes the problems in terms of the 
interface with other function mentioned before and the shortage of the scope. The 
necessity to adjust to increased speed, to provide results at the end of each increment 
led to challenges faced by people in the organization. K.Dikert et.al [1] emphasize 
that the functions of organization as infrastructure, operations struggle to form the 
full picture of the process due to incremental work. 

Technical  
[33] Documentation; formal requirements; predictability; regulatory affairs; 

cost estimation [1] lack of investment; requirement engineering challenges; quality 
assurance challenges. 

High workload to the employees during the transition process is critical 
challenge for agile technology because it is quite hard to adjust the workload for new 
methodology and facilitate the transformation process. Even though employees were 
urged about higher number of working hours and prepared for it, some of them who 
hold specific knowledge and expertise, were overloaded. In addition, there were the 
case when managers expound some pressure on the employees to deliver the product 
or service on time without workload consideration [1]. 

The agile technology does not include the management of high-level 
requirements which is essentially required for projects of large-scale, even though 
there is structured approach of requirements in place, used by Agile methodologies 
as Scrum. The existence of gap between short and long-term planning in agile 
methodology due to avoidance of the latter in agile, also adds to the challenges on 
the management of high-level requirements.   

Another side of the challenges is necessity of refinement of requirements by 
agile team, after the requirements have been drawn up in the documents by several 
stakeholders of the project or development teams [1].  The relationship between 
Quality Assurance and the Engineering of requirement represents another technical 
problem and it is inadequate breakdown of high-level requirements that impedes QA 
process at the end of increments. 

Companies should also take into account general tools which support iterative 
development [40]. The automated process of the results¶ testing was not available in 
implementation of agile which resulted in higher testing workload and late 
identification of defects in products, manual testing still be in practice, that is also 
obstacle [41].  

One of the last technical obstacles observed in the study is the physical space 
in the office when changing to agile methodology. It differs from traditional 
waterfall model where people were distributed according to organizational structure 
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and specifics. This will cause requirement of additional time and efforts to access 
the single room for daily meetings [1].  

To conclude, the categorization of challenges in agile methodology 
implementation plays profound role for the adoption; and they are mainly related to 
process, people, technical, organizational factors. 

 
1.4 Success factors to AM implementation 

The success factors for effective agile technology implementation are also 
identified to be presented at 5 categories. They could be categorized below. 

1. Organizational factors: 
- strong support from the management; 
- commitment from the management; 
- cooperative organizational culture which is not a hierarchal; 
- facilities with agile-style environment for the work; 
- the appropriate reward system. 
2. People factors: 
- high competence and motivation from team members; 
- self-organizing teamwork, effective communication within a team; 
- high-level relationship with customers; 
- high competence from managers; 
- appropriate training. 
3. Process factors: 
- following APM oriented project management, configuration processes 

being simple; 
- daily meetings with strong focus on effective communication; 
- customization. 
4. Technical factors: 
- simple, rigorous, well-defined activities & documentation; 
- regular product/service delivery, while the most important comes first; 
- correct integration testing, pilot tests. 
5. Project factors: 
- dynamic, multiple small independent teams; 
- scope variability with some emergent requirements; 
- risk analysis, cost evaluation done. 
The success factors identified below allows organization to received success 

on project quality, scope, time, cost [34]. 
Organisational  
The support from the management of organization has been identified as one 

of the critical organization success factors that would result in smooth agile adoption 
[1].  High and middle level managers¶ commitment to agile results in successful 
fitting in the schedule of the project and keeping the pace of the team by encouraging 
them and overruling any negative perceptions. It could be enhanced by the provision 
of training and coaching that described in the sections below [1]. 
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The commitment of people comes out from the engagement of people in the 
change process. The strong commitment that comes not only from the management 
but from the employees will lead to the gaining the profound and continuous focus 
on the transformation process and allow to keep the agile practices working [1]. In 
addition, another factors that will add up to the success of agile technology 
implementation is the presence of leadership among the adopters¶ team that will be 
able to drive the whole process and motivate others [1]. 

People 
People factors that play significant role on the successful agile methodology 

adoptions are training and coaching. These factors have been identified to be 
important due to the lack or low level of competence required for it. The section of 
2.5.2 is intended to explore the role of training and coaching studied by researchers 
over the world.  

Another success factor that is crucial is effective communication with the 
teams, within the teams, between management. It has been reported [1], that 
communication of the transformation of objectives on the regular basis allows to 
people get the clear message and be more confident during the transformation 
process. The positive communication of the success gained during previous 
transformation done and positive experience also adds up to the higher motivation 
in people for agile technology implementation [1].  

Technical 
Pilot project would be required in large organization that are intended to 

transform fully in agile project management [1]. It was reported in previous research 
studies that releasing of pilot project before organizational transformation helped the 
organization to obtain some level confidence of its success and get higher level of 
buy-in from employees, which has led to overcoming the resistance from 
conservative employees.    

Moreover, the piloting the agile methodology adoption increased the level of 
methodology acceptance from the management after gaining the insights of 
successful pilots [1]. Managers after successful pilot projects provided higher level 
of engagement and committed to distribution of its requirement to adopt on larger 
scaler with confidence. The feedback received from the pilot project helped adopters 
to mistakes made during the pilot project. 

Process 
Customization of the methodology to company specifics is acknowledged as 

one of the important process success factors that brings one organization to better 
results, and other to worse results in case of its absence and ignorance. Method of 
following the strict rules taken from the books and guides has been proven as not 
successful. Instead, some organizations [1] customized it by applying the specific 
properties of agile and deviating some to company features, which led them to 
develop innovative solutions, to drive the real transformation that worked in 
practice. Meanwhile during the process, core agile principles have been followed. 
Another side of customization, that has been reported in the study [1], is the 
alignment within the organization. 
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The ability of organization to not complicate the process of agile 
transformation has been describe also as one of the success factors to being agile. 
Keeping the process simple while applying technology and modifying it to company 
specifics allowed the organizations to strongly focus on the agile adoption rather that 
complex structures and processes.  This allowed to retain good working practices in 
agile and keeping the organization engaged in the process [1].  

To conclude, the categorization of success factors in agile methodology 
implementation plays profound role for the adoption process; and they are mainly 
related to process, people, technical, organizational, project factors. 
 
 

1.5 Research topics 
 

1.5.1 Change resistance 
 

Change resistance refers to the unwillingness of people to change not only 
before the acknowledgement of the change and the reasons behind but also after it. 
It is unwillingness to try something new.  

Despite the flexibility of organization and the size, the resistance to new path 
and new methodology of working is inevitable. It occurs at different levels of 
organizations, including upper and middle management, development teams [42]. 

The results of the survey in 2012 revealed that general resistance to change 
takes 39% of challenges in an agile adoption [28]. At the same time, as it can be seen 
on Figure 6, 48% of respondents in 14th Survey highlighted that resistance to change 
is an obstacle for successful agile implementation and scaling [10]. 

 
 

Figure 6 – Challenges experienced when adopting & scaling APM. 
     Note – retrieved from source [10] 
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The introduction of agile methodology means the establishment of new agile 
mindset of people along with new techniques [42]. There are some techniques and 
plans in place for the transformation to being agile and the external coaching would 
help for it [42]. 

One of the reasons of resistance to change is in new methodology. Teams are 
expected to be self-managed, but not everyone wants to solve new arising problems. 
For middle management, shift of responsibilities caused resistance to change from 
traditional practitioners because managers feared of decreasing the power and letting 
people to be free [43], because the teams are commonly self-organizing and co-
located together for producing a high-quality products/service/software [44]. 

People concern mostly about their personal career path, some even fear to lose 
jobs [14]. Another reason is an increased level of transparency by the reason that 
people felt observed and did not willing to share their problems [36].  

T. Gandomani et al. [14] in their study revealed that per the comments 
received from survey, ³naturally, people are accustomed to the status quo and this 
fact acts as a serious barrier to change´. This was addressed as one of main human 
factor affecting agile technology implementation [14].  

To conclude, change resistance is important barrier in the way to Agile 
implementation, there are different reasons for it, which are new methodlogy itself, 
people mindset, concerns, fears. 

 
 
1.5.2 Training and coaching 

T. Gandomani et al. [44] in another research paper dedicated for study the 
effect of training brings out the citation from Agile Coach which clearly defines this 
requirement: µµTraining in Agile team should be done inside the teams. I have seen 
many persons that read a lot of books and went to many seminars, but I believe that 
without practical training, people cannot achieve the real purpose of training. 
Coaches should start transforming with many practical training activities. This is 
an effective way.¶¶  

Training  
Not sufficient level of competence of project managers, design team leads to 

requirement of rework, which cost a lot as has been identified in several studies [45]. 
The rework was represented by high amount of delays and not efficient personnel 
planning.  

As stated above, the transition would not be successful without clear 
objectives and understanding of Agile values and principles. The management 
support is required, and the training is believed to be critical prerequisite for it [35]. 

Non-sufficient level of training provided by the management would result in 
difficulties in agile transformation and lower level of motivation and enthusiasm 
among employees, even though causing the failure of implementation process at all 
in some cases [1]. The training could be definitely described as ³direct investment 
in success´. 
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Training is planned systematic effort to improve knowledge, abilities and 
skills through learning experience with the aim of gaining effective performance in 
a range of activities [46]. The training materials depend on current competence level 
of team members and team. Inadequate training or lack of it led to inadequate 
expectations from Agile methodology, lack of collaboration, and resistance to 
change [35].  

There are two types of trainings: on-the-job training (OJT) and off-the-job 
training.  

The most common method of the development applied on all levels of 
organizations is OJT, where employees receive a pre-prepared course on the new 
regulations, procedures, or processes and they are expected to apply the knowledge 
later in the process of work. However, particular skills are gained more effectively 
when training takes place off the job.  

The team of Yahoo company reported that training of people who understand 
the Agile principles is one of the keys to scaling the agile transformation effectively 
in a large organization [47]. 

The adequate customized training program would improve social skills of 
team members required in agile as well as improve business knowledge on Agile 
values and principles among developers [48]. Adequate training also helped team 
members to be positively inclined towards the agile and be enthusiastic to change 
[1]. 

Coaching 
Due to the fact that agile practices are learned during the process, coaching is 

important factor in change. The lack of coaching could damage the transformation 
to agile if its techniques are not correctly applied.  

K.Dikert et. al [1] emphasize the importance of providing coaching to teams 
in the real work environment because it is difficult to gain the successful change 
only by attending one-time training sessions. Another fact is that the scaling of the 
transition to agile is not sufficient due to the lack of coaching the real teams instead 
of members of pilot project for examples [1]. For the better buy-in to agile 
methodology is competitive to management of organizations ensure the proper Agile 
coaching and championing [48]. 

The coaches could identify and correct problems during the process and they 
would help to focus on understanding the agile principles instead of tools, software, 
techniques. The organization would benefit from using both internal and external 
coaches. External coaches will be able to provide objective view of the company and 
its performance whereas internal coaches know the specifics of the company and 
easy to access. In addition, mentoring is suggested (tacit knowledge transfer) to be 
very important in agile technology implementation [49]. 

The Yahoo company proved to successful implement Agile technology, and 
one of the factors was provision of proper coaching [47]. As stated in the report, 
Agile coach mentored the Scrum Master at sprint and supported team members to 
facilitate the retrospective for each other. When teams forgot things, coaches give 
the teams objective advice and support because teams needed to pursue continuous 
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improvement. The provision of adequate training materials, tracking tools and 
coaching program as well helped the organization to improve the processes quickly 
based on iterative feedback.  

G.H. Rodríguez et. al [50] in their research study of the Agile Coaching effect 
on students¶ performance have reported that Agile Coaching helps to improve 
technical and non-technical skills apart from commitment to comfortable feeling 
during teamwork. 

To conclude, training and coaching influence the agile transition at different 
levels and mainly help to increase motivation and enthusiasm. Their effect on people 
have been reported in several studies and needs to be studied further. 
 
 

1.6 Agile in Kazakhstan 

The agile methodology particularly in the human resources management has 
been implemented in some organization in Kazakhstan. These organizations are not 
of the oil and gas sector, but indeed it is very important to know that the best 
practices could be taken and studied for the implementation of the technology in the 
oil and gas sector.  

The organizations such as national welfare Fund of Samruk-Kazyna, BI 
Group and Sberbank Kazakhstan has adopted the agile methodology in the project 
management [16].  
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2 Research methodology 
 

2.1 Research design 
 

Research process for the master dissertation compiled of the several stages 
and its overview is depicted in Figure 7. The research is qualitative and based on 
mixed approach where the researcher has relied on the theoretical assumptions from 
thorough literature review in the process of data collection and analysis. At the same 
time the assumptions have been verified or changed during the survey and interviews 
[51]. The mixed approach has been applied for the research, as the topic of the 
research belongs to known theory and it is studied by many researchers worldwide 
[1,3,4,9,15,48]. 
 

 
 

Figure 7 – Research process. 
Note – compiled by author on the basis of Source [52] 

 
Research design 
The qualitative method is implemented when it is required to provide 

subjective interpretation of current microenvironment [52]. The qualitative method 
is preferable when studying the phenomenon on which there is low level of extensive 
knowledge about. On the other hand, quantitative method is experimental and very 
objective. Thus, quantitative analysis is more suitable for the cases where the 
dependence of one variable from another, or their relationship is required to be tested 
via specific analysis [52].  

The qualitative method will be suitable for this master thesis because the 
overall procedure of collecting data and subsequent analysis is non-numerical. 
Moreover, qualitative method is suitable also due to the fact that the aim of the work 
is exploration of resistance to change, training and coaching. The qualitative method 
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allows author to understand the phenomenon and the experience of respondents [52]. 
Such kind of approach has been identified to be reasonable and corresponds the 
research aim.  

 Deployment of qualitative method provides better understanding of the 
challenges that influence Agile methodology implementation in terms of a variety 
of experiences and perceptions that is in place among any Agile methodology 
stakeholders. The dissertation intends to understand and describe Kazakhstani 
reality where survey and interviews are conducted.   

The availability of the scientific resources, articles and surveys in the 
electronic directories [1-50] led the author to clearly identify the area of the research 
with determination of scope exclusions for this particular thesis. The thorough 
literature review was carried out for the supporting problem statement. On the basis 
of the area of the research, that has been identified as a gap presented in previous 
research articles, the research problem has been formulated [1]. The theoretical 
framework and literature review have been taken as a foundation of master thesis.  

The research problem lies in the identification of the extent to which training 
and coaching could provide sufficient competency to adopters of agile technology 
to overcome the resistance to change implied by other employees in the organization. 
The research problem brings us to the determination of two main research questions 
than will be studied in this master dissertation: 

RQ1. Is the change resistance will be one of the main barriers to agile 
technology implementation? 

RQ2. Would the training and coaching be a solution to overcome change 
resistance? 

The methodology described will be applied to the master thesis for answering 
the research questions. 

The survey and interviews were conducted with the aim to understand the 
phenomenon ³resistance to change´. A survey has been taken for study as it is 
consistent with the purpose and approach used in this research. Survey allows to 
answer the research questions as it provides the ability to understand, explore and 
explain change resistance phenomenon in the context of agile methodology 
implementation process. This led to required qualitative data collection, which have 
been analyzed by the author and compiled into empirical findings chapter. On the 
basis of this data, discussions with consequent conclusions have been provided, by 
this reaching the aim of the thesis.  

Literature review & Theoretical framework  
The initial search has been carried out using electronic databases for the 

relevant research articles and conference proceedings. The more recent studies 
provide a higher value for the master thesis; therefore, the best databases have been 
accessed for reference materials for these annotated references in the last chapter: 

- Scopus; 
- Science Direct – Elsevier; 
- IEEE Xplore; 
- ACM digital library; 
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- SpringerLink;  
- Wiley Inter Science Journal Finder.  
Since, the subscription is limited for several research articles found, the 

Google Scholar¶s advanced search allowed to get access to some of the papers. It 
was important to have at hand a search strategy in order to locate efficient relevant 
research before performing searches through mentioned search databases. Important 
part of an effective search strategy is in the phrases and key words given below: 

- agile methodology; 
- challenges in agile; 
- agile in Kazakhstan; 
- resistance to change; 
- training & coaching in agile. 
The primary research has been carried out before the identification of the 

research problem and research questions. The  key words and phrases search 
matched  about 600+ unique papers, from which 204 were available (refer to the lists 
depicted in Appendix C). The abstracts of the papers have been categorized into 
three categories: include, exclude, and uncertain. So, from the list 154 exclusions 
and 50 inclusions have been identified. Articles that were outside theme scope were 
excluded. 

Survey 
Research survey was conducted online for data collection. The survey aim 

was to analyze information from professionals who work in companies, which 
implemented Agile methodology and receive concrete data from the responses.  

The questionnaire for survey was the tool used to answer the proposed 
research questions of master thesis. In order to provide the valid data, the 
questionnaire has been developed by author.  In the process of questionnaire 
creation, the main issues have been covered and it has been divided into two parts. 
The intention is to receive transparent data and to completely align the questionnaire 
to the research aim.  

The questionnaire consists of general questions and specific questions, that in 
sum gives 12 mandatory questions and 1 non-obligatory question. The low level has 
been dictated by the willingness of author to receive solid short answers instead of 
unwillingness to provide response. The questionnaire consists of 6 single-choice 
questions, 2 multiple-choice questions, 1 open-ended question, and 4 rating 
questions. Multiple-choice questions have been provided for better understanding 
the respondents and one open-ended question that was not mandatory and was put 
in the end of questionnaire asked the participants to record their ideas in their own 
words in the space provided. The rating questions have been provided through Likert 
scale, which ask the participant to rate each factor on a scale from 1 to 5.  

The general part consists of 3 general questions that asks on the techniques of 
Agile methodology in place, the industry sector and the role of respondent in the 
company. Then, the specific part containing different type of questions starts. Here, 
the questions start from the questions about the having training and ends with the 
scale at which it helped to overcome barriers. 
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The survey has been distributed online using Google Questionnaire Form 
through different platforms and it has collected 74 responses from different 
industries among agile practitioners in Republic of Kazakhstan. The form is attached 
in Appendix A. The findings of the survey are discussed in the chapter below. The 
survey gathers information about the Agile transition, challenges and success 
factors. Before the release of a survey the small pilot survey was carried out in April 
with small group participants to get feedback on the questionnaire design and 
content. After that, the original questionnaire has been sent to respondents. 

 Interviews 
A semi-structured approach has been chosen when interviewing the 

informants, because it provides a flexible interview process. There were mainly 
open-ended questions divided into three parts that were introduced to respondent in 
the certain sequence. It allows the informants to frame the answers relevantly their 
workplace context which in its turn allows to have deeper insight in comparison with 
structured interview. The goal is to gain reflections from informants about 
experiences and opinions related to thesis subject. In addition, it allowed to use 
informant information for guiding the interview and to keep an open mind on 
significant aspects of change from their experience. The interview guide and 
questions are attached in appendix B. Our interviews followed the two-phase 
approach: information regarding master thesis and signing of an interview 
agreement (consent form), the interview process. 

Data collection 
Because of COVID-19 outbreak that is happening during the research process, 

the author was not able to interview as many people as wanted to at first, but the 
agile practitioners have been contacted virtually. As face to face interviews were not 
available, some of the interviews were contacted through mobile phone and 
LinkedIn. The average interview duration was 40 minutes. Despite the fact that 
insightful data has been collected, the research scope seems not big enough. 

The interviews were represented as embedded cases which offered 
heterogeneous samples of data, because people possess different roles and different 
functional areas that allowed to receive different experiences and variation in the 
data collected. Qualitative data have been collected through 3 semi-structured 
interviews. 

Data analysis  
Data analysis has been carried out after the receiving the survey data and 

interpreting the interview data.  
The survey data analysis is based on the questionnaire results. The 

questionnaire data have been interpreted accordingly. Step-by-step interpreting data 
in Chapter 3 is seemed to be the best way. It allows to discuss and make conclusion 
on each aspect of the data received. Because of some limitations of questionnaire, 
the were mathematical operations with the data received for increasing the validity 
of the research data. 

The interview results have been interpreted in common way and then they 
have been coded, and the results have been demonstrated in the next chapter. The 
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coding process is required for the grouping of several identical segments of the 
answers in one category and deriving the common themes [51]. The coding has been 
done in two main steps and has been described in the chapter 3.  

Thus, on the basis of results from two sides, the conceptual diagram 
development has been carried out. On the basis of the diagram, the conclusion has 
been made after some discussions. 
 
 

2.2 Research credibility 

The research credibility could be measured through the identification of the 
research validity and reliability. For higher credibility the high values for validity 
and reliability are required. These two terms could be represented through the 
triangulation. 

For the data validity the process of collected data triangulation has been 
carried out. The triangulation can be defined as the collection of data on the certain 
phenomenon with the use of various methods, usually 3.  So, it allows to provide the 
three important things for research that has been highlighted by K. Moldashev [51], 
which are: 

a) internal validity – the degree by which the results demonstrate the reality; 
b) external validity – the possibility of results¶ application in the future; 
c) reliability – the possibility of reaching the similar results in repeated study. 

 
 

Figure 9 – Data triangularity. 
Note – compiled by author on the basis of Source [51] 

 
This research credibility has been based on the following: 
1. The literature review has been carried out on the basis of the most relevant 

research studies; the references have been made through the text in 
required manner; 
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2. The survey data is appropriate and relevant for the study, the target sample 
is 74 people; the repeated answers are not allowed, the access to 
questionnaire is private; 

3. The interviews have been conducted by the author herself, the 
interviewees signed the consent form and provided real data and 
information. 

In conclusion, the master thesis is believed to fulfill the research credibility 
requirements. 
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3 Data collection and analysis 
 

3.1 Questionnaire results 
 

This section of master thesis contains all the results received from April 2020 
till now. The data has been collected and analyzed by the author in July 2020. 

The target sample deployed has been proved to be appropriate and relevant to 
research study, due to the fact that many respondents use agile methodology, which 
resulted in 121 techniques from 74 respondents. The answers, as it will be seen in 
this chapter are reasonable and provide the validity for the research. The figures have 
been compiled on the basis of questionnaire data. 

The questionnaire starts with the small introductory part with the definition of 
the research aim and the first question was ³Which of the following agile techniques 
does your company apply (choose 1-2)?´ Figure 9 depicts that 11 cases from 132, 
which is less than one tenth, apply any agile methodologies in their companies. 
Among professionals, the most common Agile methodologies are Kanban and 
Scrum with more than 52% and 47% respectively. Then, general agile techniques 
are deployed in their companies (35.1%), and less than the third goes to Lean 
methodology (23%). The respondents were allowed to select more than one 
technique.  

 

 
 

Figure 9 – Agile techniques. 
Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 

 
The figure reveals that the most widespread agile techniques in Kazakhstan 

are Kanban and Scrum, and they are widely applied in the companies, as 92% of 
respondents pointed the application of agile techniques. The other techniques are 
also applied, which allows to conclude that each organization customize own agile 
techniques according to its features.  
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The next question was ³Please identify the industry, where you work´. Figure 
10 depicts that half, that is 50%,  of the professionals are employed in Oil, Gas and 
Energy sector. The other 13.5% are IT/telecommunication specialists, where agile 
techniques were originated from. The other industries also present, which allows to 
conclude of heterogeneous sample of respondents in Kazakhstan. 
                                                                                         

 

   
Figure 10 – Industries where respondents are employed. 

Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 
 

From the figure it can be seen, that companies that specialize in Oil and Gas 
sector widely use agile techniques, and the possible reason behind is high level of 
international companies¶ presence in this industry. First, the structure and culture of 
such organizations allow to implement agile techniques. Secondly, the high number 
of projects requires flexible methodologies for managing projects. The percentage 
of IT/Telecommunications industry is explained by the high level of software and 
other IT products/services present currently in the Republic of Kazakhstan. 

The last general question was about the role holding by the respondent in the 
company. Figure 11 shows that more than 2/3 of the surveyed professionals work 
for companies as employee.21,6% of respondents are middle level managers.  
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Figure 11 – Respondents¶ roles in the company. 
Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 

 
The high number of employees leads to the assumption that they have deal 

with Agile techniques in projects and possess functional knowledge. Therefore, their 
answers are credible. Moreover, from the respondents¶ scope, there are scrum 
masters, agile coaches and analytics, which immediately and directly participated in 
agile transition which increases research validity.  

After introductory questions about the respondents there was a series of 
specific questions in the survey about the barriers to become agile and factors to help 
overcoming it. The next question was about having trainings (or coaching) prior the 
implementation of agile techniques in organizations: ³Did you and your colleagues 
have trainings prior the implementation of agile techniques in your organization?´ 
Close to 59.5% answered ³yes´, and 35.1% indicated that they did not have training 
prior implementation, reference made to Figure 12. The orange section, which show 
data for inapplicability, means the area for those, who still have traditional waterfall 
model in their organizations in fall into 11 responses above. 

 

 
Figure 12 – Training and/or Coaching in Agile. 

Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 
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The obtained data revealed the fact here that most companies provide trainings 
for their employees. The trainings are one of the must have tools for the introduction 
of new methodology. The percentage for those who had not training is still 
meaningful, as it shows the gap in the knowledge of employees in these 
organizations. 

The next question was ³How successful was the introduction of agile 
technology after training? Please choose in a scale from 1 to 5 with 5 being the 
highest performance (80-100%)´. As it can be seen on Figure 13, the results 
demonstrated that two thirds of respondents, that is 66,7% in total, agree with the 
assumption that training and/or coaching is able to improve the performance and the 
implementation process significantly.  

 

 
 

Figure 13 – Success level of agile introduction after trainings. 
Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 

 
It should be noted, that the response number is low by the number of 

practitioners not having trainings prior implementation. The data indicates that in 
more than half of the cases the trainings are the tool to improve the new methodology 
implementation and its application in day to day job and tasks. In addition, more 
than 30% pointed out the relevance of the training in agile techniques 
implementation on the high level. It allows author to conclude that training plays 
profound role in implementation of agile methodology.  

The survey included a multiple-choice question with the ability to respondent 
to choose more than one option: ³Which of the following factors is the most 
important during Agile technology implementation (choose some)? See Figure 14 
below for the percentages for each of the factors group. According to the results, it 
can be depicted that most of the survey respondents agreed that the people factors is 
the  most common obstacle that companies face during an Agile implementation. 52 
responses out of 142 chose the People factors. After that, 35 responses have been 
made to highlight organizational factors to be important (management, structure, 
etc). 28 and 27 responses have been made for Technical and Process barriers to be 
the main. The people related factors are: 

- resistance to change; 
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- working in teams; 
- collaboration with teams; 
 

 

Figure 14 – Groups of challenges in agile implementation. 
Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 

 
The survey data proves the data received on global level [10], and people 

factors are the main barriers in agile methodology implementation. The human 
constituent of any change is underestimated, and it is still the barrier in agile 
techniques implementation. 

The following questions was ³Which of People factor mostly affected the 
process of Agile implementation?´. 44.6% and 28.4% of responses were for 
³Mindset´ and ³Resistance to change´.  As has been revealed by K.Dikert et al. [1], 
the mindset lies in the resistance to change factor. There is very thin border between 
these two items, because ³Resistance to change´ generally comes not only from 
people of different mindsets, but also from the fear of the something new, that has 
been described in Literature review section. The question has been putted in the 
survey on this way due to the different perception of resistance to change. So, the 
results prove the fact, that deeper research needs to be conducted for identification 
of underlying reasons of resistance to change and it comes from psychology of 
human resources, as it has been indicated in Figure 15. This emerging phenomenon 
will be discussed in the next chapter. Here, the percentage of respondents that 
highlighted importance of working within a team (8,1%) and work between the 
teams (18,9%) identify the second roles of these factors in the way of agile 
implementation. 

The following question was ³How People factor Resistance to Change 
affects/affected the process of Agile implementation? Please choose in a scale from 
1 to 5 with 5 being the strongest.´ And the data received coincide with the previous 
answers, as 67,6% of respondents as can be seen on Figure 16 agreed that it plays 
profound role in new methodology implementation. 29,7% of respondents indicated 
that it affected in scale 3/5.  
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Figure 15 – People factors. 
Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 

 

 
Figure 16 – Effect of change resistance on the Agile implementation. 

Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 
 

From the diagram, it can be concluded here that change resistance definitely 
affects the implementation of agile techniques. It affects in the process by changing 
the path and could create the barriers on the way. 

One of the most significant questions of the survey was ³From success factors 
of Agile methodology implementation, which category is the most important for 
overcoming the resistance to change?´ The training and coaching were identified to 
be as the one of the main success factors in overcoming resistance to change, 
counting 51,4% of respondents, reference is made to Figure 17. 
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Figure 17 – Success factors. 
Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 

 
The training and coaching play profound role in overcoming the change 

resistance. Because it mainly comes from the people mindset. The training and 
coaching have been indicated as of higher importance than team environment, even 
though it is essential success factor during agile implementation.  

For the question ³How Training did help/helps to overcome people resistance 
against the change in the process of Agile implementation? Please choose in a scale 
from 1 to 5 with 5 being the strongest.´, 58,1% and 21,6% of respondents indicated 
that training influences a lot the process of agile methodology implementation for 
scale 4/5 and scale 5/5, respectively, as depicted on Figure 18. 

 

 
 

Figure 18 – Effect of training to overcoming people resistance against the change. 
Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 
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Due to the Questionnaire limitations, there was not possible to differentiate 
the list of those who had trainings and those who didn¶t. Therefore, the review of the 
answers by the respondents, indicated that those who did not have trainings, 
answered mainly 4/5 and 5/5 scale. Thus, if this number (26) is extracted, 33 out of 
74, that is 44.6%.  

Figure 18 indicated that the training affects the overcoming change resistance. 
If the number 44.6% is taken as 4/5 scale, it means that training will certainly help 
to overcome the change resistance.  

The following question was ³How Coaching did help/helps to overcome 
people resistance against the change in the process of Agile implementation? Please 
choose in a scale from 1 to 5 with 5 being the strongest.´. The reason for 
differentiating the training and coaching in the survey was the intention to see which 
one is more effective and friendly for practitioners. More than 80% of the 
respondents revealed the effect from coaching, from which half is strongly agree 
with the coaching requirement. From this number, again, if the 26 is extracted, then 
47.3% of respondents agreed on the high effect from coaching. 
 

Figure 19 – Effect of coaching to overcoming people resistance against the change. 
Note – made by Google Forms on the basis of data collected, checked by Author 

 
The survey revealed that coaching along with training plays important role in 

overcoming the change resistance. Almost the same number (47.3%) of respondents 
indicated its application in agile methodology implementation. This means that with 
the provision of training and coaching the organization is able to overcome one of 
the main barriers called ³Resistance to change´. The questionnaire results prove the 
assumption, that training and coaching is one of the solutions to successful agile 
techniques implementation. 

At the end of the questionnaire, there author provided an option for 
participants to write on the voluntary basis additional comments. There were 25 
comments submitted. Of these, some comments have been highlighted below. These 
comments were very interesting due to the additional knowledge provided for the 
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comprehension. The comments by the respondents helped to determine if this 
research has addressed the relevant topics and issues. The feedbacks emphasized 
some important issues to overcome the barriers on the way to Agile implementation. 

The general comments on the agile methodology implementation refers to the 
requirement of company¶s rules and procedures for clear introduction as has been 
stated:³Implementation of new methodologies addressing improvements of 
workflow processes shall be done by introducing company rules and procedures 
where the expected new workflow will be clearly described with following 
expectations of outcome results, iterations, peer reviews etc.´ Another comment has 
been made for the implementing the methodology at early beginning: ³Agile 
methodology must be used at the beginning, when we only started to plan the 
strategy. If it is going to be implemented after the works started it will be hard to 
chaQge SeRSle¶V habiW.´  

One of the agile practitioners gave technical solution for the any problems in 
the team, by stating that ³If we find any issues in our processes (delays in delivering 
projects, communication issues, etc) we do organize post mortem meetings, to find 
out the root cause in our problems and processes.  Also we have bi-weekly 
retrospective meetings where everyone can share 3 things: what went 
well?(positive); what can be improved?(negative); what can we try? All the 
responses are anonymous, at the end of the meetings we vote on actionable items 
and choose top 3 of them and assign among us. This helps to solve any issues in the 
team.´ Additionally, one comment emphasized starting Agile introduction with a 
pilot project: ³Start for experimental group´. Another general comment was: 
³People sitting in comfort zone and not interested/demotivated on company/team 
benefit. So giving them freedom by delegating making decision may motivate them 
to start using this opportunity Agility.´ 

High level of attention has also been put on the support requirement from 
management: ³In our organisation we are strongly belive that leaders should be a 
role models in a certain situation, which will create trust atmosphere, and create a 
proper scene for agile development´. 

The change resistance is also associated with the culture and mindset of 
people. So, one of the respondents said that ³When the problem is associated with a 
culture, it is hard to change the mindset of people. In my opinion the best option is 
to show results. That might give them the ability to change´. Other comments were: 
³Change in corporate culture´, ³Practice growth mindset´. According to these 
comments, understanding the mindset is critical for a successful Agile 
implementation. 

The requirement for training and coaching for overcoming change resistance 
has been highlighted several times. So, one of the respondents said, that ³Training 
is a must.´ Another respondent has board decision for the problem solution, 
commenting that ³Training and coaching is certainly good. The main thing is to 
make it clear to each team member that flexibility is the key to success. And a team, 
friendly, trusting atmosphere will lead to achieving the best results.´ In addition, 
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one commented that ³Mostly a training can clear an issue of resistance, but early 
spotting of business value for all of team members can be useful too.´ 

Trust has been outlined by two respondents in different terms. One 
commented that ³Trust is the main thing. Team should trust coach and companies’ 
management, cuz when they see managers have changed by the help of Agile it leads 
to good results for team change.´ One respondent highlighted also the persistence 
requirement: ³Huge management support, both top-down as well as bottom-up 
approach should be used to introduce changes. Relentless persistence and patience 
to overcome initial problems. Do not give up too quickly, it will required some time.   
Fail-tolerant environment and high trust should be provided from C-level 
executives. Kazien culture should be introduced and adhered to continuously 
improve and go one step at a time.´ But still, as it is also people factor, it is assumed, 
that for the formation of solid foundation to trust, the training and coaching would 
be required. As indicated in chapters earlier, coaching would help a lot in 
establishing the trust between team members and leaders/ management. 

One of the most interesting comments has been made regarding the changing 
people first:³In the company where I work, resistance to change is still a huge 
problem, and I would say one may try to hire a lot of middle to top managers with 
a different mindset, and these people will collectively form the 'right' culture for the 
agile transformation. but there has to be many, and they have to have high positions. 
otherwise, the current system will simply absorb all of the efforts and they will result 
in little to none effect.´ 

The survey answered to the research questions and provided valuable 
information on the current situation in organizations of Kazakhstan. It proved that 
the change resistance is one of the main barriers in agile implementation. The people 
factor overweighs other factors in the methodology implementation and allows to 
positively answer on the first research question. The change resistance and people 
mindset are the core of the people factor and this is a real obstacle in the way of 
becoming agile. The change resistance comes from employees, managers and could 
also come from the clients. This is very important, when it goes to the client¶s side, 
because if the change resistance within the company could be overcame through 
training and coaching, it is impossible to carry out this with all customers of 
product/service. The managerial resistance of change comes from not willingness to 
have the same duties level as for employees, uncomfortable working style. The 
leaders in the agile methodology implementation should demonstrate high 
competence. There is a close relationship between people mindset and resistance to 
change. The mindset has been highlighted to be one of the core underlying reasons 
in people psychology.  

The questionnaire provided the information regarding the adequacy of 
training and coaching to solve the resistance to change. It has been revealed that the 
effect of training and coaching for the overcoming this barrier is very high in the 
industry, half of the employees and managers agree with this statement. Moreover, 
even those who have not training during the agile methodology implementation in 
their companies believe that tracing and coaching will definitely solve this question.  
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In conclusion, it comes to the statement that the resistance to change is one of 
the most important Agile barriers. However, it will definitely depend on context of 
particular organisation. The synthesis and analysis of the information gathered 
during literature review and the conducted survey, the findings and the chapter for 
conclusion will revisit the research questions made and provide summarised 
recommendations. 
 
 

3.2 Interview results 

Respondent 1 
Respondent 1 is a project manager on Oil & Gas Company and manages a 

program of small capital projects for the implementation of specialized equipment. 
He has multi-functional team and a number of contracting organizations under the 
supervision. In view of the large amount of work in the project program, he uses 
Agile practices for the successful implementation of the program. At the moment of 
interview, he is certified as Professional Scrum Master I. He has 3 years of 
experience as a project manager and uses Agile approach all the time. During this 
period, one program of projects was completed, and one is in progress. 

For the techniques that he applies are Kanban boards, Lean approach when 
purchasing material and 6 Sigma to constantly improve working methods. He also 
uses some principles from the Scrum approach, for example Planning, slightly 
modified Sprint forms, Retrospectives, etc. 

The main difficulty of implementation Agile by his opinion was ³the lack of 
understanding of the value that Agile brings and the development of adapted 
procedures for project management´. This forms resistance to change. And he 
agreed with the statement ³that resistance to change is one of the main barriers in 
adapting Agile practices in an organization,´ but this is due to the low prevalence of 
culture and understanding of Agile values in his opinion.  

As he said, ³the strongest resistance comes from the staff, who are used to 
ZRUkiQg accRUdiQg WR Whe ³ZaWeUfall´ aSSURach, ZheQ eYeU\WhiQg iV SlaQQed fRU 
years to come´. For example, the management does not understand why to break the 
scope of work into Use Cases and step by step to design, then build systems on a 
large facility. He pointed out that the emergence of change resistance occurs 
periodically, mainly depends on the attraction of new stakeholders to the project. 

For the overcoming resistance to change he had several meetings to clarify the 
Agile approach and values. In essence, this problem is the result of not actively 
spreading the values of the approach. 

He had not ability to have training because of the contract type when he came 
to the company and definitely strongly recommends providing training so that 
organizations spread Agile values beyond the IT segment, which will indirectly 
reduce implementation resistance.  

From interview 1 it can be stated that change resistance is real barrier in agile 
techniques implementation despite of periodic occurrence. The change resistance 
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among the employees is believed to come from the mindset of people and the culture. 
This is also related to incomplete understanding of the values that Agile 
methodology brings. It has been highlighted that training and/or coaching definitely 
will help to overcome the change resistance.  

Respondent 2 
Respondent 2 is the architect in IT company, and has been engaged in software 

design, web application based on microservice architecture. So, as he possesses 
leadership position, he participates in the selection of engineers, task setting, team 
motivation. The company consists of 100 people, where horizontal management 
hierarchy takes place. He has 8 years of experience, and 6 of them he is practicing 
agile techniques which are mainly represented by Scrum and Kanban 
methodologies.  He took part in different government projects and mobile operators¶ 
projects, projects related to payment system. 

The resistance to change has been pointed out as an obstacle, it comes not only 
from team members in the beginning, but also from customers. He stated that the 
resistance to change from team members has been overcame, as IT industry is 
increasingly following agile methodologies, but the big resistance they found from 
the customer side. The reason is that in Scrum, sprints are tedious, and not every 
customer agrees to work in sprints as they are used to accepting work at the very 
end, when it's too late to change anything. ³They do not like many meetings. It is 
conventionally difficult for the team to gather for rallies. Poker planning is not 
always adequate.´ 

Respondent said that this is real barrier for customers, and it led to the 
following: ³The team will need to redo the functionality again, as wishes customer 
are volatile (which is the basis of agile)´ The client asks for one thing, then another, 
the implementation time is delayed. In the end, you can get absolutely other 
product.´ 

For the overcoming resistance to change he pointed out that nowadays IT 
market itself has already grown and it seems to be ready for such changes. He stated 
that it was really difficult in the beginning. In start-up it is quite different, since the 
owner product is a member of your own team, in this case it remains only bring the 
fruits of agile management. 

As he has experience with recruiting engineers due to managerial positions, 
he recommends some trainings for sure. Because earlier he had to learn from other 
people on the live basis, and then tried to hire team members, who have already 
adopted western experience and previous training. In current times they try to hire 
already trained people, because the external training is very expensive. They had 
internal trainings in the form of knowledge sharing. 

He also said that because it all starts from the head, management needs to 
master this methodology by themselves, since the results of the initial sprints can 
show deplorable result, they must be prepared for it. It's time for the team to take 
and realize all the delights of the methodology. 

From the second interview it can be concluded that there is a significant 
change resistance from the customer side whereas employee and manager¶s change 
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resistance is solvable issue in RoK IT industry. Due to high financial expenses 
required for the external training and coaching sessions, medium companies hire 
already trained engineers, but training and coaching is still required for better 
performance. 

Respondent 3 
Respondent 3 is project manager in Oil & Gas Industry with 3 year of 

experience in Agile methodology, including the implementation process of Scrum. 
His company has the department for software development which works with 4.0 
Industrialization process and Internet of Things, Smart City.  

He participated in the pilot project for Scrum implementation. There were 3-
day intensive course on Scrum previously. The methodology introduction consisted 
of 7 people and was very expensive. So, the trainer from the training came a week 
after in the form of a mentor, participated in scrum sprints, pointed out problems and 
shortcomings, made recommendations for the team. 

In addition, he added that during the sprint, some tasks were not specified, 
that they had to be specified during the sprint, unforeseen tasks were included. The 
subject area was not clear, the specialists were not cross-functional, the specialized 
guys were very good in comparison with the weak guys.  

The change resistance came from the customers and managers mainly and was 
not big problem for employees, as has been pointed out by respondent. Because in 
Scrum and agile methodology team members are equal, and managers are used to 
historically formed hierarchical structure, it is uncomfortable to work with 
methodology, because they have to work and report every single day. As a result, 
team members conducted only those tasks that they knew, and they did not want to 
learn something new.  

As a solution every week they spent 30 minutes in some kind of educational 
program in an informal environment at the workplace, share knowledge and some 
practical tips. Customer resistance to change, and in addition, sometimes there is no 
clear understanding of what the customer wants, he/she is not ready to participate in 
pilot projects, their competence in their industry, they want to work with giants. For 
the solution, the training and coaching will definitely help, but the cost is very high, 
as has been highlighted by Respondent 3. 

To conclude, from the interview 3 it can be seen that the emerging customer 
resistance to change plays profound role in the methodology application. And it also 
influences the project performance, sometimes goes even the projects availability in 
terms of new orders. The training could help to overcome it, but the high cost has 
been pointed out.  
 
 

3.3 Coding of interview 

The coding is the process of breaking down the components of data, 
comparing, conceptualizing and categorizing data [51]. Within the framework the 
list of key concepts that describe data is formulated and then extracted from the text 
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of the response. The coding has been carried out to interview responses due to high 
context of the ³free-style´ required data. It starts by analysis of text line-by-line, then 
the labeling the phenomena is carried out. Afterwards, grouping up received labels 
should be done and it will be basis for categorization of data. During this process the 
it is important to group the data in the right way, so that in the end of the coding the 
whole list of interconnected concepts can be depicted on single diagram [51]. 

According to coding process from each interview 4-5 data segments with key 
phenomena have been extracted. The data segments from 1 interview have been 
extracted as follows and depicted on Figure 20. These segments have been labeled 
as: 

- mindset (from ³low prevalence of culture and understanding Agile 
values´); 

- high change resistance (from ³resistance from the staff´); 
- training to reduce change resistance (from ³strongly recommend providing 

training´, ³reduce implementation resistance´). 
 

 
 

Figure 20 – Coding of 1 interview. 
Note – made by Author 

 
The same procedure has been applied to the data from Interview 2 and 

Interview 3, as has been demonstrated on Figures 21 and 22 accordingly. 
After that the grouping of the labels has been carried out. For the provision of 

the whole picture and convenience of reader, the grouping includes the data received 
from survey. Here, the key phrases have been extracted and putted in the same 
manner as for interviews. The conclusions will be made from the coding process, 
and it depicted in Figure 23. The survey results have demonstrated the following 
labels: 

- high resistance to change is in place; 
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- there is high influence of mindset to change resistance; 
- training and coaching will help in overcoming the resistance to change; 
- understanding the values of Agile is important; 
- the culture plays a role in change resistance; 
- the managers¶ resistance to change. 

 

 
Figure 21– Coding of 2 interview. 

Note – made by Author 
 

 
Figure 22– Coding of 3 interview. 

Note – made by Author 
 

In conclusion, the consolidation of the survey data and interview coding data 
reveals that there is high change resistance in the implementation of Agile 
methodology in the organizations of Kazakhstan. This resistance to change is mainly 
comes from the people mindset and culture. They form the right understanding or 
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incomplete understanding of the values that Agile methodology brings to the project 
management of the organization. And here, resistance to change also could come 
from the managers side and it seems that also plays profound role. Whereas in IT 
industry the resistance to change originated from employees and managers is being 
to be overcame, there is no clear answer on the same situation in other industries. At 
the same time, the resistance to change from Customers/ Clients is emerging and 
will take place in current reality.  

Training and coaching will be able to solve the change resistance. But again, 
the component ³trust´ is very important. 

 
Figure 23 – Research result 

Note – made by Author 
 

 
 

3.4 Limitations and implications 
  

First of all, the time constraint led to limited number of interviews. Most of 
potential interviewers had time constraints due to high distance workload. When 
having a broader timespan, it would be possible to conduct more interviews and with 
the representatives of all key industries in RoK. It would also allow to obtain a 
comparison between industries for definition of clear future research area. 
Subsequently, some bias might have resulted in the process of collecting data. The 
collected data and research outcome might be bias due to the field of expertise of 
interviewed people.  

Secondly, the limitation is method for sampling in the research. Here the most 
convenient sample has been applied. The participants of the survey are mainly from 
the narrow area and are specialized in agile methodologies. However, there are so 
many employees who would provide powerful feedback on the topic of the study. 

Thirdly, the responses reported in the results present self-reported data, which 
is practical case for many research studies. The respondents¶ answers are subjective, 
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and these replies do not depend on the financial and other quantitative characteristic 
performance data that is integral part of the project success.  

Also, some data was restricted due to the confidentiality of the organization 
which will eventually affect empirical findings. In addition, since research was 
carried out in Kazakhstan on English, language barrier has been faced as well. All 
the interviews were conducted in Russian because of preference from respondents, 
therefore data translation may have caused some bias.  

In conclusion to this section, since the study was conducted in Almaty, RoK, 
the results might be only applicable to Kazakhstani companies and not to other 
companies located in discrepant countries. Thus, findings from the research might 
be incapable to be generalized. 
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                                                     CONCLUSION 

1. The aim of the master thesis was to identify the extent to which resistance 
to change influence agile implementation in the organization. In the master 
dissertation, a survey and interviews were conducted. The external interviews were 
conducted with 3 respondents, that have been reached out and have time, out of 6. 
Each of 2 questions stated in section 2 of Chapter 1 will be presented below followed 
by an answer with the aim of demonstrating the findings from the author¶s research. 

RQ1: Is the change resistance one of the main barriers to agile technology 
implementation? 

The empirical findings from the survey revealed that change resistance is still 
one of the main barriers in the way to Agile implementation. The change resistance 
from the stakeholders are mainly dictated by unwillingness to change current 
position, to learn something new. But here it should be noted that the change 
resistance is becoming issue of less importance with the widespread agile 
techniques¶ application in IT industry and questionable for other industries. Another 
emerging trend that has been identified as per interviews, is the change resistance 
from the customer/ client, which is really big obstacle, due to the inability to persist 
it in common ways that are form organization employees. There is significant 
³distance´ between employee, e.g. service/product provider, and the customer. 
There is no possibility to easily overcome resistance to change of every customer.  

Furthermore, based on the survey results it has been concluded that the change 
resistance coincides very close with the mindset of people. Although the empirical 
findings indicated that the change resistance comes after barriers in mindset, it 
proved the significance of the change resistance in agile methodology 
implementation. This is due to the fact that people are human beings and have 
feelings; and the mindset related to emotional and intellectual condition of every 
single person.  

Hence the answer to research question is ³Yes, the change resistance coming 
from human being nature and his mindset, could still be defined as ONE OF THE 
main barriers in the way to agile methodology implementation´. 

RQ2: Would the training and coaching be a solution to overcome change 
resistance? 

Based on the thorough literature and empirical findings from the survey it was 
found that training and coaching would definitely be solution to overcome the 
change resistance. But, as has been identified per interviews, some organization still 
do not have enough financial conditions to provide proper trainings and coaching 
for every team that would work with agile methodologies.  

2. In this research study, resistance to change emerged as one of the main 
barriers in the transition from traditional PM to an Agile. Significant change in the 
way of working, team culture, deliverables is required not only in area of 
product/service development but also in other areas within the organization. In 
author¶s belief, the research contributed to the theory and practice of implementation 
of Agile methodology for the following: 
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- change resistance is still issue, but now it less coming from the employees 
and more is coming from the customers – the potential future owners of 
product/service. 

- the term ³mindset´ has been identified to tie with the change resistance. 
- the training and coaching definitely will help to overcome the change 

resistance. But this process is not only strategical and organization, but also 
is emotional process. This requires further research, and the term ³trust´ 
has been introduced in this master thesis. The ³trust´ ties with the coaching 
and training and will play profound role in overcoming barriers in the agile 
methodology implementation. 

Future Research 
The research carried out by author enabled a simple and solid overview 

regarding importance of resistance to change in the way of agile methodology 
implementation in Kazakhstan. However, several aspects have not been studied due 
to limitations in terms of time frame and scope of respondents. Nonetheless, these 
limitations are the basis of implications for future research studies. 

So, one of the recommendations is to study the relationship between the 
change resistance and mindset. The systematic review is required. In addition to this, 
due to different area, future studies could investigate how in the best way to perform 
training and coaching. Finally, it became evident from interviews, that have been 
carried out by author, that trust is really important thing in working with people 
during agile methodology implementation. 
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                                         LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS 

AM – Agile methodology 
DSDM – Dynamic Systems Development method 
RoK – Republic of Kazakhstan 
XP – Extreme Programming 
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                                                     APPENDIX B 

 
English version 

1) Consent form 
I agree to participate in research study on voluntary basis:   Yes/No 
I agree that my participation will contribute to the purpose of this master thesis, 
which objective is to reveal if resistance to change is one of the main marries and 
whether training and coaching will solve it:  Yes/No 
I acknowledge that information provided from my side for this study will be treated 
confidentially:   Yes/No 
I agree that the results of the study will be set out and my identity will be anonymous:  
Yes/No 
 

2) Interview questions 

Part A – General Info 

1. Could you please introduce yourself? 
2. Please, describe your current role (and interconnection with Agile Project 

Management/ APM) 
3. How many years of experience do you have? And how many years do you 

work with Agile techniques? 
4. Which Agile methodologies/techniques do you use in your company?  

(Scrum/Kanban/Lean/etc.) In which big projects did you work? 

Part B – Resistance to change 

5. Which challenges did you face in implementation agile techniques in your 
company? Which ones you find are the hardest to overcome? 

6. Do you think that resistance to change is one of the MAIN BARRIERS in 
adopting agile techniques in organization? Why? Could you provide some 
examples? 

7. How often did you face a problem of resistance to changes during agile 
implementation in your company?  

8. How did you overcome it?  Why it is different from other factors as technical, 
process, organizational? 

Part C – Training and coaching – will they help to overcome resistance to change? 
 

9. Have you offered/been offered training and/or coaching in APM prior the 
implementation? 
 

10.  If no, specify why and please specify, would you recommend organizations 
to provide training and coaching for overcoming resistance and better results? 
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11.  If yes, could you provide some details? 
12. How much did the training/coaching that you were given in company help 

you to overcome resistance to change?  
13. If yes, in what ways do you think the training policy could be developed? 

 
Do you think, that there is something important you want to add that I have not asked 
you about?  
 
 

Russian version 
1) Форма согласиɹ  

ə ɫɨɝɥɚɫɟɧ ɭɱɚɫɬɜɨɜɚɬɶ ɜ ɢɫɫɥɟɞɨɜɚɧɢɢ ɧɚ ɞɨɛɪɨɜɨɥɶɧɨɣ ɨɫɧɨɜɟ: Ⱦɚ / ɇɟɬ 
ə ɫɨɝɥɚɫɟɧ ɫ ɬɟɦ, ɱɬɨ ɦɨɟ ɭɱɚɫɬɢɟ ɛɭɞɟɬ ɫɩɨɫɨɛɫɬɜɨɜɚɬɶ ɜɵɩɨɥɧɟɧɢɸ ɷɬɨɣ 
ɦɚɝɢɫɬɟɪɫɤɨɣ ɞɢɫɫɟɪɬɚɰɢɢ, ɰɟɥɶ ɤɨɬɨɪɨɣ ɫɨɫɬɨɢɬ ɜ ɬɨɦ, ɱɬɨɛɵ ɜɵɹɜɢɬɶ, 
ɹɜɥɹɟɬɫɹ ɥɢ ɫɨɩɪɨɬɢɜɥɟɧɢɟ ɩɟɪɟɦɟɧɚɦ ɨɞɧɢɦ ɢɡ ɝɥɚɜɧɵɯ ɛɚɪɶɟɪɨɜ ɢ ɪɟɲɢɬ ɥɢ 
ɷɬɨ ɬɪɟɧɢɧɝ ɢ ɤɨɭɱɢɧɝ: ɞɚ / ɧɟɬ 
ə ɩɪɢɡɧɚɸ, ɱɬɨ ɢɧɮɨɪɦɚɰɢɹ, ɩɪɟɞɨɫɬɚɜɥɟɧɧɚɹ ɦɨɟɣ ɫɬɨɪɨɧɨɣ ɞɥɹ ɷɬɨɝɨ 
ɢɫɫɥɟɞɨɜɚɧɢɹ, ɛɭɞɟɬ ɪɚɫɫɦɚɬɪɢɜɚɬɶɫɹ ɤɨɧɮɢɞɟɧɰɢɚɥɶɧɨ: Ⱦɚ / ɇɟɬ 
ə ɫɨɝɥɚɫɟɧ, ɱɬɨ ɪɟɡɭɥɶɬɚɬɵ ɢɫɫɥɟɞɨɜɚɧɢɹ ɛɭɞɭɬ ɢɡɥɨɠɟɧɵ, ɢ ɦɨɹ ɥɢɱɧɨɫɬɶ 
ɛɭɞɟɬ ɚɧɨɧɢɦɧɨɣ:  Ⱦɚ / ɇɟɬ 
 

2) Вопросɵ инɬервɶɸ 
 

ɑɚɫɬɶ Ⱥ - Ɉɛɳɚɹ ɢɧɮɨɪɦɚɰɢɹ 
 
1. ɇɟ ɦɨɝɥɢ ɛɵ ɜɵ ɩɪɟɞɫɬɚɜɢɬɶɫɹ ɪɚɫɫɤɚɡɚɬɶ ɨ ɫɟɛɟ? 
2. ɉɨɠɚɥɭɣɫɬɚ, ɨɩɢɲɢɬɟ ɜɚɲɭ ɬɟɤɭɳɭɸ ɩɨɡɢɰɢɸ (ɚ ɬɚɤɠɟ ɜɡɚɢɦɨɫɜɹɡɶ ɫ Agile 
Project Management / APM ɧɚ ɬɟɤɭɳɟɣ ɩɨɡɢɰɢɢ)? 
3. ɋɤɨɥɶɤɨ ɥɟɬ ɨɩɵɬɚ ɭ ɜɚɫ ɟɫɬɶ? ɂ ɫɤɨɥɶɤɨ ɥɟɬ ɜɵ ɪɚɛɨɬɚɟɬɟ ɫ Agile 
ɬɟɯɧɢɤɚɦɢ? 
4. Ʉɚɤɢɟ ɝɢɛɤɢɟ ɦɟɬɨɞɨɥɨɝɢɢ / ɦɟɬɨɞɵ ɜɵ ɢɫɩɨɥɶɡɭɟɬɟ ɜ ɫɜɨɟɣ ɤɨɦɩɚɧɢɢ? 
(Scrum / Ʉɚɧɛɚɧ / Lean/ ɢ ɬ.ɞ.). ȼ ɤɚɤɢɯ ɤɪɭɩɧɵɯ ɩɪɨɟɤɬɚɯ ɜɵ ɭɱɚɫɬɜɨɜɚɥɢ? 
 
ɑɚɫɬɶ B - ɋɨɩɪɨɬɢɜɥɟɧɢɟ ɩɟɪɟɦɟɧɚɦ 
 
5. ɋ ɤɚɤɢɦɢ ɩɪɨɛɥɟɦɚɦɢ ɜɵ ɫɬɨɥɤɧɭɥɢɫɶ ɩɪɢ ɜɧɟɞɪɟɧɢɢ Agile ɦɟɬɨɞɢɤ ɜ ɜɚɲɟɣ 
ɤɨɦɩɚɧɢɢ? Ʉɚɤɢɟ ɢɡ ɧɢɯ ɜɵ ɧɚɯɨɞɢɬɟ, ɱɬɨ ɬɪɭɞɧɟɟ ɜɫɟɝɨ ɩɪɟɨɞɨɥɟɬɶ? 
6. ɋɱɢɬɚɟɬɟ ɥɢ ɜɵ, ɱɬɨ ɫɨɩɪɨɬɢɜɥɟɧɢɟ ɢɡɦɟɧɟɧɢɹɦ ɹɜɥɹɟɬɫɹ ɨɞɧɢɦ ɢɡ 
ɈɋɇɈȼɇɕɏ ȻȺɊɖȿɊɈȼ ɜ ɚɞɚɩɬɚɰɢɢ Agile ɦɟɬɨɞɢɤ ɜ ɨɪɝɚɧɢɡɚɰɢɢ? ɉɨɱɟɦɭ? 
ɇɟ ɦɨɝɥɢ ɛɵ ɜɵ ɩɪɢɜɟɫɬɢ ɧɟɫɤɨɥɶɤɨ ɩɪɢɦɟɪɨɜ? 
7. Ʉɚɤ ɱɚɫɬɨ ɜɵ ɫɬɚɥɤɢɜɚɥɢɫɶ ɫ ɩɪɨɛɥɟɦɨɣ ɫɨɩɪɨɬɢɜɥɟɧɢɹ ɢɡɦɟɧɟɧɢɹɦ ɜɨ 
ɜɪɟɦɹ ɚɞɚɩɬɚɰɢɢ/ɜɧɟɞɪɟɧɢɹ Agile ɦɟɬɨɞɢɤ ɜ ɨɪɝɚɧɢɡɚɰɢɢ? 
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8. Ʉɚɤ ɜɵ ɩɪɟɨɞɨɥɟɥɢ ɷɬɨ? ɉɨɱɟɦɭ ɨɧ ɨɬɥɢɱɚɟɬɫɹ ɨɬ ɞɪɭɝɢɯ ɮɚɤɬɨɪɨɜ ɬɚɤɢɯ 
ɤɚɤ ɬɟɯɧɢɱɟɫɤɢɟ, ɬɟɯɧɨɥɨɝɢɱɟɫɤɢɟ, ɨɪɝɚɧɢɡɚɰɢɨɧɧɵɟ? 
 
ɑɚɫɬɶ C - Ɍɪɟɧɢɧɝ/ɤɨɭɱɢɧɝ - ɩɨɦɨɝɭɬ ɥɢ ɨɧɢ ɩɪɟɨɞɨɥɟɬɶ ɫɨɩɪɨɬɢɜɥɟɧɢɟ 
ɩɟɪɟɦɟɧɚɦ? 
 
9. ȼɵ ɢɦɟɥɢ ɜɨɡɦɨɠɧɨɫɬɶ ɩɪɨɣɬɢ ɬɪɟɧɢɧɝ/ɤɨɭɱɢɧɝ ɜ APM ɞɨ ɜɧɟɞɪɟɧɢɹ ɜ 
ɨɪɝɚɧɢɡɚɰɢɸ? 
 
10. ȿɫɥɢ ɧɟɬ, ɭɤɚɠɢɬɟ, ɩɨɱɟɦɭ, ɢ, ɩɨɠɚɥɭɣɫɬɚ, ɭɤɚɠɢɬɟ, ɩɨɪɟɤɨɦɟɧɞɭɟɬɟ ɥɢ ȼɵ 
ɨɪɝɚɧɢɡɚɰɢɹɦ ɩɪɟɞɨɫɬɚɜɥɹɬɶ ɪɚɛɨɬɧɢɤɚɦ ɬɪɟɧɢɧɝ/ɤɨɭɱɢɧɝ ɞɥɹ ɩɪɟɨɞɨɥɟɧɢɹ 
ɫɨɩɪɨɬɢɜɥɟɧɢɹ ɢ ɞɨɫɬɢɠɟɧɢɹ ɥɭɱɲɢɯ ɪɟɡɭɥɶɬɚɬɨɜ? 
 
11. ȿɫɥɢ ɞɚ, ɧɟ ɦɨɝɥɢ ɛɵ ɜɵ ɩɪɟɞɨɫɬɚɜɢɬɶ ɧɟɤɨɬɨɪɵɟ ɞɟɬɚɥɢ? 
12. ɇɚɫɤɨɥɶɤɨ ɬɪɟɧɢɧɝ/ɤɨɭɱɢɧɝ, ɤɨɬɨɪɵɣ ɜɵ ɩɪɨɯɨɞɢɥɢ ɜ  ɤɨɦɩɚɧɢɢ, ɩɨɦɨɝ 
ɜɚɦ ɩɪɟɨɞɨɥɟɬɶ ɫɨɩɪɨɬɢɜɥɟɧɢɟ ɩɟɪɟɦɟɧɚɦ? 
13. ȿɫɥɢ ɞɚ, ɤɚɤ, ɩɨ ɜɚɲɟɦɭ ɦɧɟɧɢɸ, ɦɨɠɧɨ ɭɥɭɱɲɢɬɶ ɩɨɥɢɬɢɤɭ ɨɛɭɱɟɧɢɹ? 
 
ɏɨɬɢɬɟ ɥɢ ȼɵ ɞɨɛɚɜɢɬɶ ɱɬɨ-ɬɨ ɜɚɠɧɨɟ, ɨ ɱɟɦ ɹ ɜɚɫ ɧɟ ɫɩɪɨɫɥɚ ɜ ɢɧɬɟɪɜɶɸ? 
  



 71 

                                                    APPENDIX С 

The research articles from the step 1 of literature review  
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