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Abstract

Allen and March (2012) provide a critique of one of our papers in which we argue composites should be represented as
entities/objects in a conceptual model rather than relationships/associations (Shanks et al. 2008). They contend we have
addressed a non-issue. Furthermore, they argue our theoretical rationale and empirical evidence have flaws. In this
paper, we provide a response to their arguments. We show that the issue we address is substantive. We show, also, that
our theoretical analysis and empirical results are robust. We find, instead, that Allen and March’s theoretical arguments
and empirical evidence have flaws.
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