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NOTICE

After this issue (vol. 8, No. 3), The Egyptiaﬁ journal of
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will be continued by an Annual Publfcation. -
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Mourad, Professor of Psychology, Fouad I University, Cairo.
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SOCIAL ATTITUDES OF UNIVERSITY STUDENTS ‘ 5"

ratings of Indians, Chinese, Sudanese, and Congo Negroes seem to fall in
this category. Combinations of factors are apparent in the ratings received
by some countries. For example, the Pakistanis are rated unfavorably by
the Christians, who react to them as they do to the Indians. But the
Moslems see them in light of similar mores and pro-Islamic foreign policy,
and rate them very "}high.

The extremely low rating given the Jews is testimony to the widespread
hostility felt by these students toward the state of Israel. The assertions
which sometimes appear in the world press to the effect that anti-Jewish
feeling in the Near East is either fadin g away or restricted to a few leaders,
are not substantiated by these results. A majority of these students said
of the Jews “I wish someone would kill all of these.”” The ratings given
the Jews are the lowest ever obtained ir this type of investigation.

In general it is clear that social distance does not depend merely on
familiariry or even upon imputed personal characteristics. Politico-economic
considerations, as they affect international relations, are also important.
Consequently it would seem that programs which are designed to produce
international amenity and to reduce hostility between members cf various
nations should not aim solely at increasing mutual acquaintance and
understanding. An effective program must give consideration to the econo-
mic and political tensions between nations, for these breed bostility as
much as does ignorance or lack of understanding.

SUMMARY

Two hundred thirtv-two students at the American University of..
Beirut filled out social distances scales which elicited opinions about
various national groups. Examination of the responses indicated that
religion was an important determiner of attitudes.

The rankings of the Ghristian subjects resembled the rankings of
American subjects more than they did the rankings of their Moselm clas-
smates. Other factors which seemed to be revealed in the rankings were:
preference for Near Eastern countries, preference for nationals of countries
with foreign policies favorable to the Near East, and rejection of persons
from economically and technologically backward countries, It was sug-
gested that ignoragce and lack of understanding are not the only factors
which cause hostility among members of national groups.

YAA



4 E. T. Proturo & L MELIKIAN

Congo Negroes 3.20 3.56
T <] Iy 0 =0
Russians 3.31 2.78
Jews 4.63 3.97

so it would appear that the two samples do not draw from different
populations as lar us sccial awiindes are concerned.

Differences henween attitudes of Christians and Moslems were shight
in most instances.  In some cascs. however, the differences were great
enough to be significant at the 1) level of confidence. That is, the values
of ¢ were greater than 2,6, so that the differences cannot be attributed
to chance. Among these significant differences were the more favorable
attitude of the Moslems toward Germany and Pakistan, and the more
favorable attitude of the Christians toward French, American, Poles,
English, Russians and Jews. It is clear, then, that religious factors are of
some importance in determining the attitudes of these students. In general
the Christians are more favorable toward Western nations. The Germans
are an exception to this tendency, but the explanation for this exception
probably lies in Germany’s history of the past two decades. During that
time she opposed the other Western nations (which were colonial powers),
pursued a pro-Islamic policy, and showed hostility toward the Jews.

Not only do the Christians have more favorable attitudes toward
Western nations than do Moslems, but the Christians rank the several
natonal groups in a fashion which is more similar to American ranking
than it is to the ranking of their Moslem classmates : If we compute rank-
‘orcder ceefficients of correlation (vho) between the ratings of our 62 Moslem
students, our go Christian students, and Bogardus’ 1725 Americans (1),
we find their values as follows : Moslem students vs. Christian students,
0.54; Americans vs. Christian students, 0.69; Americans vs. Moslem
students, 0.45. There are positive relatonships between rankings assigned
by all three groups, but the closest relationship is that between our Ghristian
group and Bogardus’ group.

In addition tc religion, there are at least three factors which influence
the ratings which our subjects give. First there is a tendancy to prefer
members of Near Eastern nations, who would be expected to have the
same culture and customs as those doing the rating. Lebanese, Syrians;
and Egyptians receive the most favorable ratings. Second, there is a
tendency to prefer members of those countries which have foreign policies
favorable to the Near East. The high ratings of Germans and Spaniard;
and the low ratings of English and Scotch can probably be traced to this
factor. The.apparent exception of Americans is probably explained by
the fact that the study was conducted in an American institution. Third,
there is a tendency to reject members of nations which are reputed to be
technologically backward and economically retarded. The unfavorable

rl\‘\



Socrar. ATTITUDES OF UNIVERSITY STUDENTS

Table 1.

Social Distances of Winter Students

from Twelve National Groups. _

Nationals Mean Response Meen Response
Rated ‘} of 6o Moslems of 70 Christians
Syrians 1.97 2.10
Lebanese 2.17 2.06
Egyptians 2.19 2.38
Japanese 2.41 2.64
Iraqi 2.51 2.72
Americans 2.59 2.08
French : 2.69 2.15
Saudi, Arabs 2.74 3.05
Ghinese 2.88 2.80
Sudanese 2.89 3.08
Turks _ 3.24 3.02
Jews 4.19 3-54
Table 2.

Social Distances of Summer Students

from Eighteen National Groups.

Nationals . Mecan Response Mean Response
Rated of 62 Moslens of 40 Christians
Germans 1.4 2.46
Spanish - 2.13 2.27
Americans 2.17 1.88
Pakistanis =~ 2.29 3.35
Greeks 2.30 2.48
Ganadians : 2.45 2.10
French 2.54 2.02
Italians . 2.71 L 2.24
Turks 2,71 ¢ 3.45
Poles 2.73 2.09
English 2.79 2.1
Scotch 2.81 . 2.83
Ethiopians . 2.84 - 2.74
Japanese . 2.85 2.78
Indians 2.85 3.16

Y4



>

2 . E. T. Proturo & L. MELIKIAN

The first group of subjects consisted of 130 undergraduates attending
the winter session. They were asked to rate twelve groups : Japanese,
Lebanese, Sudanese, Syrians, Saudi Arabs, Turks, Americans, Chinese,
Egyptans, French and Iraqi. Of the 130 subjects, 70 were Christians and
6o were Moslems. Near Eastern countries were represented as follows :
Lebanon, 77; Syria, 1o; Palestine, ; Jerdan, r11; Iraq, 6; Bahrein
Island, 5. Age range was from 16 to 06 with a medlan at 19. All of the

subjects except 10 were males.

The second group consisted of 102 summer students at the same
university. This group rated members of eighteen nations: Americans,
Canadians, Congo Negroes, English, Ethiopians, French, Germanr, Greeks,
Indians, TItalians, Japanese, Jews, Pakistanis, Poles, Russians, Scots,
Spanish, and Turks. Of this group of students, 62 were Moslems and 40
were Christians.  Nations were represented by the following numbers of
subjects : Lebanon, 11; Saudi Arabia, 15; Syria, 13; Palestine, 11; Iraq,
6; others, 16. i

Age range was from 16 to 36, with a median at 21 years. Thereswere
14 females among the subjects.

The questionnaires were completelx anonymous. Each was in both
Envhsh and Arabic. w0 :

RESULTS

The mean social distance shich the subjects showed toward members
of each of the several nations is shown in Tables 1 and 2. In computing
these means, values of from 1 to 3 were assigned to five possible responses
on the equal-interval scale. A value of 4 represented the least social
distance (“willing to marry”) and a value of 5represented the greatest
social distance (“kill all of these””). Responses of ““?”’ were not included
in the computation. No person’s rating of his own nationality was in-
cluded. Lebanese, for example, were not included in computing the
attitude toward Lebanese.

Comparison of the responses of winter and summer students to. the
same nationals reveals considerable similarity of response. There was
some tendency for the summer students to rate French and Americans less
distant, and ja-panese and Jews more distant. The differences between
these ratings are not statistically significant at the 5% level, -however,

Y4y
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j
SCCIAL ATTITUDES OF UNIVERSITY STUDENTS
IN THE NEAR EAST

By

E. Terry Prothro & Levon H. Melikian
American University of Beirut

In his recent analysis of the psychology of intolerance, Dr. Ziwer (4)

" has pointed out the need for studies of social distance in the Near East.
Many such studies have been conducted in the United States, and they
have shown there is a consistent well-defined pattern of preference in
Western countries. Hartley and Hartley (3) summarize the many in-
vestigations by observing that Americans tend to prefer nationals of
Western Europe to those of Eastern Europe, and those of Europe to those
of Asia. It should be noted that this preference pattern follows fairly’
closely the national origins of Americans. Variations in the usual pattern
occur in wartime, with changes as might be expected from the line-up

of allies and enermies.

At . a time when national consciousness is growing in the Near East,
it would secem desirable to ascertain the national preferences cf students
in this area. Such data would provide some insight into the relationship
between social distance and international relations, and also give basic
information about opinions in the Near East.

PREOCDURE

Two groups of students at the American University of Beirut were
asked to rate average or typical members of several nations on a basis of
the following equal-interval five point scale (2) :

1. If T wanted to marry, I would marry one of these.

I would be willing to have one of these as a guest for a meal.
I prefér to have one of these merely as an acquaintance to whom

0 R

one talks on meeting in the street.
" 4. I do not enjoy the companionship of one of these:-
I wish someone would kill all of these. )
I know nothing about this group; I cannot express an attitude. - .-

o w
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Nouveaut’s du 1er. Trimestre 1953

J. DELAY) — Probidmes de Psychologie médicale
S.R. SLAVSON — Psychothérapie analytique de groupe
O. YENICHEL — La théorie psy(.:hanalytique des névroses
A. GESELL — L’embryologie du comportement

Dr. LE MOAL — L’enfant excité et déprimé

Dr. G. ROBIN — Les difficultés scolaires chez P’enfant

NOTICE

After this issue (vol. 8, No. 3), The Egyptian journal of
Psvchology will ccase to be published three times a year and
will be continued by an Annual Publication.

The fist volume of “The Egyptian vearbook of Psychology”
being the gth. vol. of the Egyptian journal of Psychology will
he published in January 1954, under the editorship of Dr. Youssef
Mourad, Professor of Psychology, Fouad I University, Cairo.
General Secret .ry of the Egyptian Society of Integration
Psychology.

Orders to be sent to: Al-Maaref Printing and Publishin
House; 5, Maspero Street, Cairo, Egypt.

Papers, books for review and exchange service: Dr. Youssef
Mourad, Amira Fadia Street, Gity of Wakfs, Agouza, Cairo,
Egypt.
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