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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to identify trends of graduate students at the University
of Jordan about the U.S. foreign policy in the Avatrld after the events of September 11. To
achieve this goal, the descriptive analytical mdtas used. The study sample consisted of
(150) students who have been selected by the iotahtsample equally between the humanities
and sciences faculties. All questionnaires werdyaad and verified in terms of validity and
reliability by the scientific methods. The advancsdtistical analysis was used to answer the
study hypotheses. The study has come out with afsetsults. Of these results is that the
American foreign policy after the events of Sep™ Hhs undergone certain changes such as
dependence on the pre-emptive war and the dirditamiintervention in a number of areas with
strategic dimensions for the United States of Ao#erincluding the Arab world. Besides, the
main feature of the behavior of external policiéshe U.S. is the duplication, particularly with
the Security Council resolutions and internatioagieements. It supports the United Nations
when these resolutions are for Israel and its estsrin the Arab world. In addition, the study
maintains that the U.S. foreign policy seeks taedhits objectives by having the battle of U.S.
local, regional, and global public opinion. It atigts to isolate the countries against it politizall
economically, and militarily. It seeks for internahrest and ethnic divisions to overthrow
regimes against it.

Thelntroduction:

The foreign policy of the countries is differentedio time. Making foreign policy decision
is different in terms of making its processes ia tilormal times, on which countries are not in
conflict with the interests of another country frahe abnormal times on which the conflict of
interests is prevailing. The phenomenon of conflietween the forces is one of the realities of
international relations. The events of Seg" tdpresent a turning point in the formulation o th
global system in the 21century, which gave the USA the opportunity toegetine the criteria
of strategic catalyst objectives as called “thebglderrorism” from the American point of view,
needed by the United States itself in its foreighqy. The USA has become convinced that the
threat of international terrorism would be a chadie due to the presence of strategic terrorist
organizations out of several countries which argtileto America.

This means that the rearrangement of the poligealgraphy becomes a focal point in the
American foreign policy in a way unprecedented sitite end of the Cold War (Al-Kloob,
2011). Concerning the domestic front, the eventSep, 11 have contributed in augmenting
feelings of the American society towards Arabs Bhaslims. The media and research centers of

! An assistant professor, Applied Balgaa University
2 A part-time lecturer, The University of Jordan
% The Ministry of higher Education



2013 yoiuus 12 oasll aieloia ¥l g dlui¥l pglsll dlag

America play a pivotal role in augmenting the fegé of American society towards the Middle
East in general and the Arab region in particular.

The analysis of the U.S. foreign policy towards Arab region takes into account that this
process is continuous and historically managed Hey W.S. policy makers in light of the
objectives fixed. Yet, in changing circumstancesiclwhdraw the frame of reference of the
national interests of the United States and itg thik State of Israel, such policies are subjected
to change, and political and economic policies ltd tUnited States of America are much
affected. Thus, the American behavior towards #ggon varies due to the active role, enabling
the United States to rely on these policies toeaehtheir objectives (Izz al-Din, 2005).

The Study Problem

The current study problem is driven from the transfations that followed the events of
Sep. 1t appearance of change and transformation assocvete the U.S. foreign policy
towards the Arab world. The U.S. foreign policycisnsidered among the most controversial
topics having a growing interest nowadays, espgceiong the intellectuals and analysts
interested in the political situation. That is hesm of many factors including the current status of
the USA as the single superpower after the collajigbe former Soviet Union which was the
only competitor to U.S. influence in the interna@b system. Consequently, differences of
opinion, demonstrations and even acts of violemeegpeesent. So, this study was to identify the
trends of graduate students at the University odalo about the U.S. foreign policy in the Arab
world after the events of September 11

Significance of the Study
The significance of the current study is represgmehe following points:

1. Investigating the American foreign policy is téa considered a central theme in
understanding the nature of the politics becausé&sotlirect effect on the patterns of
international relations. This policy has had amuaktmpact on the domestic, regional and
international public opinion after the events op Se1".

2. The need to reveal the relationship betweerchla@ges in the U.S. foreign policy, especially
after the events of Sep, l&nd its impact on the political stability in theab region.
3. Clarifying the causes of Arab discontent stagainst the American political behavior
towards the Arab region to devise and extrapola¢eAmerican political reality from the
point of view of graduate students at the Univgrait Jordan, who are considered a
learned and educated class of the Jordanian society
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The Objectives of the study
The current study aims at:

1. Defining the U.S. foreign policy and orientatiomsthe Arab region from the point of view
of the study subjects.

2. ldentifying the transformations that have takencelan the American foreign policy,
especially after the events of Sep™&ind its impacts on the political stability in tAeab
region from the point of view of the study subjeittsmselves.

3. Monitoring the trends of the graduate studentshatWniversity of Jordan about the most
important features of the U.S. foreign policy todsithe Arab region.

4. Determining the most American provocative policiesnong the educated classes
represented by the graduate students at the Uitjvefslordan.

Questions of the study:

1. What are the main strategies of the U.S. foreidicyp@n the Arab region?

2. What are the main transformations in the U.S. tprgiolicy, especially after the events of
Sep, 11 and its impacts on the political stability of theab region?

3. What are the most American policies provocativéhmfeelings of anti-Americanism among
the educated classes represented by the gradudents at the University of Jordan?

This study assumes that there are no statistisalyificant differences in the attitudes of
subjects towards the American foreign policy duéh®variables of the study (gender, age, type
of faculty, degree of qualification).

Thelimitations of the study:
The present study has the following limits:

A. The subject limit: this study is limited to invegdte the U.S. foreign policy after the events
of Sep, 11'towards the Arab region.

B. The spatial limit: this study has been appliechatWniversity of Jordan.

C.The human limit: this study has been applied toam@e of graduate students at the
University of Jordan.

D. The temporal limit: this study has been appliedrduthe calendar year 2011/2012.

The Theoretical Framework:

Analyzing the US foreign policies from the intelioaal system point of view focuses on
the Macro level of analysis. That is because argngé in the features of the international
system will not necessarily lead to a change inexiernal behavior of states constituting this
system (Haajneh, 1999).

The foreign policy of the new international ordgrin fact the U.S. foreign policy as being
the superpower in the world after the collapse h&f Soviet Union. Because America is an
interest-motivated country, it began seeking foategic areas that will bring its interests and
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benefits. Indeed, the Middle East in general ardAtab region in particular can bring the USA
such benefits. In detail, the site, the politicattbr and historical wealth, particularly oil, all
contributed to the getting the Arab region amorgyrtiost important areas of American influence
(JAMES, 2002). Due to the importance of oil for Amca, Pentagon specifies a list of threats to
U.S. interests in the field of energy. So, the US¥siders countries or groups that possess
chemical, atomic or biological weapons the axisewil and annexes al-Qaeda to (Michael,
2005).

After the events of Sep, Tlundertaken by a vague organization operating deitte
control of any state (Christopher, 2003), there lb@sn a significant shift in the U.S. foreign
policy towards the world. The new world order wasirafted to serve the U.S. interests in
accordance with the foundations and principleshefriew international relations, including: the
declaration of a preventive launched by the U.Same regions considered to be a threat to the
USA security, by using all means to achieve thigluding the direct military intervention
(Ahazzat, 2003). After the events of Sep™ ithe USA gave absolute priorities for the purposes
of defending the U.S. national security, includithg willingness to fight a long war against

terrorism (Khalil, 2005)

It should be noted that the U.S. foreign policy basome linked organically with the so-
called military-industrial society or to weapon lhgbthat accumulated vast wealth and material
resources. This society accommodates media, thertain parties, the U.S. Congress, and the
judiciary in America and a number of countriesha tvorld (Zeyaadeh, 2007).

Review of Related Literature:

Of the closest studies dealing with this promirtepic is Alhgish (2012) who analyses the
orientations of the U.S. foreign policy towards telamic movements after the events of Sep,
11" and defining the American attitudes towards thabArevolutions of 2011 especially the
arrival of some Islamic movements to power. Thiglgtused the historical method along with
the descriptive analytical approach. The study kaled that the United States considers the
movements of political Islam as homogeneous madstars declaring generalized implications
for.

Al-Kloob (2011) investigates the role of terrorismthe U.S. foreign policy towards the
countries of the Middle East after the events qf, 34" . The study was based on a premise that
terrorism as a global phenomenon is not confinesbtoe people and religion. It is considered an
irrational act pushing countries like the USA whante governed by institutions formulating the
foreign policy where these new organizations, maintries, are a key player. The study used the
historical method. It concludes that the reasontésrorism is the cause of oppression and
injustice. It also claims that the USA deals witle tArab and Islamic issues by two conflicting
policies. The study also finds out that the contfalhe Middle East is of paramount importance
to America in terms of ensuring Israel's securitg @ontrol over oil resources in addition to
deter the regimes which are hostile to its policies

Shahir (2009) claims that the September bombingsrarged the priority for the U.S.
foreign policy again, which led to the emergencehaf new policy concerned with a group of
serious issues such as: combating terrorism, piaghdiuman rights, controlling over the
weapons of mass destruction, and ensuring the nat®nal security. The study points out that
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there are several lobbies reinforcing hostilitytteg USA towards the outside world and actuating
it to dominate the world, including "the right lohb which includes a group of conservative,
Christian, and strict currents. This current hastbthat the events of 11 September are a golden
opportunity to impose radical concepts and viewhe' oil lobby" is related to an idea that the
top oil companies are present in America, which msgfat oil companies occupy an important
place in the American foreign policy.

Anzi (2007) aims to clarify the changes that emérgdter the events of Sep, 11
particularly in the U.S. foreign policy towards tAeab region. It clarifies the role of ideology
carried by the neoconservatives in making the Aca@riforeign policy. The study relied on the
regional approach and the methodology of decisiaking. The study adopts the cognitive
form. The study concludes that a turnaround inWh®. policy had an impact on the political
stability and the security of the region. Thus,sthgolicies became surrounded by fluctuating
international and regional conditions, which enleatiee America's desire to control the region.

Study Methodology

1. The Study Methodology: this study belongs topghtern of analytical and descriptive studies.

Accordingly, the study used the descriptive anedytmethod which expresses the phenomenon
under investigation both quantitatively and quélty. The descriptive approach does not

describe the phenomenon, but also analyzes aedtdahe relationships between its various
dimensions in order to interpret them and accegemeral conclusions which actually contribute

to improving and developing them"(Etefa, 2000, 54).

As for how was this approach used, the study dedl two main entrances of the
descriptive entries, namely:

A. The Documentary Approach to illustrate the theoedtibackground and theoretical
framework on the U.S. foreign policy, whether iroks, Arab and foreign studies or websites.

B. The Survey Approach which to obtain data and inédrom on the phenomenon or group
phenomena under study. This method was used thrsugteying the trends and attitudes of
subject; themselves about the U.S. foreign poleyatds the Arab region after the events of
Sep, 11.

2. The study population:

The study population consisted of all graduate esttalduring the academic year 2011/2012.
These students are 1210 students from differentedsgof MA and Ph.D. The following table
shows the number of graduate students in the y&H1/2012.
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Table (1): The number of graduate students (MA Bhd.) at the University of Jordan for
the year 2011/2012 in different university facidtie

Faculty MA students | PhD students
Arts 58 70
Business 151 8
Physical education 14 14
Nursing 28 8
Rights 37 12
Agriculture 59 12
Sharie’ 8 45
Pharmacy 43 1
Sciences 36 9
Educational sciences 119 100
Foreign languages 65 8
Technological engineering 139 0
IT 33 0
Dentistry 86 0
Women Studies 32 0
Tourism and archeology 12 0
Fine arts 10 0
Rehabilitation 0 0
1210

3- Thestudy sample:

150 students were selected deliberately to enser@drticipation of both sexes. Selecting
a sample of male students equals to the sampleat¢ students to ensure similarity. The
guestionnaires were then distributed within thecedized faculties for research topics and on
the four academic levels randomly because the ranowthod is often represented to the
research population and reflective of the data fuds. In addition, this method gets the
researchers bias-free

4. the Study tool:

The questions of the questionnaires have beenrdasig a way qualifying it to form the
overall indicators and standards required to thdystwhether in the area of data collection and
information of the study sample (graduate studemts)n the design of the different levels to
measure what will be measured during the procedealing with the dependent variable used in
this study, and has been divided into two sections:

* The Graduate School, the University of Jordarttieryear 2011/2012
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1. Section I: includes the data of the subjectdéenmns of age, sex and qualification degree.
2. Section II: includes (30) items answered by adgal scale (agreed, neutral, not agreed),
positively to take the weights (3, 2, 1). Concegnihe negative items, they take the weights (1,
2, 3), respectively. The negative items are nunthée7, 8, 9, 11, 13, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23,
24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30). The items meaguhe attitudes towards the U.S. policy in the
Arab region, which numbered (30) items into fouritnemes, each of which measures the
aspects of that policy, namely:

A. Ensuring the Israel’'s security and superiorityhe tegion. The items (16, 17, 18, 19, and
20) measure this aspect.

B. Consensus of positions of the ruling Arab regimvél the U.S. policy in the Arab region.
Items (6, 7, 9, 21, 22, 23, 25, and 27) measuscatbpect.

C. Occupation of Iraq, measured by (10, 11, 12, 13154and 26).

D. Higher values of foreign and domestic American @e$i, measured by (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 24,
28, 29, and 30)

5. Validity of the tool: it is intended to examine the appropriatenessuektionnaires used to
measure the topics or phenomena that the reseasele&s to know to show if the tool can
measure and provide the required information pigpdrhe validity of the study has been
verified by displaying it on a group of experts aatbitrators to express their opinion on the
guestionnaire, both in terms of appropriate iterhgegsearch objectives or in terms of their
coverage of the aspects and fields of the studge®8aon observations of arbitrators, some
amendments have been modified.

6. Reliability of the tool:

Concerning the degree of reliability of the studglt(resolution), which is intended to
measure the extent of the information independemeay from the measuring instruments
themselves in order to reach the same results f@ngdssibility of re-application of the tool
guestionnaire to get fixed results, Chronbach'$alpoefficients were calculated for the items of
the study. It has been indicated that the study émpoys a high degree of reliability. All
reliability coefficients were than (0.60) whichtiee minimum acceptable limit for persistence.

7. The Statistical methods used in the study: to answer questions of theystine methods of
statistical analysis were used based on the $tatiftackage for Social Science and Descriptive
Statistics Measures to describe the characterisfitee study sample through frequencies and
percentages:

1- The descriptive statistics: in order to view theparties of the subject sample and describe
their responses to the items of the questionnaires.

2- Chronbach’s Alpha to measure the internal cormatatif the study tool

3- T. Test (paired-sample) for the mutual samplessfices.

4- Test (F) to test the differences in the trendsefdubjects according to the independent
variables.
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Findings and Discussion:

1.

First: the general characteristics of the samplabld (2) refers to the following:
Sex: Regarding the sex variable, the data itelitaat the largest proportion of the (sample)

was the males, reaching 74.7%, while females w&89%. This division is consistent with
reality. The males are more able to come out farcation and employment due to the lack of
family commitments and social standing which amastimes obstacles in front of females who
do not have often adequate time for education.

2.

Age: As for the age variable, 10% of the gradwstidents at the University of Jordan, were
more than 40 years old, 32.0% of subjects were d@tv25-30 years old, who is the most able
to pursue education. The largest percentage wastddents aged between 31-35 years; they
have accounted for 43.3%, and 14.7% of them wezd hgtween 36-40 years.

. The type of the faculty: 63.3% of graduate stislevho undertook the study are of the

humanities, which is consistent with specialty.sT$tudy is located in the purview of political
science and therefore the students of humanitiessftheir research interests and scientific
aspects on such topics more than of those of siefiaiculties. The percentage of students of
scientific faculties is 36.7%.

. Type of Qualification: 50.0% of graduate studemtso undertook the study is on the a

master's degree, which is of course consistent thighresults of admission to the Master’s
Degree in the academic year 2010/2011, and 40.0%heofraduate students are of the PhD
students which shows a high frequency of the higitrcation in Jordan. While 10.0% of
them are on the Higher Diploma education (post-eleh In fact, this is a logical
consequence in terms of the adoption of united ssion the “good evaluation” for a master's
degree

Table 2: The General characteristics of the stadypte:

The sample characterist Frequenc %
Male 112 74.7

§ Femall 38 25.%
Total 15C 100.(

25-30 year 48 32

31-35 65 43.2

> | 3640 22 14.7

< More than 40 yea 15 1C
Total 15C 100.(

2, Humanitie: 95 63.<
= <3 Science 55 36.7
$ = | Total 15C 100.(
2 o High diploms 15 10.C
28 [MA 75 50.(
Tg c PhC 55 40.(
&2  |Total 15C 100.C
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Second: the trends of the sample subjects towael&merican foreign policy according to the
study themes:

A.Themel: the Trends towards|srael security and superiority in the Arab region:

It is noted from data in Table (3), the high ratepproval on all the items that explain the
security and superiority of Israel in the regiorithathe highest rates of approval of the item
which states that "The USA supports Israel econallyiand militarily”. The percentage of
subjects agreeing to this item is (94%), followsdthe item which states that "the American
position which is pro-Israel is governed by mutumdérests between the two countries” (90%).
The lowest approving items states that "Americaraigs a bi-facets policy with regard to the
Arab-Israeli conflict" (84%). The researchers iradecthat this result is somehow reasonable and
does not violate expectations. The Arab man bedaityeaware of the fact that he lived in an
area saturated with American interests, which ecdghe America to interfere in the Arab
affairs, taking maintaining its interests in thgiom as a pretext to interfere in their affairs.

Table 3: The relative distribution of the itemstbé trends scale towards Israel’'s security and
superiority in the region:

Agree Neutral Not agreed Total
No % No % No % No %

Item

The USA supports Israel economicajllx40

o 940 | 6 4.0 4 2.0 150 100
and militarily

The USA provides Israel with arms t0138

ensure security in the Arab region 9201 11 7.0 1 1.0 150 100

the American position which is -
Israel is governed by mutual interests27 84.0 | 16 11.0 7 5.0 150 100
between the two countries

The prevailing American attitude
governed by the mutual interests i35 90.0 | 12 8.0 4 2.0 150 100
between

Anti-America feelings of Arabs are

132 91.0 | 11 9.0 - - 150 100
caused by Israel

B. Theme II: trends towards the consensus of ttitipos of the ruling Arab regimes with the
U.S. policy in the Arab region

Table (4) shows the highest approval rates witlpeeisto the relationship between
America and the Arab regimes. The paragraph whiates that "the presence of U.S. military
bases in the Arab lands means another aspect ohiabm™ was the highest with (97 %),
followed by the item which states that "America sita achieve political and financial gains in
the region by building ties of friendship with tmeling regimes” with (89%). The lowest
approving paragraph was that "The American presamcal its forms in the Arab region is
caused by the request of the ruling regimes themséby (13%), followed by the item "some
Arab countries contribute to fund the USA armied bases" with (24%).
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Table 4: The relative distribution of the itemstbé trends scale towards the consensus of the
positions of the ruling Arab regimes with the UpSlicy in the Arab region.

Agree Neutral Not agree Total

e No |% |No |% No |% | No |%

America aims to achieve political ai
financial gains in the region by building tied33 | 89.0 | 15| 10.0 2 1.0 150 100
of friendship with the ruling regimes

The attitudes of the ruling Arab regimes

consistent with those of the USA 87 58.0 | 53| 353 10 6.7 150 100

Most of the Arab ruling regimes live deper

on the USA 102 | 68.0 | 25| 16.7 23 15.3 150 100
American mlpltary bases provide protection 67 450 | 35 | 230 48 324 100
the Arab regimes 150

American military bases are the main ca

[=
for anti-American feelings by Arab 85 56.7| 55| 333 15 10.G- 130 100

the presence of U.S. military bases in
Arab lands means another aspect |5 | 97.0 | 4 9.0 1 1.0 | 150 | 100
colonialism

The American presence in all its forms in
Arab region is caused by the request of |tl26 17.3 | 28 | 18.7 96 64.0 150 | 100
ruling regimes themselves

some Arab countries contribute to fund 15C
e
USA armies and bases 87 58.0 | 37 | 24.7 23 17.3 100

C. Theme llI: the attitudes towards the Americaoupation of Iraq:

It is noted from table (5) which demonstrates thigiects’ trends towards the occupation of
Irag that the highest approving item is the itemirfierica is the first beneficiary of the
continued occupation of Iraq”, with (89%), followéy the item which states that "violence
against civilians in Iraq is terrorist acts "with806) . The lowest approving paragraph is “the
goal of the American plan in Iraq is to convertat@lemocratic state" (3.7%), followed by the
item stating that "the primary goal of the occupatof Iraq is to free it from dictatorship” with
(5%).

The researchers account for this as the world himessed the military capabilities of the
USA in Irag which were not matched by credible podil capabilities. To the contrary, the
political credibility and confidence of internat@ineadership of the USA decreased. The world
has discovered the U.S. deception to justify theisiten to go to war on Iraq, which was the
Irag's possession of weapons of mass destructiomddition, the way to promote this has
sparked the international debate widespread. Coesdlg, the USA has failed in terms of
diplomatic and moral aspects in identifying legite targets for its dominance.

10
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Table 5: The relative distribution of the items thfe trends scale towards the American
occupation of Iraq:

Agree Neutral Not agreed Total
Item

No % No | % No % NO %

the primary goal of the occupation

Iraq is to free it from dictatorship 8 5.0 1 13.0] 141 824 150 100
The USA achieved the objectives fr o5 167 25| 1671 100 66.4 100
occupation of Iraq 150
Acts of vplence against civilians in Ir: 102 | 680! 25| 167 23 15.8 100
are terrorist acts 150

America is the first beneficiary of tt

. . 133 | 89.0f 15| 10.0 2 1.0 150 10(
continued occupation of Iraq

Suicide attacks against the U.S.itary

. i : 87 | 58.0] 53| 353 10 6.7 150 10(
is a legitimate resistance

The goal of the Amgrlcan planin Iraq 6 37 8 53 136|914 100
convert to democratic state 150

The USA benefits economically from
occupation of Iragq, and some Arab 98 65.3| 37| 24.7 15 10.0 150 100
countries supported the occupation

D. Theme IV: attitudes towards the U.S. supremeieslbetween the domestic and foreign
policy.

Table (6) indicates the trends of the graduateestisdat the University of Jordan about
American supreme values between the foreign andedbenpolicy. It shows that the highest
approving item is "Ensuring the flow of oil wealttom the Arab region to the west is the most
important U.S. goals in the region ", with (83.3%6)lowed by the item “The U.S. policy takes a
hostile approach with the Arab issues "with (68%d)e lowest approving item was “America
seeks to liberate the peoples of the Arab worldliofatorships” (10%), followed by the item
"America has the right to classify the countiesresndly, outlaw or axis of evil" with (6%). Of
the political explanations fitting the previousults is the Brzezinski's analysis. The researchers
have noted that the history began to change detysafter the events of September, 11, which
started a new era of politics of U.S. security bdtimestically and internationally which is the
engine's of the American activity globally not judlt interests or geostrategic aspects. Thus, the
so-called "the war on terror" preoccupied the wohtdleed, this war is still shrouded with a lot
of ambiguity, which help the USA to establish maggiblocs and alliances like “who is not with
us, he/she is against us" (Albright, 2005). Thisiggois based on a unified global interest in
fighting the global terrorism as the main challeigethis decade. However, this challenge is
short-term and cannot be a strategy for long-t&cause it lacks the power for several reasons:

First: it depends on the amplification of faceleseemy without geography or ideology
(despite the repeated references to Islam).

Second: it is a policy based on the exploitationvafue fears to justify a short list of
policies and procedures (such as pre-emptive watsralitary intervention).

11
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Third: It is impossible to maintain the continuidy popular support for this policy on a
large scale. (Brzezinski, 2004, p 240).

Some observers indicate that the USA is suffermognf mixing the quest for a global
community with a common interest (and this is dade universally logical consequence to the
requirements of globalization) and the quest tofiomnthe presence of a world government
(which is linked to the establishment of the dictahip of the U.S. globally). So, the Arab man
experiences the difference of American values betwihe domestic politics and the external
application. The USA does not accept adversariesdhels who should be eliminated. So, it
does not want any war but only punishes, as welt @oes not use a word like invasion or
military occupation, but is only “to liberate peep!”

Table 6. The relative distribution of the items of thents scale towards the U.S. supreme
values between the domestic and foreign policy.

Agree Neutra Not agree Total
No % No % No % No %

Item

the U.S. policy is balanced wi

the Arab region 13 9.0 28 18.0 109 73.0 15( 100

The U.S. foreign policy reflect

11 7.3 4 2.7 135 90.0 150 100
the real values of democracy

The U.S. domestic policy reflec

95 63.3 25 16.7 30 20 150 100
the real values of democracy

The USA aims protect humi

rights in the Arab region 6 3.7 8 53 136 91.0 150 100

The USAseeks to liberate tt
peoples of the Arab world from 15 10.0 29 19.3 106 70.7 150 100
dictatorships

America has the right to class
the counties as friendly, outlaw or 9 6.0 21 14.0 120 80.¢ 15( 100
axis of evil

Ensuring tle flow of oil wealth
from the Arab region to the west
is the most important U.S. goals
in the region

125 83.3 15 10.0 10 6.7 15( 100

The American presence int
Arab region is a kind of extension 87 58.0 53 35.3 10 6.7 15( 100
of the Crusades

The U.S. plicy takes a hostil

approach with the Arab issues 102 68.0 28 18.7 20 13.3 150 100

Americans, especially politicial

hate Arabs 97 64.7 35 23.3 18 12.Q 15( 100

Thirdly: The results of statistical diffei@s of the subjects’ political attitudes towards th
U.S. according to the study variables (gender, &gme of faculty, type of qualification).
A. Test results of the differences between the apes of the answers against the standards
trends of the graduate students at the Universijoadan towards the U.S. policies in the Arab
region by the variable “sex”. It is noted from Tal(7), there are a few differences between
males and females’ answers, but the males are appwving from females towards the U.S.
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policies in the Arab region except for the attitssdewards the occupation of Iraq which was
higher in females than that in males. (T-testultesdid not show any statistically significant
differences at a significant level 95% of the attiés towards the U.S. policies in the Arab region
belonging to sex. The T calculated value of (v)tloa four themes and policies were as a whole
(.638, .478, 0. 510, 0.108, 0.322), respectivehd their statistical significance (0.525, 0.636,
0.611, 0.914, 0.748).

Table 7. the differences between the averages of the assagainst the standards trends of the
graduate students at the University of Jordan tdsvéne U.S. policies in the Arab region by the
variable “sex”

Axis Sex | Average Standard calc-lIJ-Iate d Freedom Statistical
98| deviation value Degrees| significance
Israel security ar Males 1.1¢ 0.22
superiority in the Arab Females|  1.11 0.16 0.638 148 0.525
region
the consensus of tt Males 1.64 0.22
positions of the ruling
Arab regimes with the 0.478 148 0.636
U.S. policy in the Arab Females| 1.62 0.19
region
the American Males 1.8t 0.2C
occupation of Iraq Females| 1.8¢ 0.0¢ 0.510 148 0.611
the U.S.supreme value | Males 1.5¢ 0.2t
between the domestic and 0.108 148 0.914
foreign policy Females| 1.54 0.27
. - Males 1.5¢ 0.12
All American policies Females | 152 o1 0.322 148 0.748

B. Test results of the differences between the averafethe answers against the standards
trends of the graduate students at the Universityoodan towards the U.S. policies in the
Arab region by the variable “age”. It is noted able 8 that there are no clear differences in
the rates of responses by age groups of respond@ntest) results did not show any
statistically significant differences at a signéfit level 95% of the attitudes towards the U.S.
policies in the Arab region belonging to age. Thealculated value of (v) on the four themes
and policies were as a whole the T calculated vafu@/) on the four themes and policies
were as a whole(0.229¢0.303¢1.310:0.423¢0.416, ) respectively, and their statistical
significance(0.949:0.810:0.266 <0.832¢ )

13
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Table 8: the differences between the averages of the assagminst the standards trends of the
graduate students at the University of Jordan tdsvéine U.S. policies in the Arab region by

the variable “age”

" Standard | T calculated | Freedom | Statistical
(B age NEES deviation value Degrees | significance
Less than 30yee 1.22 0.31
Israel  security  an 35-39 1.12 0.19
e 40-44 1.14 0.22
f:gii::orlty in the Ara 2549 111 O_%O 0.416 146 0.837
50-54 1.1¢F 0.17
More than 5 1.1 0.2C
Less than 30years 1.59 0.30
the positions of the ruling 35-39 1.6€ 0.2C
Arab regimes with the 40-44 1.61 0.21
U.S. policy in the Arabl 45-49 1.6€ 0.22 0.423 146 0.832
region 50-54 1.6¢ 0.2C
More than 55 1.66 0.19
Less than 30yee 1.9: 0.22
35-39 1.83 0.19
The American occupation 4C-44 1.8¢€ 0.2C
of Iraq 45-49 1.88 0.20 1.310 146 0.266
50-54 1.76 0.18
More than 5 1.8¢ 0.11
Less than 30years 1.57 0.34
the U.S. supreme values igii 11'55'7 06125
betvyeen the domestic ard45_49 1'51 0.18 0.303 146 0.810
foreign policy 5054 15 0.2
More than 55 1.50 0.28
Less than Oyear: 1.5¢ 0.21
35-39 1.54 0.10
. . 40-44 1.5¢ 0.1
All American policies 2540 152 0.1c 0.229 146 0.949
50-54 1.53 0.11
More than 5 1.5¢ 0.12

C. Test results of the differences between theamesr of the answers against the standards
trends of the graduate students at the Universijoadan towards the U.S. policies in the Arab
region by the variable “faculty type”

Based on table 9, there are differences betwesattitudes of respondents towards U.S.
policies in the Arab region of the belonging to faxes due to the faculty type (humanities,
sciences) with the exception of attitudes towah#sdccupation of Iraq which was equal by with
(1.85) each. The results of the test (T-test) slbweat there were statistically significant
differences at a significance level 95% in thetadiés towards U.S. policies in the Arab region
with respect to the themes of the U.S. supremeegahetween the domestic and foreign policy
as the calculated value (v) was (-3.090) and tlagistital significance was(0.003). The
differences emerging at the whole level of trersdatiributed to the impact of the type of faculty
as the calculated value (v) was (-2.280) the sizdis significance (0.025). There are no
statistically significant differences in attitudesvards the U.S. policy in the Arab region on the
other remaining three axes as the calculated (&uel.278, -0.830, 0.133) respectively and the
statistical significance was (0.204, 0.409) forleac

14
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Table 9. The (F-test) results of the differencesvben the averages of the answers against the
standards trends of the graduate students at theetdity of Jordan towards the U.S. policies in

the Arab region by the variable “faculty type

T

Axis Faculty type | Average g;?lg%r: calculated 'g:;?eoerg S%‘;?it;%aéle
value

Israel seurity and| Humanities| 1.1Z 0.1¢
superiority in the Arak Scientific 118 0.97 1.278 118 0.204
region
the consensus of tt| Humanities| 1.6% 0.2(
positions of the ruling Aralp
regimes with the U.S. Scientific 1.66 0.24 0.830 118 0.409
policy in the Arab region
the American occupationHumanities| 1.8t 0.1¢
of Iraq Scientific 1.8t 0.21 0.133 118 0.894
the U.S. supreme value | Humanities| 1.4¢ 0.17
between the domestic ang. . .. 3.090 118 0.003
foreign policy %mentlflc 1.64 0.30

, - Humanities| 1.52 0.0¢
All American policies Scientific 156 01 2.280 118 0.025

D. Test results of the differences between theames of the answers against the standards
trends of the graduate students at the Universiioaodan towards the U.S. policies in the Arab
region by the variable “qualification type”

The results of (F-test) in Table (10) show thatréhare significant differences at a
significance level with 95% in the trends towarlds tU.S. policies in the Arab region belonging
to the impact of the type of qualification on theee themes axes (to ensure Israel’'s security and
superiority, the occupation of Iragq, and the E8preme values) as the calculated value of (P)
on the three themes was (0.3.440 , 0.4.163, 3.1d3pectively, and the statistical significance
(0.0.011, 0.004, 0.018). There are no statisticgtyificant differences on the axis of consensus
positions of the Arab regimes with the U.S. polayd or the whole theme, where the calculated
value of (P) was (0.860, 2.042), respectively, tnradstatistical significance was (0.491, 0.095).
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Table 10. Test results (F-test) of the differences betwberaverages of the answers

against the standards trends of the graduate stidethe University of Jordan towards the
U.S. policies in the Arab region by the variabl@dtification type

Higher diploma 10.7 0.12
Israel security and
superiority in  the MA 1.19 0.21 3.440 145 0.011
Arab region PhD 1.13 0.18
the consensus of the Higher diploma 1.68 0.22
positions of the rulin ) '
Arab regimes with MA 1.58 0.20 0.860 145 0.491
the U.S._pollcy in the PhD 161 0.21
Arab region

Higher diploma 1.85 0.14
the ~  American MA 1.85 0.13 4.163 145 0.004
occupation of Iraq

PhD 1.85 0.19

the U.S. supreme Higher diploma 1.49 0.23
values between th MA 1.58 0.14 3.147 145 0.018
domestic and foreigr
policy PhD 151 0.24

Higher diploma 1.52 0.10
All American policies MA 1.55 0.10 2.042 145 0.095

PhD 1.53 0.12

Discussion:

A. The scientific analysis of the behavior of exterpalitics of the USA: this behavior has
started to take another turn after the events pteBeber, 11. It depends on the pre-emptive
war and direct military intervention. We can argbat the main characteristic of the external
behavior of the U.S. is bi-facets especially witlgard to the application of international laws
and conventions as well as the United Nations t@sgie, especially if it is related to Israel
and its interests in the Arab region, and vice aevih the Arabs and Islam.

B. With regard to ensuring the Israel's security asihél's: no subject opposes any of that the
Arab hostility against America is caused by theollie support for Israel. 94% of them
stated that America offers support economically amldarily to Israel, and that this position
is based on the mutual interests between thesectwatries, which means that graduate
students at the university are sure that U.S. dorgiolicy adopted in the Arab region is
coached with the interest of Israel first and foostn This policy is much enhanced by the the
Zionist lobby and Christian forces
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C. Concerning the consensus of the positions of thegérab regimes with the U.S. policy in
the Arab region: it was observed that the answetlseograduate students in the University of
Jordan on the item related to the item of massiviéany bases of the U.S. in the Arab
territories means another face of colonialism cofimss This indicates the level of awareness
of the graduate students on the U.S. foreign policy

D. Regarding the occupation of Iraq: The results shibthat graduate students were not fooled
by the U.S. policy that tried across paraphernaédia to deceive the public opinion as its
occupation of Iraq is interpreted because Iraq ggses weapons of mass destruction and the
regime of President Iraq leader Saddam Husseird@énger and a threat to American interests
in the Middle East.

E. The U.S. supreme values between the domestic ae@yfopolicy. The results showed that
the graduate students are not convinced with th& bi$nan rights wars neither it seeks to
liberate the peoples from dictatorships. 95% ofrtlstated that American interest in the Arab
region is due to ensure the flow of oil wealth. sTimdicates the presence of full awareness for
the extent of the differences applied by the U.8pr8me values between domestic and
external aspects. It is clear that there was dl@adsiS. approach against the Arab issues.
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