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The Arab region consists of 22 countries, most of which gained some form of 

independence from different forms of colonial rule between the 1920’s and 1970’s. Many of 

these countries have experienced deep social, political, and psychological struggle and 

transformations (Gelvin, 2016). These include war, mass migration, military occupation, political 

schisms, and other “rapid societal changes” (Smith et al., 2019). This has, in turn, introduced, 

instability and insecurity, as well as domestic and international polarization and reactionary 

conservatism to the region. We argue that these characteristics stem from legacies of colonialism 

and imperialism and have led to ongoing domestic-international power struggles, 

authoritarianism, and politicization of religion in modern times (Harb, 2016; Pratto et al., 2014). 

The Arab region has attracted the attention of the media, as well as scholars of history (Khalidi, 

1991), sociology (Hanafi, 2012), political science (Jamal & Tessler, 2008), anthropology (Deeb 

& Winegar, 2015), and other disciplines. However, social psychological analyses of the Arab 

region remain scarce. Perhaps more importantly, a modern political psychology of the Arab 
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region has been slow to attract local students interested in pursuing topics of justice, conflict and 

politics in the region.  

In this chapter we provide a brief overview of the historical context, present, and future 

directions of political psychology in the Arab region. We reflexively recognize our positions as 

Lebanese academics trained in Western institutions and working in English, and acknowledge 

that the following therefore possibly represents a limited perspective on the topic, although every 

effort has been made to counterbalance our reflexive viewpoints with those of researchers in 

other positions. 

A Brief History and Review of Political Psychology in the Region 

Exploration of political psychological topics in the Arab region can be traced back to the 

14th century at least, in Ibn Khaldun’s (1377) systematic investigation of social cohesion, 

intergroup conflict, and their interactions with sedentary vs. nomadic lifestyles. Such works 

continue to inform contemporary Arab social science, but they are often over-emphasized and 

applied uncritically due to the relative dearth of contemporary social research (see Hanafi & 

Arvanitis, 2014, 2015; Hanafi, 2018).   

Pre-colonial, non-academic, and non-psychological works of relevance to political 

psychology are beyond the scope of this chapter, but it is worth mentioning that theorizing on the 

questions political psychology poses as a field has a long and rich history in the Arab region. We 

note works of political psychological significance from outside the academy (e.g. social identity 

and violence by Amin Maalouf in 1998), and a substantial portion of current studies on the Arab 

world consists of grey literature, such as unpublished theses and reports published by 

development organizations and think-tanks (e.g. Harb, 2010; Harb & Saab, 2014). This is likely 

due to a greater emphasis on and funding for applied and development related work in these 
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nations. Moreover, a larger research body from other disciplines (e.g. anthropology, political 

science) examines political psychological topics, although interdisciplinary collaborations with 

psychologists are limited (Zebian et al., 2007; El-Amine, 2009).  

Psychology as a formal discipline first emerged in the Arab world in Egypt, in the early 

20th century (Ibrahim, 2013). Early research focused on psychoanalysis, education, and learning 

(Prothtro & Melikian, 1955). The mid-20th century saw rising interest in political psychological 

topics, based primarily on psychoanalysis (El-Rawy, 1947) or sociology (Prothro & Melikian, 

1953; Shuval, 1956; Tannous, 1942). The first earnest social/political psychological literature 

relating to Arabs may have appeared in the 1949 edition of the Egyptian Journal of Psychology, 

where three separate articles discussed various aspects of war, peace, and the warrior (Chafe’l, 

1949; Ibrahim, 1949; Cazeneuve, 1949). Then, in the mid-1950’s, Terry Prothro, based at the 

American University of Beirut (AUB) in Lebanon, published a series of papers on stereotypes in 

the “Near East” (e.g., Prothro, 1954; Prothro & Melikian, 1954), outgroup attitudes (Prothro, 

1955), social/political attitudes (Prothro & Keehn, 1956), stereotypes (Prothro & Keehn, 1957), 

and chosen goals (political or otherwise; Melikian & Prothro, 1957). Additional work was 

published on political attitudes (Keehn, 1955), authoritarianism and prejudice (Diab, 1959), 

nationalism (Macleod, 1959), group  affiliations (Melikian & Diab, 1959), and stereotypes and 

immigration (De La Roque, 1960). Some reviews (e.g., Malika, 1994; Sanchez-Sosa & Riveros, 

2007; Zebian, et al., 2007) have shown that the amount of (social) psychological research on the 

Arab region produced in Arabic or other languages (English or French) is limited. A preliminary 

search on the PsycInfo database1 found approximately 300 publications related to political 

                                                           
1 The search included keywords such as social, political psychology, conflict, intergroup, among other related terms, 

as well as a listing of all 22 Arab nations. 
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psychology on the Arab region from 1960 till mid-20202.  More recently, a selective review of 

literature between 2000 and 2015 found that out of 144 social psychological articles published in 

Arabic and on the Arab world, a small minority were related to political psychology (Saab et al., 

2020). 

Unsurprisingly, a large body of work conducted in unstable regions with ongoing 

conflict, such as the Arab world, has focused on issues of mental health and well-being, 

particularly examining the link between conflict and trauma (e.g., Hammad & Tribe, 2020; 

Jabbar et al, 2019; Khamis, 2019; Kira et al., 2019). Political psychological research published in 

international journals— has covered social, national, and religious identity (Alfadhli et al., 

2009;Kreidie & Monroe, 2002), intergroup relations/conflict (Djeriouat & Mullet, 2013; Kelman 

& Cohen, 1976; Levin et al., 2013), authoritarianism (Brandt & Henry, 2012; Kira et al., 2017; 

Sadowski et al., 2019), support for or engagement in political violence(Jasko et al., 2020; Scull et 

al., 2020; Levin et al., 2016), collective action (Ayanian & Tausch, 2016; Saab et al., 2017), 

social dominance (Henry et al., 2005; Stewart et al., 2016), and issues pertaining to refugees 

(Masterson & Lehman, 2020; Saab et al., 2017). However, the published research in any one of 

these areas is insufficient. The majority of these studies have focused on a select number of 

countries only3, most likely corresponding to the presence of social/political psychologists based 

there and the differential emphasis on basic research of multiple different academic systems and 

languages (e.g., American, French).   

                                                           
2 A significant number of these papers have been authored by scholars from fields outside of psychology, 

particularly political science (e.g., Jamal & Tessler, 2008), and/or work on topics related to the field, such as 

military psychology (e.g., Mironova, 2019). 
3 The PsycInfo review mentioned above shows that most research has been conducted in the Levant (Palestine, 

Lebanon, Syria, Jordan, and Iraq), and English publications were especially concentrated in Lebanon (see also, Saab 

et al., 2020). 
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This is not to say that the study of Arab populations in general is uncommon; on the 

contrary, we would likely find double the amount of papers on or related to Arabs or the Arab 

region outside the region itself (e.g., Kteily et al., 2016; Kteily & Bruneau, 2017). Most of this 

research examines Arabs as immigrants/refugees in western countries, and generally in relation 

to a narrow range of topics such as political violence, integration, and gender, with an over-

emphasis on Islam, terrorism, and the war of civilizations worldview, or attitudes toward and 

perceptions of Arabs. For instance, numerous papers have examined American and other 

Western attitudes toward the Iraq invasion (e.g., Crowson, 2009; McFarland, 2005), but hardly 

any have examined attitudes and perceptions of Iraqis themselves on the US invasion of Iraq (see 

Fischer et al., 2008 for exceptions). As another example, the presence of refugees and 

immigrants in the West has attracted a wide range of scholarly interest examining trauma, 

adaptation/acculturation, threat perceptions, and other issues, among both migrant and host 

communities (e.g., Berry, 2015; Louis et al., 2013; Reijerse et al., 2013). But most of the world’s 

refugees and immigrants reside in non-Western countries (UNHCR, 2017), and these groups 

remain largely under-studied.  

Studying the political psychology of Arab peoples living in the Arab region would not 

only be beneficial to the development of Arab societies in the long term, and help produce and 

enrich indigenous knowledge of the area, but might also lead to the discovery of theoretical and 

empirical innovations, limitations, and extensions to the culturally-bound (e.g., Rad et al., 2018) 

Western political psychology. For Arab scholars, reclaiming psychological research foci from 

Western-based agendas and coloniality would better serve the region and would further enrich 

the discipline’s corpus and better assist the field and communities facing similar problems across 
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the Global South. This can be achieved by challenging modern disciplinary structures that deter 

attempts at equalizing and decolonizing the field (Bou Zeineddine et al, under review). 

Epistemological and Theoretical Challenges 

The conventional approach to research today is to rely on existing literature to build new 

hypotheses and research procedures. This endeavor becomes difficult when the literature 

pertaining to specific contexts is scarce. In some cases, researchers could rely on work done on 

the region (or similar contexts) by other disciplines, but some more nuanced topics are directly 

tied to political psychology and may not exist outside the subfield. More often than not, however, 

the field has witnessed an almost “uncritical acceptance of theories and findings from 

mainstream psychology” (Zebian et al., 2007, p. 114) that oftentimes present theoretical 

frameworks that are not culturally grounded. In a sense, this reflects the continued impact of the 

West on regional academia (Vora, 2018), despite its formal withdrawal as colonizer. 

Simply applying Western literature and perspectives to contexts that do not match in 

demographic, cultural, or psychological characteristics (Boyden, 2001; Burgess & Steenkamp, 

2006) may lead to output that is not particularly relevant to the region or that does not expand on 

existing literature or do much in the way of informing the field (Abou-Hatab, 1997; Galioun, 

1997). On the other hand, scholars who are aware of the misfit may find themselves struggling to 

develop a cohesive research or theoretical trajectory from the ground up, in the absence of 

foundational literature, interdisciplinary collaboration, and satisfactory training (especially in 

inductive and exploratory methods, which are not typically prioritized in most Western 

psychology programs). It is even more challenging to get recognition and awareness of such 

novel indigenously-produced research in international mainstream publications (Bou Zeineddine 

et al., under review). 
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Additionally, some topics that are highly relevant to Arab countries remain severely 

under-theorized. Topics around corruption, sectarianism, repressive governance, and modern 

slavery are particularly salient in this region (e.g. Bou Zeineddine et al., under review), and yet 

receive relatively little attention in mainstream political psychology. Taking the case of 

corruption as an example, research shows that countries in the West suffer from a great degree of 

oligarchic and other forms of corrupt influence on politics, most of which is formalized within 

those political systems (e.g., legal lobbying, campaign financing rules, etc., e.g., Gilens & Page, 

2014). Such corruption often escapes adequate analysis and interpretation, as legalized modes of 

special interest influence are neither systematically investigated nor included in measures such as 

the commonly used Corruption Perceptions Index. Without examining variations across very 

different polities, such as those in the Arab world, we could not systematically investigate the 

roles of factors such as structural institutional permissiveness, or the normative and moral-

psychological implications of legalized vs. proscribed political influence practices.  

Another example is that of collective action, where past literature had examined 

normative action in developed countries, overlooking non-normative action in authoritarian and 

repressive contexts (for exceptions, see Ayanian & Tausch, 2016; Ayanian et al., 2020). 

Different factors than those typically researched (e.g., perceived risks, repressive regimes, party 

loyalty) could significantly shape motivations for engagement and consequences of such 

participation. Such gaps in the literature could be better filled with greater attention to the 

comparative politics of different nations, whereby research would be enriched and validated 

through broader conceptualization and operationalization of the phenomena that encompass a 

variety of contexts.  



8 
 

Failures of generalization of commonly researched topics and well-established theories is 

another problem stemming from the relatively little attention paid to the political psychology of 

Arab nations. Studies have repeatedly shown that hegemonic psychology based on Western, 

educated, industrialized, and democratic (WEIRD) samples by WEIRD authors often fails to 

generalize due to contextual and cultural differences (Henrich et al., 2010; Rad et al., 2018). This 

is a problem for political psychology specifically, when nuanced analysis of contexts’ political 

systems, structures, institutions, and norms is essential to proper design and interpretation of 

research (Bou Zeineddine & Pratto, 2017). 

For instance, most studies on acculturation (Berry, 1997) – including those who have 

looked at Arab immigrants as subjects of study – assume that the possibility of permanent 

settlement for migrant communities exists (e.g., Sayegh & Lasry, 1993). In the Arab world, 

however, acquiring citizenship or permanent residency is incredibly rare, and therefore questions 

of belongingness, social cohesion, integration, or assimilation take on a different meaning for 

Arab migrant populations within the region, some of whom may be third-generation 

residents/refugees in another Arab and culturally similar state (Andreouli & Figgou, 2019; 

Fargues, 2011). An examination of migrant processes at this level would thus require a deep 

revision of dominant theory on acculturation to include the diversity and heterogeneity of the 

experiences of migration. Interdisciplinary collaboration, greater attention to political 

psychological data and theory from beyond the formal academic field in the region, greater 

reliance on critical comparative research within the Arab region, the Global South, and globally, 

and more effective indigenous research production, distribution, and application, would all help 

address these challenges. However, beginning to address the epistemological and theoretical 
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challenges in Arab political psychology is also necessarily contingent on methodological and 

social, political, and cultural constraints. 

Challenges in Research Production 

The scant number of academic programs in social/political psychology in Arab countries 

is one reason for the low number of local scholars specializing in the field or students hoping to 

train in it.4 Compounding this problem, many Western institutions have begun offshoring their 

campuses in the Middle East, and hiring mostly Western faculty for their programs (Miller-Idriss 

et al., 2011). Moreover, the instability of the region, and its relative lack of development, mean 

that researchers face lack of recognition as well as concerns about their safety, financial and 

career security, and civil liberties. Thus, brain drain, through the emigration of researchers to 

Western nations (e.g. Shabana, 2020), also impacts the potential for local research production. 

Furthermore, those few scholars residing in the Arab region face methodological constraints that 

severely handicap their work, including difficulties in acquiring samples (described below), 

coping with the probability of dramatic and rapid sociopolitical change when designing and 

implementing research studies, research assistantship (RA) support, regional collaborators, 

funding, and advanced research training. 

Many topics that would be particularly novel, salient, or generative to study in the Arab 

world, require elaborate approaches and methods5 like in-depth analyses, qualitative work, 

numerous pilot studies, translations, and a combination of mixed methods that allow for more 

                                                           
4 Although exact numbers are unavailable, the authors estimate the presence of under 50 Arab social psychologists 

working in/on the region, only a portion of which researching topics related to political psychology (see Saab et al., 

2020, for an estimate of psychologists publishing in the Arabic language). 
5 In a study examining relations between refugees and host communities in Lebanon, researchers have relied on a 

review of multiple previous data reports published by UNHCR and other organizations that work with Syrian 

refugees in Lebanon (e.g., VASYR, 2017), to compensate for the scarce academic research. 
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culturally sensitive research (Moghaddam et al., 2003). Unfortunately, and based on our personal 

experiences with conducting sensitive research in these contexts, these designs take more time 

and resources than most scholars have, in an era that demands multiple studies in publications to 

be deemed worthwhile (e.g. Adams et al., 2018).  

Moreover, regional instability requires flexibility and a certain amount of comfort with 

uncertainty. In October 2019, Lebanon witnessed a popular uprising against corrupt political 

leadership and the country’s economic deterioration (Amnesty, 2020). Several ongoing projects 

on intergroup relations had to pause work and reassess their questions and goals. During the long 

periods needed to develop studies, sudden shifts in political and social conditions would either 

inhibit/interrupt access to the researched population or freedom to conduct the research (e.g., 

activists imprisoned, explosions, populations displaced, scholars threatened or attacked) or 

invalidate the concepts or scales included in the study. Such challenges hinder the development 

of strong (or any) research institutions, infrastructure, or local personnel that can promote long-

term research in the area. 

Furthermore, most Arab academic institutions are teaching-focused, and across all Arab 

states, only seven universities offer Master’s degrees and four offer doctoral degrees in social 

psychology (Saab et al., 2020). This translates to less institutional support for research, 

particularly ones involving intricate theories, methodologies, and analyses, in terms of funding, 

time, incentives, or RA’s, while still pushing scholars to publish (preferably in international 

outlets). In many cases, scholars resort to collaborative, cross-cultural projects, which oftentimes 

allow for little input from on-site local collaborators. More importantly, they rely on direct 

translations of survey measures that have been set by central international teams. These 

collaborative projects can be useful but are often exploitative and hegemonic in their approach 
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and organization (e.g., Hanafi & Arvanitis, 2014) and cannot stand alone as primary sources of 

literature on the region.  

Reliance on college samples or online sampling portals (e.g., Mechanical Turk), despite 

the shortcomings of each methodology (Henrich et al., 2010; Sheehan, 2018), has aided 

researchers in obtaining large samples of data quickly and inexpensively for decades. However, 

most online sampling portals do not service the Arab world and, to the best of our knowledge, 

many Arab universities do not provide institutional forms of encouragement (e.g., course credit) 

for student participation – thus rendering even these “convenient” sampling techniques 

unattainable.  

On the one hand, these difficulties could lead to the opportune reliance on more diverse 

and representative samples, outside student and online communities, to achieve closer 

approximations of the pulse of a society (e.g., Alfadhli et al., 2019; Ayanian & Tausch, 2016). 

On the other hand, accessing a wider range of individuals presents its own set of challenges, 

starting with the logistics of collecting representative data (Harb, 2016). Certain communities 

(e.g., low-skilled migrant workers in Gulf countries) are almost impossible to access, either due 

to their geographic or living conditions (e.g., low-skilled migrant workers in Gulf countries; 

Joshi et al. 2011) or due to the presence of violence (Ford et al., 2009). Some countries do not 

possess updated population data or may not be willing to part with census information, thereby 

preventing a proper procedure of random sampling. In nationally diverse regions, such as the 

Gulf, where some residents are not proficient in English or Arabic, researchers must also assess 

the feasibility of translating measures into multiple languages or foregoing certain groups 

altogether. Snowballing techniques or other forms of convenience sampling are also not always 

effective, particularly in communities that place little value on the usefulness of academic studies 
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or are wary of their intentions. Under these sampling constraints, building new theories that 

typically rely on appropriate samples becomes more difficult (Sue, 1993), especially in countries 

with heavy handed measures of population control and monitoring, in the absence of appropriate 

support and funding, and with reviewers applying different standards regarding sampling for 

Western vs non-Western studies (e.g., Bou Zeineddine et al., under review). 

Furthermore, in attempting to reach community members representing various 

backgrounds, social strata, and perspectives, the need for culturally valid measures becomes 

more crucial. Merely translating scales developed with WEIRD societies in mind is not 

sufficient. According to Zebian et al. (2007), many Arab-based studies included noncollege 

students, while over half the measures used were originally developed with non-Arab– and 

student– samples in mind. Of course, there is sometimes quite a bit to be gained from pre-

existing scales (Kennedy, 2005), but direct or literal translations that falsely assume constructs 

and phrases are universally understood in similar ways neglect cultural variations and the need 

for more culturally appropriate adaptations (Werner & Campbell, 2001). Current 

recommendations include incorporating qualitative methods into the measurement process, 

focusing on more culturally appropriate translations, and ending the sole reliance on post-hoc 

psychometric assessments of measures (Kennedy, 2005). This process requires time and 

resources from researchers, however. Moreover, aside from the possibility that nonstudent 

samples (of varying age, SES, literacy, and background) may not share similar experiences 

(especially in political psychology), they are also less likely to have had much experience or 

familiarity with participating in studies, thereby impacting how they understand and react to 

instruments, how much trust they place in the objectivity and confidentiality of studies, how safe 

they feel about engaging in sensitive topics, and consequently, how candidly they respond 
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(Sultana, 2007). Reaching larger samples in many countries requires community, government, 

and participant support and cooperation, which are particularly difficult to attain when it comes 

to questions perceived to threaten the political status quo. We elaborate on this next. 

Social, Political, and Ethical Challenges 

Research on human participants, particularly members of vulnerable populations, 

requires a long list of ethical considerations, including privacy, confidentiality, and the 

protection of participants (Sales & Folkman, 2000). Research in unstable and conflict-ridden 

settings brings about additional considerations beyond those of institutional ethical boards (see 

Moss et al., 2019). This includes genuine efforts to collaborate locally, engage continuously with 

communities, and ensure that the research benefits communities, directly or indirectly (Ford et 

al., 2009; Sukarieh & Tannock, 2013).  

In some cases, institutionally-approved studies may still be delayed or prohibited by 

governments or local parties, who are not obligated to cite their reasons (Warwick, 1993). For 

example, in a multi-year media study in the region, one measure assesses levels of trust in media 

outlets. This question was permitted (or at least slipped under the radar) in Egypt in 2015 but was 

not allowed to be asked again in 2019 (Media Use in the Middle East, 2019). In another example, 

a survey assessing political attitudes of Egyptians residing in the Gulf towards their home 

country caught the attention of the Egyptian embassy, who reached out to the main researcher 

and asked them to modify the survey if they wished to continue collecting data. In Lebanon, one 

of the authors was advised to remove certain questions to avoid catching the attention – and ire – 

of certain political parties in the country. These restrictions occur often enough to hinder the 

process of data collection on questions of varying political sensitivity (Harb, 2016). Additionally, 

legalized religious and cultural sensitivities mean that, in some countries, many topics (e.g. 
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homosexuality, regime repression) cannot even be mentioned as examples (e.g., in instruments 

assessing support for minority rights), much less be the primary topic of examination. 

Conducting such studies (e.g. on underground sexual minority communities) directly and 

seriously jeopardizes participants’ as well as researchers’ security and freedoms. Researchers 

have noted that inequities in the systems of knowledge production are not just lingering modern-

colonial hegemony or issues with material resource deprivations, but also are intimately 

connected to the authoritarian and illiberal regimes found in most of this region’s countries, and 

the tight norms they foster (e.g., Hanafi, 2016).  

The problems with sensitive questions in a politically unstable region go beyond 

institutional (and non-institutional) sensitivities and support, however. Participant perception and 

apprehension about studies’ possible purposes interfere heavily with the quality and validity of 

data. Outside WEIRD “overstudied” populations, the norms of data collection – confidentiality, 

anonymity, expectations of candidness, proper interpretation of measures– are not familiar to the 

average (or target) underrepresented participant (Zebian et al., 2007). Specifically, reassurances 

of anonymity and confidentiality may not sufficiently persuade individuals to engage with 

questions about their loyalty or support for regimes, political ideologies, or sectarian groups, or 

about controversial opinions (Sue, 1993). Participant fears range from ostracization to 

deportation, imprisonment, or worse, on accounts of incitement. At the very least, we would 

expect higher rates of socially desirable responses, similar to what is documented among ethnic 

minority groups and within countries of relatively lower affluence (Johnson & Van de Vijver, 

2003). Furthermore, project affiliations or sources of funding could also trigger suspicion and 

evasion by target communities. Relatedly, non-local researchers could be perceived as modern 

proxies of colonialism – another means to influence the region into fulfilling a certain agenda – 
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or carriers of misguided and misinformed racist perceptions about communities they know little 

about (Warwick, 1993).  

Furthermore, in societies heavily divided by sectarianism, factionalism, and political 

ideology, even local researchers could be perceived as “the other side” or pushing their personal 

agendas, and/or untrustworthy with potentially incriminating information. On the other hand, 

participants may be right to question how researchers’ power, positionality, and socially 

constructed biases might shape what and how questions are asked, responded to, and interpreted 

(Binns, 2006; Kram, 1988). Particular communities that are subjected to heavier research (e.g., 

those in refugee camps) have grown weary of engaging with questions more relevant to Western 

academia than the community’s actual concerns, and disappointment when promises of social 

change go unfulfilled (Sukarieh & Tannock, 2013). Arab scholars must be aware of how their 

socioeconomic status, education, cultural, religious and political influences and personal goals 

color their own perceptions as well as the community’s hesitation to cooperate. Addressing these 

issues requires critical, sensitive, reflexive, and inclusive approaches to research. 

A notable observation of the PsycInfo search mentioned earlier is that an almost equal 

number of publications (on Palestinian samples mostly) has emerged from Israeli scholars alone 

compared to all other Arab publications. While some might argue that data emerging from these 

endeavors can enrich our understanding of a group that would have otherwise been severely 

understudied, it remains problematic in several ways. First, there is the practical and very 

controversial question of whether this is considered research within Arab regions, when this is in 

reality a settler-colonial context, in a land occupied by Israelis (Beinin & Stein, 2006). Second, 

the Arab-Israeli conflict has shaped attitudes and perceptions between the two groups for almost 

a century (Lesch, 2018). Although some Israeli academics have expressed support for the 
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Arab/Palestinian cause, some even explicitly protesting the occupation, they still likely carry 

some of their society’s perspectives and biases, which would inevitably shape research design 

and interpretation, while leaving Palestinian voices outside the conversation (Binns, 2006). This 

power imbalance between researcher and subject must be counterpoised by more contributions 

from within the Arab academic community.   

Finally, as an issue of moral responsibility, many Arab scholars abide by the boycott of 

Israeli academic institutions complicit in violations of Palestinian rights (Hermez & Soukarieh, 

2013). Additionally, collaboration with Israeli institutions and travel to Israel are prohibited for 

most Arab citizens. Hence, multi-national projects including Israeli collaborations and 

international conferences held in Israel effectively exclude Arab scholars. 

The Future of Political Psychology in the Arab Region 

The concern over the potential harm that Western biases could cause has sometimes led 

to the drastic solution of avoiding research endeavors in the Global South altogether (Sultana, 

2007). This is an unfortunate choice, particularly when properly conducted research can 

potentially inform advocacy and policy change (Ford et al., 2009). The challenges presented in 

this chapter are not meant to be discouraging, but rather cautionary. Perhaps best practice does 

not have to incorporate an all-or-nothing approach, but one that recognizes cultural and political 

sensitivities, inequalities, and the positionality and role of researchers (Bhatia, 2019). And 

despite the challenges in conducting political psychological research in the Arab region, there are 

promising signs of progress. 

It is worth reminding that the region is overflowing with academic and public policy 

groups that tackle violence, politics, and security studies from various disciplines, although 

psychological perspectives are often excluded from the discourse. The primary responsibility to 
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bridge this gap and include political psychology in the conversation falls on political 

psychologists themselves. Local scholars must collaborate together and reach out to other 

academic and policy groups to create a well-rounded understanding of the region. International 

scholars must understand the challenges that unstable, conservative, and authoritarian contexts 

pose, while encouraging and appreciating innovative and unconventional approaches to research 

in the region. The growing recognition of the roles of critical, indigenous, discursive, and 

liberation psychology in challenging traditional approaches and navigating diverse contexts is a 

positive move in that direction (Andreouli & Figgou, 2019; Bhatia, 2019; Nesbitt-Larking & 

Kinnvall, 2012). 

Another positive development to this end is the rapidly growing number of Arab and 

Arab-based social/political psychologists, particularly in the past two decades. The authors are 

also aware of (or are contributing to) various ongoing projects examining a wide range of topics, 

such as collective action, social dominance and resistance, collective memory, norms, gender, 

region-based migrant and refugee communities, as well as changes in political attitudes and 

values over time (e.g., Adra et al., 2019; Albzour et al., 2019; Ayanian et al., 2020; Badaan et al., 

2020; Bou Zeineddine & Qumseya, under review).  

Furthermore, political psychologists have begun seeking out several large-scale survey 

projects emerging from other disciplines. The Arab Barometer (2006 – present), the Arab 

Opinion Index (2011 – present), and the Media in the Middle East survey (2013 – present) focus 

on political opinion and/or media polling, across up to 12 Arab countries each.  Additionally, 

some Arab countries have participated in international studies like the World Values Survey 

(2010 - present), which includes various social-political measures. These data are valuable, but 



18 
 

until recently, have been underutilized, particularly in exploring processes and models that are 

relevant to the field. 

Nevertheless, the road ahead remains long and hard. The field should take a step back, 

avoid the blind adoption of constructs and theories based on Western samples and contexts, 

invest in the gradual growth of critical indigenous psychology, and reform the systems of 

knowledge production it relies on (Bou Zeineddine et al., under review). Arab political 

psychologists need breathing room to work, political space within which they can examine their 

own societies critically. But until international relations and domestic politics align to allow this, 

Arab scholars need to innovate, adapt, and collaborate with regional and international scholars 

on potentially arduous approaches to research..  

A certain degree of hybridity (Hanafi & Arvanitis, 2014) entails fluency in both local and 

“international” research concerns, practices, and ideas, and flexible use of this larger toolbox. 

Such hybridity can be difficult to maintain, especially for researchers living in diaspora, working 

in foreign languages, or unable to return to their countries. It can be equally difficult for scholars 

isolated from the international mainstream literature (e.g., through linguistic barriers). 

Leveraging the small numbers of researchers in the field to forge strong professional networks 

across national and linguistic boundaries could be an adequate approach to maintaining 

hybridity, but is contingent on there being at least some local political psychologists, a fact that is 

not true in many Arab countries, and a precarious and potentially ephemeral reality in others. 

Importing Western faculty is not the answer in the long term (Miller-Idriss & Hanauer, 2011). 

Training more Arab political psychologists, setting up a regional political psychology working 

group or association, expanding Arab psychology programs so psychologists can work locally 

and begin training others in turn, engaging in political activism in favor of freedom of speech 
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and academic freedom and good governance, are all essential, if difficult, avenues political 

psychologists must take. 

Both international and Arab researchers must also recognize the richness and value of the 

context and prioritize topics that are most pressing for the region, even if potentially disruptive of 

the field. The cultural and political diversity in the region, and the limitations in Western theories 

and perspectives, demand a wide range of political psychological research that comes from 

listening to the concerns and needs of the community itself (Chatty et al., 2005) and reflecting in 

nuanced and systematic ways on what this community can teach all of us about the diversity of 

human experiences. 

 

References 

Abou-Hatab, F. (1997). Psychology from Egyptian, Arab, and Islamic perspectives: Unfulfilled 

hopes and hopeful fulfillment. European Psychologist, 2, 356-365.  

Adams, G., Estrada-Villalta, S., & Gómez, L. H. (2018). The modernity/coloniality of being: 

Hegemonic psychology as intercultural relations. International Journal of Intercultural 

Relations: Special Issue on Colonial Past and Intergroup Relations, 62, 13-22. 

Adra, A., Harb, C., Li, M., & Baumert, A. (2019). Predicting collective action tendencies among 

Filipina domestic workers in Lebanon: Integrating the Social Identity Model of Collective 

Action and the role of fear. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430219885180 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430219885180


20 
 

Albzour, M., Penic, S., Nasser, R., & Green, E. G. (2019). Support for" normalization" of 

relations between Palestinians and Israelis, and how it relates to contact and resistance in 

the West Bank. Journal of Social and Political Psychology, 7, 978-996. 

Alfadhli, K., Cakal, H., & Drury, J. (2019). The role of emergent shared identity in psychosocial 

support among refugees of conflict in developing countries. International Review of Social 

Psychology, 32(1), 2. 

Amnesty International (2020, July 16). Lebanon Protests Explained. Retrieved from 

https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2019/11/lebanon-protests-explained/. 

Andreouli, E., & Figgou, L. (2019). Critical social psychology of politics. In K. O’Doherty  & D. 

Hodgetts  (Eds.). Sage handbook of applied social psychology (p.148-165). Sage. 

Ayanian, A. H., & Tausch, N. (2016). How risk perception shapes collective action intentions in 

repressive contexts: A study of Egyptian activists during the 2013 post‐coup 

uprising. British Journal of Social Psychology, 55(4), 700-721. 

Ayanian, A. H., Tausch, N., Acar, Y. G., Chayinska, M., Cheung, W.-Y., & Lukyanova, Y. 

(2020, July 2). Resistance in Repressive Contexts: A Comprehensive Test of 

Psychological Predictors. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology. Advance online 

publication.  

Badaan, V., Jost, J. T., Fernando, J., & Kashima, Y. (2020). Imagining better societies: A social 

psychological framework for the study of utopian thinking and collective action. Social 

and Personality Psychology Compass, 14(4), e12525. 

Beinin, J., & Stein, R. L. (2006). The struggle for sovereignty: Palestine and Israel, 1993-2005. 

Stanford University Press. 

https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2019/11/lebanon-protests-explained/


21 
 

Berry, J. W. (1997). Immigration, acculturation, and adaptation. Applied psychology, 46(1), 5-34.   

Berry, J. W. (2015). Acculturation. In J. E. Grusec & P. D. Hastings (Eds.), Handbook of 

socialization: Theory and research (p. 520–538). The Guilford Press. 

Bhatia, S. (2019). Searching for justice in an unequal world: Reframing indigenous psychology 

as a cultural and political project. Journal of Theoretical and Philosophical 

Psychology, 39(2), 107.  

Binns, T. (2006). Doing fieldwork in developing countries: Planning and logistics. In V. Desai & 

R. Potter (Eds.). Doing development research, (p. 13-24). Sage. 

Bou Zeineddine, F., Kende, A., Ayanian, A., Lasticova, B., & Saab, R. (under review). "Some 

uninteresting data from a faraway country": Inequity and coloniality in social 

psychological research. Journal of Social Issues. 

Bou Zeineddine, F. & Pratto, F. (2017). The need for power and the power of needs: An 

ecological approach for political psychology. Advances in Political Psychology, 38, 3-35. 

Bou Zeineddine, F., & Qumseya, T. (under review). The contents, organization, and  

functions of living historical memory in Egypt and Morocco. Asian Journal of Social  

Psychology. 

Boyden, J. (2001) ‘Children’s Participation in the Context of Forced Migration’, PLA Notes 42, 

52-56. 

Brandt, M. J., & Henry, P. J. (2012). Gender inequality and gender differences in 

authoritarianism. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 38(10), 1301-1315. 



22 
 

Burgess, S. M., & Steenkamp, J. B. E. (2006). Marketing renaissance: How research in emerging 

markets advances marketing science and practice. International Journal of Research in 

Marketing, 23(4), 337-356.  

Cazeneuve, J. (1 Psychology, 949). Psychology of the warrior. Egyptian Journal of 5(1), 69-85. 

El-Rawy, M. (1947). Alkatlo'l 'Syasy. Egyptian Journal of Psychology, 3, 207-214. 

Chafe’l, A. M. (1949). Voluntary control of war and peace. Egyptian Journal of Psychology, 

5(1), 123-128. 

Chatty, D., Crivello, G., & Hundt, G. L. (2005). Theoretical and methodological challenges of 

studying refugee children in the Middle East and North Africa: Young Palestinian, Afghan 

and Sahrawi refugees. Journal of Refugee Studies, 18(4), 387- 409.Crowson, H. M. 

(2009). Right-wing authoritarianism and social dominance orientation: As mediators of 

worldview beliefs on attitudes related to the war on terror. Social Psychology, 40(2), 93. 

De La Roque, B.B. (1960). Stéréotypes ethniques et problémes d'immigration: Acculturation des 

autochtones et des immigrants en Israel. Bulletin du C.E.R.P., 9, 363-384. 

Deeb, L., & Winegar, J. (2015). Anthropology's politics: disciplining the Middle East. Stanford 

University Press. 

Diab, L. N. (1959). Authoritarianism and prejudice in near-eastern students attending American 

universities. The Journal of Social Psychology 50(2), 175-187. 

Djeriouat, H., & Mullet, E. (2013). Public perception of the motives that lead political leaders to 

launch interstate armed conflicts: A structural and cross-cultural study. Universitas 

Psychologica, 12(2), 327-346.  



23 
 

El-Amine, A. (2009). Meta-Issues involved in research in Arab States: Reflections of a social 

scientist. In S. BouJaoude & Z. R. Dagher (Eds). The World of Science Education (pp. 

257-264). Brill Sense.  

Fargues, P. (2011). Immigration without inclusion: non-nationals in nation-building in the Gulf 

States. Asian and Pacific Migration Journal, 20(3-4), 273-292. 

Fischer, R., Harb, C., Al-Sarraf, S., & Nashabe, O. (2008). Support for resistance among Iraqi 

students: An exploratory study. Basic and Applied Social Psychology, 30(2), 167-175. 

Ford, N., Mills, E. J., Zachariah, R., & Upshur, R. (2009). Ethics of conducting research in 

conflict settings. Conflict and Gealth, 3(1), 7. 

Galioun, B. (1997). The reasons for impeded progress in general scientific research in the Arab 

world [in Arabic]. Bahithat, 3, 320-335. 

Gelvin, J. L. (2016). The modern Middle East: A history (4th Edition). Oxford University Press, 

USA. 

Gilens, M., & Page, B. I. (2014). Testing theories of American politics: Elites, interest groups, 

and average citizens. Perspectives on politics, 12(3), 564-581. 

Hammad, J., & Tribe, R. (2020). Culturally informed resilience in conflict settings: A literature 

review of Sumud in the occupied Palestinian territories. International Review of 

Psychiatry, 1-8. 

Hanafi, S. (2012). The Arab revolutions; the emergence of a new political subjectivity. 

Contemporary Arab Affairs, 5(2), 198-213. 

Hanafi, S., & Arvanitis, R. (2014). The marginalization of the Arab language in social science:  



24 
 

Structural constraints and dependency by choice. Current Sociology, 62, 723-742. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0011392114531504 

Harb, C. (2016). The Arab region: Cultures, values, and identity. In M. M. Amer & G. H. Awad 

(Eds.), Handbook of Arab American psychology (pp. 3–18). Routledge/Taylor & Francis 

Group.  

Henrich, J., Heine, S. J., & Norenzayan, A. (2010). The weirdest people in the world? Behavioral 

and Brain Sciences, 33(2–3), 61–83. 

Henry, P. J., Sidanius, J., Levin, S., & Pratto, F. (2005). Social dominance orientation, 

authoritarianism, and support for intergroup violence between the Middle East and 

America. Political Psychology, 26(4), 569-584.  

Hermez, S., & Soukarieh, M. (2013). Boycotts against Israel and the Question of Academic 

Freedom in American Universities in the Arab World. Journal of Academic Freedom, 4. 

Ibrahim, A. S. (2013). Arab world psychology. The Encyclopedia of Cross‐Cultural 

Psychology, 1, 88-94. 

Ibrahim, Z. (1949). Psychological basis of peace. Egyptian Journal of Psychology, 5(1), 49–64. 

Jabbar, S. A., & Zaza, H. I. (2019). Post-traumatic Stress and Depression (PSTD) and general 

anxiety among Iraqi refugee children: a case study from Jordan. Early Child Development 

and Care, 189(7), 1114-1134. 

Jamal, A., & Tessler, M. (2008). The Democracy Barometers (Part II): Attitudes in the Arab 

World. Journal of Democracy, 19(1), 97-111. 



25 
 

Jasko, K., Webber, D., Kruglanski, A. W., Gelfand, M., Taufiqurrohman, M., Hettiarachchi, M., 

& Gunaratna, R. (2020). Social context moderates the effects of quest for significance on 

violent extremism. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 118(6), 1165–1187. 

Johnson, T. P., & Van de Vijver, F. J. (2003). Social desirability in cross-cultural research. In F. 

J. van de Vijver, P. P. Mohler, & J. Wiley (Eds.). Cross-Cultural Survey Methods, 325 (p. 

195-204). Hoboken, NJ: Wiley-Interscience. 

Joshi, S., Simkhada, P., & Prescott, G. J. (2011). Health problems of Nepalese migrants working 

in three Gulf countries. BMC International Health and human rights, 11(1), 3.  

Khalidi, R. (Ed.). (1991). The origins of Arab nationalism. Columbia University Press. 

Khamis, V. (2019). Posttraumatic stress disorder and emotion dysregulation among Syrian 

refugee children and adolescents resettled in Lebanon and Jordan. Child Abuse & 

Neglect, 89, 29-39.  

Keehn, J.D. (1955). An examination of the two-factor theory of social attitudes in a Near Eastern 

culture. The Journal of Social Psychology, 42, 13-20. 

Kelman, H. C., & Cohen, S. P. (1976). The problem-solving workshop: A social-psychological 

contribution to the resolution of international conflicts. Journal of Peace Research, 13(2), 

79-90.  

Kennedy, D. P. (2005). Scale adaptation and ethnography. Field Methods, 17(4), 412-431. 

Kira, I. A., Shuwiekh, H., Al-Huwailah, A. H., Lewandowski, L., Alawneh, A. W. N., Abou-

Mediene, S., ... & Aljakoub, J. (2019). The central role of social identity in oppression, 

discrimination and social-structural violence: Collective identity stressors and traumas, 



26 
 

their dynamics and mental health impact. Peace and Conflict: Journal of Peace 

Psychology, 25(3), 262. 

Kira, I. A., Shuwiekh, H., & Bujold-Bugeaud, M. (2017). Toward identifying the etiologies of 

gender differences in authoritarianism and mental health: An Egyptian study. Peace and 

Conflict: Journal of Peace Psychology, 23(2), 183. 

Kram, K. E. (1988). “On the Researcher’s Group Memberships”. In D. N. Berg & K.K. Smith 

(eds.) The Self in Social Inquiry: Researching Methods (p. 247-266). London: Sage. 

Kreidie, L.H., & Monroe, K.R. (2002). Psychological boundaries and ethnic conflict: How identity 

constrained choice and worked to turn ordinary people into perpetrators of ethnic violence 

during the Lebanese civil war. International Journal of Politics, Culture and Society, 16, 

5-35.  

Kteily, N., Hodson, G., & Bruneau, E. (2016). They see us as less than human: 

Metadehumanization predicts intergroup conflict via reciprocal dehumanization. Journal 

of Personality and Social Psychology, 110(3), 343–370. 

Kteily, N., & Bruneau, E. (2017). Backlash: The politics and real-world consequences of 

minority group dehumanization. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 43(1), 87-

104. 

Lesch, D. W. (2018). The Arab-Israeli conflict: a history. Oxford University Press. 

Levin, S., Kteily, N., Pratto, F., Sidanius, J., & Matthews, M. (2016). Muslims’ emotions toward 

Americans predict support for Hezbollah and Al Qaeda for threat-specific 

reasons. Motivation and Emotion, 40(1), 162-177. 



27 
 

Levin, S., Pratto, F., Matthews, M., Sidanius, J., & Kteily, N. (2013). A dual process approach to 

understanding prejudice toward Americans in Lebanon: An extension to intergroup threat 

perceptions and emotions. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 16(2), 139-158. 

Louis, W. R., Esses, V. M., & Lalonde, R. N. (2013). National identification, perceived threat, 

and dehumanization as antecedents of negative attitudes toward immigrants in A ustralia 

and C anada. Journal of Applied Social Psychology, 43, 156-165. 

Malika, L. (1965, 1970, 1979, 1985, 1990, 1994). Readings in social psychology in the Arab 

countries [in Arabic] (Vols. 1–7). General Egyptian Book Organization. 

MacLeod, R. B. (1959). The Arab Middle East: some social psychological problems. Journal of 

Social Issues, 15(3), 69-75. 

Masterson, D., & Lehmann, M. C. (2020). Refugees, Mobilization, and Humanitarian Aid: 

Evidence from the Syrian Refugee Crisis in Lebanon. Journal of Conflict 

Resolution, 64(5), 817-843. 

McFarland, S. G. (2005). On the eve of war: Authoritarianism, social dominance, and American 

students’ attitudes toward attacking Iraq. Personality and Social Psychology 

Bulletin, 31(3), 360-367. 

Media Use in the Middle East (2019). Bias and credibility. Retrieved from 

http://www.mideastmedia.org/survey/2019/chapter/bias-and-credibility/. 

Melikian, L. H., & Diab, L. N. (1959). Group affiliations of university students in the Arab 

Middle East. The Journal of Social Psychology, 49(2), 145-159. 

Miller‐Idriss, C., & Hanauer, E. (2011). Transnational higher education: Offshore campuses in 

the Middle East. Comparative Education, 47(2), 181-207. 

http://www.mideastmedia.org/survey/2019/chapter/bias-and-credibility/


28 
 

Mironova, V. (2019). From Freedom Fighters to Jihadists: Human Resources of Non-State 

Armed Groups. Oxford University Press. 

Moghaddam, F., Walker, B., & Harré, R. (2003). Cultural distance, levels of abstraction, and the 

advantages of mixed methods. In A. Tashakkori & C. Teddlie (Eds.), Handbook of mixed 

methods in social and behavioural research (pp.111-134). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage 

Moss, S. M., Uluğ, Ö. M., & Acar, Y. G. (2019). Doing research in conflict contexts: Practical 

and ethical challenges for researchers when conducting fieldwork. Peace and Conflict: 

Journal of Peace Psychology, 25(1), 86–99. 

Nesbitt-Larking, P., & Kinnvall, C. (2012). The discursive frames of political 

psychology. Political Psychology, 33(1), 45-59. 

Nye, Joseph. S. 1990. “Soft Power,” Foreign Policy 80: 153-171. 

Pratto, F., Sidanius, J., Bou Zeineddine, F., Kteily, N., & Levin, S. (2014). When domestic 

politics and international relations intermesh: Subordinated publics’ factional support 

within layered power structures. Foreign Policy Analysis, 10, 127–148. 

Prothro, E. T. (1954). Studies in stereotypes: IV. Lebanese businessmen. The Journal of Social 

Psychology, 40, 275-280. 

Prothro, E. T. (1955). The effect of strong negative attitudes on the placement of items in a 

Thurstone Scale. The Journal of Social Psychology, 41(1), 11-17. 

Prothro, E. T., & Melikian, L. H. (1953). Generalized ethnic attitudes in the Arab Near 

East. Sociology & Social Research, 37, 375–379. 

Prothro, E. T., & Melikian, L. H. (1954). Studies in stereotypes: III. Arab students in the Near 

East. The Journal of Social Psychology, 40, 237-243. 



29 
 

Prothro, E. T. & Keehn, J. D. (1956). The structure of social attitudes in Lebanon. The Journal of 

Abnormal and Social Psychology, 53(2), 157-160. 

Prothro, E. T. & Keehn, J. D. (1957). Stereotypes and semantic space. The Journal of Social 

Psychology, 45, 197-209. 

Rad, M. S., Martingano, A. J., & Ginges, J. (2018). Toward a psychology of Homo sapiens: 

Making psychological science more representative of the human population. Proceedings 

of the National Academy of Sciences, 115(45), 11401-11405. 

Reijerse, A., Van Acker, K., Vanbeselaere, N., Phalet, K., & Duriez, B. (2013). Beyond the 

ethnic‐civic dichotomy: Cultural citizenship as a new way of excluding immigrants. 

Political Psychology, 34(4), 611-630.   

Saab, R., Ayanian, A. H., & Hawi, D. R. (2020). The Status of Arabic Social Psychology: A 

Review of 21st-Century Research Articles. Social Psychological and Personality Science, 

1-11. 

Saab, R., Harb, C., & Moughalian, C. (2017). Intergroup contact as a predictor of violent and 

nonviolent collective action: Evidence from Syrian refugees and Lebanese nationals. 

Peace and Conflict: Journal of Peace Psychology, 23(3), 297-306. 

Sadowski, F., Endrass, J., & Zick, A. (2019). Are authoritarianism and militancy key 

characteristics of religious fundamentalism? A latent class analysis of an Egyptian Muslim 

sample. Psychology of Religion and Spirituality, 11(4), 442–448.  

Sales, B. D., & Folkman, S. (Eds.). (2000). Ethics in research with human 

participants. American Psychological Association. 



30 
 

Sanchez-Sosa, J., & Riveros, A. (2007). Theory, research, and practice in psychology in the 

developing (majority) world. In M. Gielen & U. Stevens (Eds.), Toward a global 

psychology: Theory, research, intervention, and pedagogy (pp. 101–146). Lawrence 

Erlbaum Associates. 

Sayegh, L., & Lasry, J. C. (1993). Immigrants' adaptation in Canada: Assimilation, acculturation, 

and orthogonal cultural identification. Canadian Psychology/Psychologie Canadienne, 

34(1), 98.   

Scull, N. C., Alkhadher, O., & Alawadi, S. (2020). Why People Join Terrorist Groups in Kuwait: 

A Qualitative Examination. Political Psychology, 41(2), 231-247. 

Shabana, A. (2020). Science and Scientific Production in the Middle East: Past and Present. 

Sociology of Islam, 8(2), 151-158. 

Sheehan, K. B. (2018). Crowdsourcing research: data collection with Amazon’s Mechanical 

Turk. Communication Monographs, 85(1), 140-156. 

Shuval, J. T. (1956). Patterns of Inter Group Tension and Affinity. International Social Science 

Journal, 8(1), 75-123. 

Smith, L. G., Livingstone, A. G., & Thomas, E. F. (2019). Advancing the social psychology of 

rapid societal change. British Journal of Social Psychology, 58(1), 33-44. 

Stewart, A. L., Pratto, F., Bou Zeineddine, F., Sweetman, J., Eicher, V., Licata, L., ... & 

Cichocka, A. (2016). International support for the Arab uprisings: Understanding 

sympathetic collective action using theories of social dominance and social 

identity. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 19(1), 6-26.  



31 
 

Sue, D. W. (1993). Confronting ourselves: The White and racial/ethnic-minority researcher. The 

Counseling Psychologist, 21(2), 244-249. 

Sukarieh, M., & Tannock, S. (2013). On the problem of over-researched communities: The case 

of the Shatila Palestinian refugee camp in Lebanon. Sociology, 47(3), 494-508. 

Sultana, F. (2007). Reflexivity, positionality and participatory ethics: Negotiating fieldwork 

dilemmas in international research. ACME: An International Journal for Critical 

Geographies, 6(3), 374-385.  

Tannous, A. (1942). Group Behavior in the Village Community of Lebanon. American Journal 

of Sociology, 48(2), 231-239.  

The Arab Barometer (n.d.). Retrieved from http://www.arabbarometer.org/.  

The Arab Opinion Index (n.d.). Retrieved from 

https://www.dohainstitute.org/en/ProgramsAndProjects/Pages/programDetailedpage.aspx?

PageId=4. 

UNHCR. (2017, February 27). Which country hosts the most refugees? Retrieved from 

http://www.unhcr.org/news/videos/2017/2/58b3f4714/which-countries-host-the-most-

refugeesquest.html 

Vora, N. (2018). Teach for Arabia: American universities, liberalism, and transnational Qatar. 

Stanford University Press. 

Warwick, D. P. (1993). The politics and ethics of field research. In M. Bulmer & D. P. Warwick 

(Eds), Social research in developing countries (p. 315-331). Routledge. 

http://www.arabbarometer.org/
https://www.dohainstitute.org/en/ProgramsAndProjects/Pages/programDetailedpage.aspx?PageId=4
https://www.dohainstitute.org/en/ProgramsAndProjects/Pages/programDetailedpage.aspx?PageId=4
http://www.unhcr.org/news/videos/2017/2/58b3f4714/which-countries-host-the-most-refugeesquest.html
http://www.unhcr.org/news/videos/2017/2/58b3f4714/which-countries-host-the-most-refugeesquest.html


32 
 

Werner, O., and D. T. Campbell. 2001. The translation of personality and attitude tests. In Social 

measurement. Vol. 3 of Sage classics, ed. D. T. Campbell and M. J. Russo, 311–21. 

Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. 

World Values Survey(n.d.). Retrieved from http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/wvs.jsp. 

Zebian, S., Alamuddin, R., Maalouf, M., & Chatila, Y. (2007). Developing an appropriate 

psychology through culturally sensitive research practices in the Arabic-speaking world: 

A content analysis of psychological research published between 1950 and 2004. Journal 

of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 38(2), 91–122. 

 

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/wvs.jsp

