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The Role of Higher Education in Social Mobility in Light of Some Variables from The Point of
View of the instructors of the UNRWA Educational Institutions in Jordan

Mohammad Hasan Amayreh *

ABSTRACT

This study aimed at identifying the higher education role in social mobility in Jordan in light of some
variables. To achieve the aims of the study, a questionnaire of (27) items was developed. It was divided
into two domains which are social domain and economic domain.

The sample of the study consisted (433) UNRWA teachers in Jordan, Amman Training Center and Faculty
of Educational Sciences at UNRWA. Findings revealed that the degree of higher education role in Social
mobility in Jordan from the sample perspective was high in social domain and medium in economic
domain. The study indicated statistically significant differences (0.05 = o) on the study two domains and
the overall degree of the instrument according to gender and in favor of females. There were also
statistically significant differences (0.05 = o) in the economic domain only and the overall degree
according to academic qualification and in favor of PHD holders. There were also statistically significant
differences (0.05 = o) according to the study domains and the overall degree according to profession and
in favor of university instructors and place of residence in favor of city and village residents. Finally, there
were no statistically significant differences (0.05 = a) according to the study two domains and the overall
degree of the instrument according to experience variable.

Results also indicated that the effect of the study variables on determining the social mobility was in
descending rank orders as follows: gender variable, place of residence variable, profession variable,

experience variable, and lastly the academic qualification variable.

Keywords: Social Mobility, Higher Education, Amman Training Center/ UNRWA, Faculty of
Educational Sciences/ UNRWA.
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