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The relationship analysis between the Strategic Deception and

Opportunistic Behavior: an exploratory study the opinions of a sample of
workers in some Iraqgi University
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Abstract

The current study aims to acknowledge the type of the relationship between the
Strategic deception, and Opportunistic behavior in the work. The employee of
some Irag universities such as Southern Technical University, Kufa University,
Kerbala University and Al-gadisiyah University. (400) questionnaire had
randomly been distributed and the number of return questionnaires was (300),
where is the useful questionnaire or reached (306) which is (76%) as a response
ratio. More a very the surrey result had no a clear understanding for research
variables. In the scientific part, and based on these programs SPSS v.20. and
Amos v.20., we found out some results which have a relationship of significant
effect has statistically significant between Strategic deception, and Opportunistic
behavior in the workplace and the most important connection between both of
them which plays a pivotal role to affect the Opportunistic behavior. In addition,
the research recommends providing a supreme administration and active
leadership to reduce the Opportunistic behavior in the workplace.

Keyword: Strategic deception, Opportunistic behavior, some Iraq
universities.
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