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Preface

This thesis is based on field work carried out in Kalar-
dasht in 1977-1978 and, except where specific reference is made
in the text or footnotes and for acknowledgments which follow,
is the product of my own individual work. This dissertation
has not been submitted for any degree, diploma, or other qualifi-
cation at any other university. It does not exceed the limitations

of length prescribed by my faculty.




Changing Aspects of Economic and Family Structures
in Kalardasht,
a District in Northern Iran up to 1978 |

Ziba Mir-Hosseini

This thesis is offered as a contribution to the ethnography
of Iran. As such it is concerned with the descriﬁfion of some
aspects of the economic and familial life in Kalardasht, a mountain-
ous district in the Caspian provinces of Iran; It is concerned

with the examination of the process of continuity and change in

the'ecoﬁomic and family structures in rural Iran and attempts to
show how the structure of the family is changed by the involve-
ment of the younger generation in an economy based on non-agri-
cultural wagé labour.

The study is based on field work cafried out in four villages
of the district from August 1977 to October 1978. One of these
villages, Rudbarak, has experienced dramatic change, due to econ-
omic and administrative penetration of the region, The othgr three
villages, due to their relative isolation, have retained their
traditional way of life to a greater extent. A comparative dimen-
sion is inherent in the research sample: while analysis of the
isolated villages provides some insight into the traditional econ-
omic structure and domestic organization, analysis of the rapidly
changing village furnishes data on the areas of economic and
familial 1life where change has taken, and is taking, place..

The thesis is divided into two major parts. The first part
offers an introduction to the villages under study and describes
the traditional economy and recent changes in the economic structure.

It illustrates the significance of external factors in transforming




the socio—economic structure of the villages in the regions; it

also showns how over the past two decades the traditional subsistence
economy of some of these villages has given way to wage labour based
on non—aéricultural activities, |

The second part deals with family organization and focuses
on two particular aspectss marriage and the structure of the
household. The study of changes in the traditional family in Rud-
barak, and comparison with the three isolated villages, reveals im-
portant changes taking place in both the marriage system and the
developmental cycle of the household. The new economic independence
of young men. facilitated by the availability of non-—agricultural
employment, not only alloﬁs them a greater voice in the selection
gf their brides, but it also modifies traditional criteria in the
evaluation of a potential suitor and traditional.expectations in
regard to marriage transactions;

The idéal and actual patterhs of formation of domestic groups
among different socio—-economic sections are discussed and it is
argued that these various groups differ in tepms of the realization
of the ideal pattern. Further, the impact of socio-economic changes
on the struqture of the household is not uniform among the various
socio—economic groups.

However, the data from Kalardasht suggest that it is misléading
to analyse the process of change in family structure solely in terms

of residential arrangements. For instance, the very fact that due

to the availability of outside work, a married son now has the option
of leaving the father's household has repercussions not only in the
sphere of his relationship with the father but also on other inter— _
personal relationships within the household (e.g., mother-in-law

and the bride),
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Notess

l. transliteration

The transliteration of Persian words into English generally
follows the scheme approved by the Royal Asiatic Society, with
the exception of zammeh (= ), which has been translated into
(o) in some places where this is more compatible with the local
pronounciation, Certain proper names and Persian words have
been retained in the form in which they are known in English
(e.ge, Tehran, Elburz, toman). Persian words are underlined the

first time they appear in the text.

2. currency

The principal units of currency are the rial and the tomans
each toman equals ten rials., Although the rial is the official
unit of currency, toman is commonly used in expressing prices or
sums over ten ridls. According to the rate of exchange in 1977-

1978, one pound sterling equalled between 14 and 16 tomans,

3. calendar

The Iranian solar year starts at the beginning of spring and
can be converted to the Gregorian calendar by adding 621. For
example, the Iranian year 1359 corresponds to 1980 (strictly, to

2\sV 21st
the period.March 1980 - March 1981),




Chapter I3z

Introductionz Problems and Methods

This thesis is the result of field work carried out in
Kalardasht, a district in the northern part of Iren., It has two
interrelated aspects, First, it is offered as.a contribution to
the ethnography of Iran. As such it is concerned with the des-
cription of some aspects of the economy and family life in the

region, ©Secondly, it is concerned with the examination of the

process of continuity and change in the economic and family
structures in rural Iran., Changes in rural communities as a
result of the transition of the broader society of which they
are a part have attracted much attention in recent years. Here

|
a number of such economic and familial changes are presented,
documented for Kalardasht in 1977-78. ‘

The first sectionsof this chapter present introductory dis-

cussions of Iranian society and those changes which have occurred
in the country since the turn of the century, and of the changing
family in Iran, The object of these sections is to provide-neces-
sary background for understanding the recent changes with which

this thesis is concerned. These are followed by a discussion of

the scope of the thesis and an account of field work and methodology.




I. Iranian society and change

The twentieth century has been an era of unprecedented rapid
social and economic change throughout Iran. At the turn of the
century a large proportion of the population consisted of nomadic
tribes and peasants; only about one-fifth of the population lived
in small towns. Agriculture was the primary occupation, and the
virtual absence of roads, railways, or other transport facilities
made it essential for each geographic region to be self-sufficient
in foodstuffs.1

Over the past seventy years, the continuous and increasing
communication with the West, the development of a modern industrial

sector, the introduction of a modern educational system, the in-

crease in oil revenues and the important role of this revenue in
developing the infrastructure of the country have all caused great
changes in the social and economic life of the country. Without
embarking upon a detailed analysis of this transformation and its
limits, this section will attempt to provide some initial data on
the changing character of Iranian society since the turn of the
century, and in particular on changes in demography and the econ-

omic activities of the population.z

1’Bharier (1971219).

26
For references related to the problems of economic development
in Iran, see bibliography.
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Iran, or Persia,3 stretches from the Caspian Sea in the north
to the Persian Gulf in the south, and has an area of 628,000 square
miles. Although it is a country of widely varying climate and

altitude, it can be divided into two clearly defined regionsz a

dry region, occupying over two-thirds of the total area; and the

moist and thickly forested region which includes the provinces in

the vicinity of the Caspian. At least 50 per cent of the total
area is desert, much of it in the centre of the country. The
desert and the harsh mountain ranges that cross the country have

in the past divided the population centres from each other, and

it is only in recent decades that a unified communication system
[ and a unified administration have been imposed on the country.

i There are three demographic features that help to illuminate
] the structure of Iranian society. The first is the extreme un-
evenness of population density due to the geographic character—
istics of the country. The greatest concentration of population
is in the Central Province, which includes Tehran; in 1976 this

province accounted for 6.9 millions, or over one-~fifth of the total

population. Apart from the Central Province, the most populated

provinces are those in the north, where abundant rainfall allows

the richest agriculture in the countrys and Khuzi%stén, the oil-
producing province in the south.4
The second significant feature is the linguistic and ethnic

diversity of Iran. The peoples of Iran have generally been

3'Iran was substituted for the name of Persia in 1935, Both names
are now officially recognized, but Iran is more associated with
modern Persia. See Wilber (197621).

4*See Behnam (19682469-70).
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classified in terms of their languages.5 There are two major
language groups, Persian and Turkish. Those who speak Persian
or related dialects constitute three-fourths of the population
and of these groups the largest is comprised of those who speak
Persian itself. The Kurds, Gilakis, Mazandaranis, Lurs, Bakhtiaris
and Baluchies speak dialects related to Persian. Some of these
dialects are very different from standard Persian (Farsi) which
is the offieial language of the country. Turkish is the second
most common languages; the largest sub-group speaks Kzarbaijéni
and lives in Azarbaij;n, a province in the western part of Iran.
The third feature is the presence of a nomadic population
in Iran, all of it drawn from tribes speaking languages other
than standard Persian. The tribal populations are referred to

as 'illat and %%Eyir', and are scattered mainly in the western

part of the country.6 The proportion of the population that is
nomadic has been declining rapidly. In 1900 between a third and

a quarter of the total population may have been unsettled. Since
the 19308 the central government has been restricting the migration
of nomads and has attempted to make them sedentary; at the same
time, economic pressures have attracted nomadic men away from
pastoralism and into construction and other non-agricultural
activities.7 According to the 1976 census two million people,

6 per cent of the total population, were still classified as

P Blwell-Sutton (1952) 3 Frye (1960)3 Minorsky (1926).

6’See Field (1939); Minorsky (1945)3; Barth (1964).

I'Bha§ier (1971:31—2). See also Stauffer (1965) and Sunderland
1968) .,




‘unsettled'.

Although the 'modernization' of Iran dates back to the early
193Os,8 it was not until the 1950s that development plans were
extended to the rural areas. Rural development programmes for
the first time brought villages into direct contact with the urban
way of life. 1In the 1960s special corps were set up to introduce
new ideas into the village., The Literacy Corps (established in
1963) and the Health and Development Corps (1964) both utilized
young educated military conscripts to teach illiterates and
establish schools in the villages, to provide medical services,
and to introduce agricultural techniques to rural areas.9 In
terms of recent transformations of rural Iran, the programme of
land reform, which began in 1962 and officially ended in 1971,

has immense importance. The land reform resulted in the subsequent

decline in the position of tribal leaders and landowners; it has
gradually increased the power and control of the government at
the village level.1O This programme aimed to transform the

countryside economically by changing the pattern of landowner—

Sepanani (1961) 3 Conolly (1935).

9'See Blandly (1966).

10‘In the assessment of recent changes in Iran, the land reform

programme has been the focus of attention from many disciplines.

In general it can be said that there are two different interpret-
ations of the motives underlying the policy and its factual achieve-
ments. One view, which was supported by the pre-revolution Iranian
government, assesses the reform as a progressive measure which im-
proved the condition of the peasants. (For example, see Denman,
19733 Sanghvi, 1967.) The other view holds that the reform must

be analysed in the context of international and domestic political
factors, and considers the major aim of the reform to be the con-
solidation of the central government and expansion of capitalistic
relations. (See Keddie, 1968, 19723 Mahdavi, 1965; Kitouzian, 1974;
Bill, 1972.) For information on the various phases of land reform,
see Lambton (1969).

-
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ship and creating a new class of small owners. Those peasants

who were title-holders (Eiﬁiﬂ) received land under the Land Reform
Act. Generally, these peasants were already among the well-to-do
gtrata of the village, having ownership of a pair of oxen and
heading the agricultural work group (boneh). The reform in effect
excluded a large number of peasants from the agricultural activities
in the village.11 Prior to the land reform these 'title-less’

peasants (khushnishin) stood a chance of being included in the

agricultural work group by the headman or the landlord of the
village. The reform, by virtue of granting land to only a special
category of peasants, encouraged the transformation of 'title-less'
peasants into labourers. Since those who received small plots

of land tended to cultivate it by using family labour, the landless
labourers eventually became potential migrants.

At the same time, as a result of the changed economic system
and the country's increased industrialization, more jobs were
created and new opportunities became available in the urban centres.
Thus urban centres began to attract people from rural areas, caus-—
ing great changes in the distribution of the population. Until
the 1930s the balance of rural and urban population remained
relatively stable, with around 21 per cent of the total population
in urban sectors; by 1956 this had risen to 31 per cent, by 1966 to
39 per cent, and by 1976 to 47 per cent. However, despite this

shift, Iran's population is still marginally more rural than urban,

11sge0 Koddie (1968, 1972)3 Craig (19782145-6); and Ajami (1356=

1977) . ljamf and Craig note that in two villages in central Iran,
while there has been a marked improvement in the condition of those
peasants who received land under the land reform law, the rest

had to migrate to urban centres in search of work.

B
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with 53 per cent of the population living in villages (places
with less than 5,000 inhabitants). Moreover, although the rural
proportion is declining, absolute numbers are rising and the
rural population is projected to increase from theAcurrent 18
millions to 20 millions by the mid=1980s.

In 1900 the great majority (90 per cent) of those (predom—
inately male) individuals who were economically active outside
the home were either agriculturalists or nomads. The remaining
10 per cent were in handicrafts, trades and services; there was
almost no industry. This pattern changed little before the 1940s,
Since then, however, there have been profound changes in the
employment pattern, with the result that in 1972 it was estimated
that only 39.8 per cent of the population were engaged in agri-

12

culture,

At the present time Iran, with a population over 35.5 millions,

is a large and highly diverse nation in many respects. Over the
past decades the central government, through increasing influence,
oil revenues and investments, have brought about rapid and signif-
icant changes throughout the country. The impact of the rural
reforms and increased government investment in education, health
and welfare services, mass media, and industrial planning have
been congiderable in terms of social and economic change. There-
fore, many major developmental problems of transitional societies
exist in Iranz rapid growth of population, redistribution of

population from rural to urban centres, the growth of several large

12¢ pminzaden (19763:190).

_




cities,13 and the sharp contrasts between urban and rural popul-
ation in terms of income, degree of literacy, and standard of
living.14

Rapid economic growth emphasized urban expansion and accentuat-
ed economic and ethnic divisions. Urban growth, while eroding
traditional village communities, increased the urban-rural econ-
omic gap. Westernization and an economic boom had strikingly un-
equal effects on different segments of the population. Vast dif-
ferences in incomes and amenities now exist between the growing

middle class and the poor, between the urban and the rural in-

i habitants, and among the various regions in the country.

I, Family and change

Given the social and economic changes which have occurred
in Iranian society, it is only reasonable to expect that changes
are also taking place in the domain of the family and domestic
organization and relationships.
! In the past few years, the family has been the subject of
intense inquiry almost everywhere, particularly iﬁ Western
countries. In studying changes in family systems, a macroscopic
approach has often been adopted and considerable attention has been

15

focused on the search for highly abstract explanatory variables.

13'See Bharier (1972)s Behnam (1968).

1op o siiman (1976).

15« pavards (1969213).
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Industrialization and urbanization are the two variables which
have been assumed to be the main factors producing change in
family structure. Various sociologists concentrate on this ap-
proach, and suggest that with increasing industrialization the
family structure is altered from an extended type to an essential-
ly conjugal form.l6a

We J. Goode, after examining data from six different cultures,
both Western and non-Western, concludes that at the present time
a somewhat similar set of influences are affecting all world
cultures and all of them are moving towards industrialization,
although at varying speeds and from different points. Their
family systems are also approaching some variant of the conjugal
system, He notes the lack of 'fit' or theoretical harmony between
the extended family and industrial society. However, Goode main-

tains that the degree of change is not a simple function of

industrialization and urbanization. He also emphasigzes the inde-
pendent power of ideological variables and attempts to take into
account the differences between 'traditional' family systems in
predicting the direction in which change is taking place in dife-
ferent socie‘ties.16b

However, in recent years research has pointed out that an |

urban-industrial revolution may take place without a small nuclear

family as a result.l7 Examining data from Barbados, Greenfield

16a’For example, Parsons (1955)3; Ogburn and Nimkoff (1950, 1955)3%
Burgess and Lock (1953)3; Goode (1963, 1964, 1968).,

16b‘Goode (1963)

L - (1960213)

;;
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advances the hypothesis that the small nuclear family, as the
predominant type of family structure, exists even without the
presence of urbanization and industrialization. He concludes
that there is no sufficient and necessary relationship between
the nuclear family and urbanization/industrialization; any relation-
ship that exists may result from the presence of the small family
in North Europe prior to the industrial revolution.18 Laslett
questions the validity of the assumption that large and extended
households were a standard feature of an earlier non-industrial
world.19 Edwards questions the treatment of the family as the
dependent variable and points out the complexity of the inter-
action of economic and familial factors.zo Litwak suggests that
occupational mobility due to industrialization has not destroyed
the extended family.21 A few studies of the Western family under-
line the supportive role of the bilateral extended kin in provid-—
ing material, services, and advice, both in everyday life and on
special occasions.22

However, in spite of the differences among scholars regarding
the appraisal of future trends of family structure, the literature
on the subject does suggest that a world wide series of changes

are taking place in family patterns, and that the change is towards

18 reenficld (1961).

19 taslett (1972, 1979).

2O'Edwards (1969) .

2ot s tuaie (1960) .

22+por instance, see Bott (1967); Young and Willmott (1957).
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a nuclear family system, in which the keystone is the conjugal
bond rather than ties of consanguinity.

In Iran, most social institutions including the family have
not yet received detailed scholarly attention. It is only recently
that a small number of scholars have begun to study families in
Iran.2> On the other hand, descriptions of attitudes and cultural
orientations of Iranians as seen by Western authors have appeared
in two different categories. In the first, travellers, diplomats,
and orientalists have written accounts of Iranian culture and
character on the basis of their own experiences, observations
(usually in the 19th and early 20th century), and the study of
Iran's history.24 In the second category, social scientists have
described and analysed the cultural values, attitudes, and psych-
ological attributes of Iranians in the contemporary social, econ-
omic, and political context.25 As Spooner rightly pointed out,
professional ethnography did not reach Iran until the late fifties;
and the anthropologists who have worked in Iran since then have
concentrated their attention on pastoral nomads.26 Little work
of any significance has been done on the village sector of Iranian

27

society.

23+See for example, Behnam (1968, 1352=1973); Toubs (1972, 1974,
1975) 3 Gulick and Gulick (1975, 1978)3s Spooner (1965).

Astign foup example, Curzon (1966)3; Skye (1910, 1914)s Rice (1923);
Suratgar (1951)3 Browne (1950).

E*ges for example, Lerner (1958); Jacobs (1966); Bill (1972);
Zonigs (1971).

26'Spooner (197121). For works on nomadic population see Barth
(1953, 1964); Beck (1978); Tapper (1978).

P #u example, Alberts (1963); Ajami (1968); Holmes (1975).

_%
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If contemporary studies of the Iranian family, particularly
of the rural family, are few and of indifferent quality, literature
on the pre-modern family is virtually totally non-existent. Only
the vaguest idea exists of the types of family that prevailed
before the introduction of modern social and economic conditions.
Although certain literary sources convey some ideas of family
structure in the past, it is debatable whether and to what extent
such sources can be accepted as portraying accurate representations
of social reality. The rules of Islam may help to define family
norms, but it must be stressed that many family traditions are
not part of Islamic law and the religious law may be overruled in
practice by contrary customs. In general, it has been said that
the traditional family in Iran, as in most of the Islamic countries
of the Middle East, is characterized by the following five traitsse

(1) extended, (2) patrilineal, (3) patrilocal, (4) patriarchal,

and (5) the preference for marriage within the kin—group.2

Generalities are often superficial and misleading and to employ |
a sterotype version of the 'traditional' Iranian family is to ob-

scure the fact that there must have been many different traditional

forms of family organization in Iran. Since Iran is a large and
heterogeneous nation, all aspects of family life could never have

been uniform throughout the country. Obviously, for instance, the

character of the 'traditional' family organization would have been

affected by ecological differences between the nomadic, village,

and urban ways of life, Nevertheless, certain aspects were pro-

bably widely shared —- notably the patrilineal ideology and the

28'See Patai (1962:84-114)3; Costello (1977252)3 Behnim (1968 and
1352=1973).
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authority of the male family head.

A patrilineal ideology and a patriarchal authority structure,
however, provide limited descriptive or analytical perspective on
the Iranian family in general and the rural family in particular.
To discuss the peasant family as a single and uniform pattern of
domestic groupings would be a simplification and would give rise
to the creation of stereotypes. As recent studies have revealed,
village communities do not consist of undifferentiated social
groupings of peasantry. The socio-economic position of the house-
hold is a very important factor in shaping family form and organ-—

29

igation, since the resources at the disposal of the household
and the work relations required to utilize them undoubtedly
affect the structure of the family and the relationships within
it. The effect of economic change on families in different socio-
economic positions will not be the same; and this factor must
be considered,

If changes in the family system are to be considered part
of an éﬁgoing process, it becomes necessary to take differences
(both in the traditional situation and in the modern era) into
consideration, differences, for example, between urban and rural
families, as well as among different socio-economic groups within
these broad categories. To do this it would be necessary to select
instances of family change from various sections of Iranian society
and to try to work them up into a kind of synthesis. However, the

Problem with such a synthesis is that it explains familial change

by reference to general concepts, such as industrialization, urban-

29°1jam§ (1968).
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igation, and modernization. Kach of these terms covers a wide
range of phenomena, which can affect the institution of the family
in a number of different ways. The ideology underlying these
general concepts implicitly assumes that familial change will be
in the direction of a very specific type of family, resembling

the family in the West. If, on the other hand, we consider the
procese of family change in detail within a particular rural
society in Iran, we can move from the general to the specific and
test broad concepts against empirical data. Although this approach
will not allow us to predict much about change in Iran as a whole,
it may in fact provide more insgight into the process of change as

this has actually taken place in a specific rural community.

11T, Scope of the present thesis

This thesis examines economic and familial change in Kalar-
dasht, a district in the northern part of Iran. It focuses upon
four villages in this region, one of which has experienced dramatic
change, due to economic and administrative penetration of the regions
and three of which, due to their relative isolation, have retained
their traditional way of life to a great extent. A comparative
dimension is inherent in the research sample; while analysis of
the isolated villages provides some insight into the traditional
economic structure and domestic organization, analysis of the
rapidly changing village furnishes data on the areas of economic

30

and familial life where change has taken, and is taking, place.

30°For the reasons for the selection of these particular villages,

see the next section.
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Since the 1930s there has been a systematic effort to
modernize the economic and social stiructure of Iranian society.
Iran is a large and complex society where many aspects of life
appear to be changing dramatically. It is not easy to distin-
guish the reality of change from its appearance, or to know
exactly what is changing and whether there is any single direction
of change; this is partly because there is so little systematic
information available about the initial conditions. The most
that can be said is that these initial conditions were highly
heterogeneous. The absence of systematic data on the different
sections of Iranian society has given rise to stereotypes of the
traditional family as well as of the changes introduced into it
by 'modernization'. One of the important contributions of a
detailed study of a region can be to examine and challenge these
stereotypes. Certainly, the structure of the household varied
greatly among the various ethnic groups and the various classes.
Also the family in the rural areas is different from the family in
an urban setting. By making a detailed and systematic study of
four small communities, which differ in their dominant mode of
economy and ethnic composition, one can construct a general pattern
of domestic organization, and at the same time identify the factors
behind variations in this pattern.,

Thus, the present thesis attempts to present a 'field view'
of the family, that is, to describe the marriage system, the com-
position of the household, and the prevailing relationships within
the household as they have actually been observed and studied with-
in one region of Iran, The study is also concerned with the impact

of changes in the broader Iranian'society on the traditional economy

F
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of the region. It maintains that these external forces played

a crucial part in bringing about significant modifications in the
economy of thesé villages, However, owing to the differing
internél situations in these four villages, the external factors
have not produced uniform results. By providing an analysis of
contemporary change in Kalardasht, this study will, I hope, provide
a baseline for future studies.

The analysis of change in the economic structure and family
organization in Kalardasht is not intended to constitute a
'typical' example of change in Iran; indeed, Kalardasht is atypical
of Iran in many respects. Tribal populations were settled in the
region by the central government in the eighteenth century in order
to control the turbulent natives; therefore, the district is among
those few communities in northern Iran which have a mixed ethnic
composition., Likewise, the landownership pattern as well as share-
cropping arrangements in the region differ from those in the rest
of the countrys; because of the high rainfall there are no water—
rights, unlike other parts of the country, where the control over
water resources is an important feature of agricultural organization.
The economy in Kalardasht has traditionally been based on a mixed
agriculture and pastoralism, supplemented by migration to the nearby
Caspian coastal areas; recently the district has become a tourisf

centre which has brought about drastic changes.

The thesis is divided into two major parts. The first part
consists of two chapters and concerns the economic organization of
the four selected villages. The second part contains three chapters

and deals with the family organization.

E
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Chapter II offers an account of the geographical location and
history of the region. I have attempted to place Kalardasht in
the broader Iranian context in terms of its geography, history,
population trends, and other aspects and have pointed out in what
respects Kalardasht is representative of the country as a whole,
The chapter also contains an analysis of the impact of the arrival
of the tribal population on the socio-economic structure of the
region., The settlement of tribal groups is an important event in
the history of Kalardasht and has had significant repercussions
on settlement patterns, landownership, and the mode of economy.
More recently and equally importantly, the contact of Kalardasht
with the outside world has been facilitated by improvements in
transportation and the construction of a road which linked the
region to the main road in the 1930s. This has led to the greater
integration of the region with the broader Iranian society and to
the expansion of tourism in the region. |

Chapter III first offers a brief introduction to these select-
ed villages and their traditional economy. It then reviews the
complex forces which have dramatically altered the economic system
of Rudbarak, the changing village, and attempts to illustrate how
over the past decade the traditional subsistence economy of this
village gave way to wage labour and non-agricultural activities.

The differences between Rudbarak and the three isolated villages are

analysed.

Against the background of differential economic change des-
cribed and discussed in these chapters, the subsequent chapters
consider the ways in which the marriage system and family organization

are changing.

] T |
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Marriage, in so far as it establishes each nuclear family as

a distinet unit within the extended household and eventually in the
village, must form the core of any consideration of the family in
Kalardésht. The structural importance of marriage is reflected in
the great ceremonial emphasis it receives. BEach wedding is the

occasion of a whole series of ceremonies in which the bonds which

unite and divide the betrothed couple within the kin-group are
symbolized. Chapter IV thus first describes the customs and cere-
monies related to marriage with the object of providing an under—
standing of traditional marriage arrangements. Then the modific-
ations which have been/are being brought about under the influence
of the new economic forces are noted and considered. The follow-
ing dimensions of the institution of marriage have been selected '
for examination in an attempt to document the areas and processes
of change: marriage ceremonies; age of marriage; marriage trans-

actions; choice of spouse (decision-making); divorce, remarriage,

and widowhoods.and birth control. ‘
Chapter V considers the ideals concerning formation and

organization of households and presents empirical data on the

actual composition of households and the prevailing patterns of

interrelationships within them. It is noted that the ideal pattern

tends to be more commonly observed in practice among herders and’

landowning farmers than among resourceless groups. The reasons
for this variation are considered in the following chapter.
Chapter VI looks at the developmental cycle of households
among different socio—economic groups within these villages. The
chapter illustrates how and in what ways the actual household for-

mation and developmental cycle differs from the ideal discussed in

-
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Chapter V. Resource-holding households conform to the ideal pattern
to a much greater extent than the resourceless groups whose lack
of resources renders the realization of the ideal an impossibility.
The chapter argues that even in the traditional setting, there
was not a single type of domestic grouping and that the structure
of the household varied according to its socio-—economic position.
Similarly, the various groups within the village have adapted/are
adapting differently to the new economic system, in which new job
opportunities facilitate the son's independence of his father's
household,

The final chapter summarizes the arguments and conclusions
derived from the foregoing analysis of economic and familial change

in Kalardasht.

IV, Field work and methodology

The present study is based on field work in four villages
of Kalardasht district over a period of fourteen months, from
August 1977 to October 1978, During this period, I stayed mainly
in Rudbarak and used this village as a base. I spent shorter
periods of time in the three isolated viliages and also made several

trips to the nearby Caspian coastal towns,.

l, Selection of the region and four villages within the region

Because this study is primarily concerned with change and
particularly with the effect of economic change on other aspects
of social organization, the selection of a village which was

experiencing a high amount of contact with the urban centres and




a drastic shift in its economic system away from traditional

agricultural activities and towards wage labour was desirable.
The Kalardasht district, which recently has become one of the
tourist attractions of the country, provided a good setting for
this purpose. Although all the villages in the region have been
affected by tourism and the availability of work opportunities
because of governmental development programmes, those with a good
system of communication were affected to a much larger degree
than the isolated villages. Thus differential isolation and the
resulting differential degrees of change provided scope for com=—
parative analysis., The final selection of four villages in the
Kalardasht region was based on three factors:z (a) the degree of
contact with urban centres (or degree of isolation)s; (b) the
dominant mode of the village economys; and (c) the ethnic composition,
as reflecting the major ethnic groups in the region. The following
four villages were selected.

(1) Rudbarak represents a village which has a great deal of
contact with the urban centres. It is used as a summer resort by
a large number of town people, some of whom own villas and property
in the village. A good transportation system facilitates contact
with the urban centres. The economy of the village, which previously
was based on mixed herding and agriculture, has undergone a drasfic
change towards wage labour. There are five major ethnic groups in
the villagez - the G;laks, the native population of Kalardasht; the
Khwa jvands, Laks, and Turks, who were among the tribal population
relocated in the region by the central government in the late
eighteenth century; and Talaqanis, who are recent migrants from

Talagan, the district immediately south of Kalardasht.

P




(2) Gulamra is the most isolated village in the region; it is
located in the mountains and has Gilak inhabitants and an economy
dominated by herding.

(3) Payambﬁr is located in the forest, is less isolated than
Gulamra, and has a Turkish populations its economy is based on
mixed herding and agriculiure.

(4) Chalajur is connected to the Kalardasht main road by a
road which can only be used during summer. The village has an
economy based on agriculture; its inhabitants belong to the

Khwajvand tribe.

Lak and Tglaqénf villages were not selected for the following
reasons: Laks have come to the area under the same conditions as
did the Turkish and Khwajvand tribes. Their number is quite small
in Rudbarak and they are very well mixed with Gilaks. Talaganis
are late-comers to the area and, as they migrated individually
withoﬁt having a tribal structure, they are scattered in different
villages on the route of their migration into the area. For this
reason there is no village in Kalardasht in which the population
consists of Talaganis or is dominated by them. As Khwajvand,
Turkish, and Gilak villages comprise the major ethnic groups in
Kalardasht, I have confined my study to these four villages as
representative of the region.

Gulamra, Payambur, and Chalajur are isolated villages, with
almost no direct contact with urban areas. Bach village depénds
to some extent on the seasonal work migration of its young male
population. In this respect at least the male population is af-

fected by their experiences outside the village. However, this is

21
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the situation in all of the villages in this hill district. The
size of each of these villages is small in comparison with Rud-
barak. The ecological conditions, i.e., land shortage, geograph-
ical isolation, and lack of direct transportation facilities, are

to a large extent responsible for their small populations.,

2o Data collection

It was decided in the early stages of the study to collect
and combine in the final analysis several kinds of data, includ-
ing a number of casge histories and records of intensive interviews
with selected families in each village, supplemented by participant

observation. Statistical data were obtained by means of six

questionnaires. The first questionnaire was a census form, the

objective being to identify each household in the village and to

obtain general information on which to base a more highly structured

questionnaire.{ The census form, which was first to be completed
for all the resident households in all the four villages, included
not only demographic data, but also general details on the house-
hold's economic situation, such as occupation and housing condi-
tions,.

A sketch map of each village was prepared and the location
of every household was marked. The questionnaires were completed |

by visiting each house and asking the relevant questions of the

household head or his wife. Conducting the census provided a

good opportunity for further contact and rapport with villagers,
On the basis of data collected by means of the census, the

second questionnaire, the household questionnaire, was constructed.

The purpose of using this questionnaire was to obtain systematic

_
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data on economic and familial aspects of the households. Among
the items of information which were obtained by this survey for
each household were:z occupational activity of each member in

the household, seasonal migration, permanent migration, land and
herd ownership, number of marriages, age at marriage, kin relation-
ship between spouses, pattern of residence after marriage, number
of pregnancies, etc., These data were supplemented by a number

of partial surveys on related topics, such as seasonal work
migration at the time of rice harvest on the coast and during
winter, The household questionnaire was used for all households
in each village; the manner of completion was unstructured and
allowed further interviewing and observation.

By using these two sets of questionnaires, I was able to
identify non-agricultural groups as well as large land/herd
owners who mainly relied on traditional activities as the main
source of income in each village. The extended households,
widows, and permanent migrants from the villages were also
identified. In order to obtain further data related to each of
the above categories, four more questionnaires were used. Data
concerning permanent migrants, that is, those from the village
who do not reside in the village and whose families are away from
the village if they are married, was acquired by means of question-
naires administered to resident households in the village. Each
household was asked "Do you have a son or brother who is living
away from the village?" If this was the case the subsequent

questions were asked. A list was compiled and cross—checked to

eliminate double entries,
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The data were collected by means of focused interviewing
using a broad list of questions, which could be developed during
the period of interviewing. This method had the advantage of
permitting the clarification of questions which were not under-
stood by the respondent, and at the same time providing the op-
portunity for more discussion. This was considered to be the best
approach as little was known about various possible answers that
would be elicited. These data were processed by hand. The data
obtained from the census and household questionnaires were proces—

sed by computer using the SPSS package.

In addition to these surveys of each village as a whole,
intensive case studies of representative families were conducted.
The data obtained by means of the household questionnaire provided
the necesgsary information for the selection of families who were
representative of various socio-—economic and ethnic groups in the
villages. Case studies provided intimate descriptive accounts
of the histories of a number of families from the points of view
of different members of the household. They provided qualitative
material about domestic organization, patterns of residence after
marriage, relations within the extended household of the husband's
father, division of labour, changes in the occupation of the house-
hold head, differences between siblings in terms of their education, |
occupation, family type, etc.

As will now be clear, the field material was of two kinds,
There was straightforward factual information in a form capable of
statistical analysiss this data were derived from the census and
household questionnaires principally and to some extent from the

others as well. The second kind of material was that derived from

-
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the various series of 'intensive' interviews, detailed case
histories, and participant observation., In the final analysis
these two types of data were combined. The possible inter-
relationships between certain variables found through observation
and in the case histories were explored by computer analysis of
the statistical data. The independent variables of primary
interest were ethnicity, occupation of members of the household,
the dominant economic mode of the household, its ownership status,
and degree of contact with urban centres. The dependent variables
chosen for measurement and comparison were the type of the house-
hold and its developmental cycle. However, the possibility of
the variables acting as intervening variables was considered and

controlled,

3. Other sources

Apart from the data obtained through field work, two other
sources of data were utiliged.

(1) Documents concerning the history of the region. Of these
the majority are in Persian and few are available in English, The
gsection dealing with the history of the region is based mainly on
these sources. Relevant literature concerning the recent social,
political, and economic changes which have occurred in Iranian
society and their impact on the traditional family system have
been reviewed.,

(2) Information obtained from each census carried out by the

Iranian Statistical Centre since 1956 at ten yearly intervals,

I was able to gain access to the original census guestionnaires
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used by the Centre for three of these villages.31 The relevant
information on each questionnaire was copied out, enabling me to
compile a file for households in each village. The data obtained
through the Statistical Centre's forms were kept in a separate
file from my original data. Whenever Centre data are used in

the course of the analysis the source is cited.

However, in the present work no attempt is made to compare
the data from Kalardasht with other studies for the following
reasons: (a) A comparative dimension already exists in the
research sample. (b) There is a general lack of field studies

32

of the rural family in Iran, and none concerning the northern
part of Iran where Kalardasht is located. The other available
studies either make only passing reference to family structure

or subordinate the study of the family to other questions and

problems.33 (¢) The aim of the present thesis is to present

31’Census data were available for Rudbarak for the 1956, 1966, and
1976 censuses. For Chalajur and Gulamra only 1966 and 1976 data
were available. For Payambiir only the 1976 questionnaire data were
available from the Census Offices I did not, however, use this data,
as there was no previous census data with which to compare it and
I had already completed my own census of Payambur before the 1976
census data became available to me.

I would like to acknowledge the assistance of Mr, Farokh, then
deputy of the Statistical Centre, in providing me with the original
questionnaires,

32"I‘here are three field studies of rural Iran which also focus
on the familyz Alberts (1963); Holmes (1975); Watson (1979),
but all of them were carried out in central or other parts of
Iran.

33'For instance see bibliography for works of Touba on the
Iranian family; Behnam (1352=1973); Safinijad (1355=1976);
Ajami (1356=1977).
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an intensive study of the changing economy and family in Kalar-
dashts a discussion of hypotheses regarding family and economic
change are of secondary importance. Thus, involvement in super-—

ficial comparative analysis or theoretical dispute would defeat

the purpose of the present thesis,.
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Part I:

GEOGRAPHY, HISTORY, AND ECONOMY OF KALARDASHT
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Chapter I1:z

The Setting

This chapter is an account of the geographical location and
the history of Kalardasht., It is divided into three sections:
(1) geography, (2) demography, and (3) history. In the first

section there is a brief discussion of topography, rainfall, and
the location of the villages, mainly as these relate to the economic ;
life of the villagers. The second section isg concerned with the

distribution of population as between rural and urban areas, and

as between the different ethnic groups which constitute the popula-

tion of the region, The third section of the chapter deals with

the history of the region.

. s s : G : 1
According to the administrative divisions adopted in 1965, .
and each ustamn is clivided wh
ot numben of counties (suh - yovenavale )

Iran is divided into thirteen provinces (ustan), Each <owumn “
is divided into a number of districts (bakhsh), and each district
into a number of subdistricts (dihistén), which contain a number

of villages. The scheme of division can be illustrated as follows:

l‘A new administrative division of the whole country was adopted in
1937 but as the population increased there were further divisions,
the last one being adopted in 1965.
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provinces (ustan)

counties (shahristan)
districts (bakhsh)
subdistricts (dihistan)

villages (din)

Kalardasht is one of the districts of Naushahr shahristan in
the Mazandaran province. The district consists of four dihistan
(or groups of villages)z (1) Birun-Bashm, (2) Kalardasht, (3)
Kuhistan-i-Sharq, and (4) Kuhistan-i-Gharb. (See Maps I and 11.)
The study is mainly concerned with Kalardasht and Birun-Bashm
dihistans., (Kalardasht subdistrict, alihough a part of Kalardasht
district, has the same name as the district.) The other two
dihistans are formally attached to the district but are separated
by high hills and mountains from the Kalipdasht plateau and do not
share the same historical and ethnic featur;s of the Kalardasht
subdistrict. The people of Kalardasht dihistan are aware of.¥hgse
distinctions, They refer to themselves as Kalardashti, meaning
inhabitants of the Kalardasht and a part of the Birun-Bashm sub-
districts as opposed to people living in the two other dihistans
of this district. The district of Kalardasht was in the past a |
2

part of Rustamdar, a border area between Mazandaran and Gilan.

But according to the new administrative division Rustamdar is now

Ceges Rabino (1928230 and 19132445). In fact the central govern-

‘ment, in order to diminish the solidarity of ethnic minorities in

the country devised the policy of dividing them between different
ustans (provinces), shahristans (counties?, or even districts and
subdistricts. Therefore, this divisive administrative arrangement
is not particular to Kalardashtis,

-
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a district of Mazandaran province. The Kalardasht people still
identify themselves as Kalardashtis and not as Mazandaranis, Neither
they nor Mézandaranis accept their designation as members of that
countys Mazandaranis identify the Kalardashtis as Gilaks (from Gilan).

(see Map III.)

l. Geography

Kalardasht is located at a distance of 170 kilometers from
Tehran. Chalus, a town on the Caspian coast, is the closest urban
centre to Kalardasht being only 30 kilometers distant. The road
from Tehran to Chalus follows a mountainous route as it passes
through the village of Marzanzbad. From there it continues for
another 25 kilometers or so deep into the mountains before reaching
the Kaldrdasht plateau.

Kalardasht is one of the mountainous regions of Mazandaran
province., It is convenient to discuss the Mazandaran province as
consisting of two distinct regionsz the low lands near the coast
and the mountains which are a part of the Elburz range, the northern
mountains of Iran. The natives refer to the mountainous regions as
yailaq. (summer quarters), and the low lands near the Caspian sea as
qishlaq (winter quarters).,

The topography of the district of Kalardasht consists of mountain
lands and a relatively flat plainj the plain extends for 20 miles
and is surrounded by forests, hills, and snow-covered peaks. These
peaks are some of the highest in the Elburz range and include 'Alam

Kuh (4,850 m.) and Takht-i-Sulaiman (4,650 m.). The hills and upper

slopes of the valley are well-forested., The two subdistricts of
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Kalardasht and Birﬁn—Bashm are situated on the fringes of the plain,
while the two other subdistricts, Kuhistan-i-Gharb and Kuhistan-i-
Sharq are situated to the south of the actual plain of Kalar. -

Frbm the foregoing geographical account it is clear that the
distriét of Kalardasht is not a single natural or geographic unitj
rathgr it is broken up by hills and mountains which form barriers
between subdistricts and sometimes between villages as well, Thus
the Kalardasht subdistrict is separated from the other subdistricts
by groups of hills and forests, The two subdistricts of Kuhistan-
i=Sharq and Gharb, which are more mountainous, are completely
isolated from.the Kalardasht and Birun-Bashm subdistricts.

Some of the Birun-Bashm villages and almost all the villages
in the Kalardasht subdistrict are situated in a single valley or on
the plaing while the rest are closer to the two other subdistricts..
As a result of a relative geographic uﬁify, KéIErdasht and B{}Eh-
Béshm subdistricts have existed as a political and social un%ty;
as a result of the recent administrative divisions, the two other
subdistricts are now beginning to share this unity.

Owing to its proximiti to the Caspian sea, this mountainous
region enjoys a relatively high rainfall (90 cm). The high rain-
fall combined with the fertility of the land has given rise tq a
cover of thick vegetation. Whereas a wide range of crops can be -
cultivated in the low lands of the Caspian, crop growing in Kalar-
dasht district is limited to wheat,_barley, and millet. However,
because of the fertility of the land and %he level of rainfall;
irrigation is not requirgd. Moreover, the Sa?&éb Rud river, which

originates from the Takht-i=Sulaiman slopes, passes through a

number of wvillages in Kalardasht and the low lands before emptying
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itself into the Caspian Sea.

The climate of Kalardashf is humid, with long cold winters and
cool pleasant summers., Tﬁe d;strict is used as a summer resort by
the inﬁaﬁi;apts of coastal towns and, in recent years, by Tehranis
as well, The mountaing and other elevated parts of the district
are covered with snow for five months of the year; during which time

there is no agricultural activity.

2. Demography

According to the census taken in 1976, the total population
of Iran was 33,662,176; since Iran covers a vast territory of
1,648,000 sq. km., this:means there ié fairly low numerical density.
The urban population donstitutes 46,92 percent of the total popula—
tion; and fhe rural population (including semi-nomads) 53.08 pefeent.
The corresponding figures at the 1956 census were 30.1 percent urban
and 69.9 percent rural,3 The population is distributed over 49,000
settled areas of which 186 ;re towns (i.e., places with more than
5,000 inhabitants).
A rapid rate ofvpopulation growth (the result of the high birth
réte -= about 43 per thousand —- while the mortality rate is about {
20 per thousand)j the youthfulness of the population (49 percent of
the inhabitants are under 20‘years of age); and the rural exodus
(the drift from the country to the towns) are among the salient

features of population trends in Iran.

3'Resul’ts of 1976 Iranian National Census, based on 5% sample,
"Iranian Statistical Centre. '

B
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The population of Naushahr shahristan, of which KalErdasht is
one of the districts, is 146;799, of which 28.6 percent was ur'ban4
in 1976 (21.6 percent in 1966). The urban areas consist of
Naushahr city (the county capital) and Chalus. The population
density of the county was 39.7 persons per square kilometer in

1976 (29,2 in 1966). Table I.l presents the distribution of house-

holds by sex for urban and rural areas for Naushahr shahristan.

Table I.12 Naushahr county: Number of households and population
. by sex, urban and rural areas,

Area . Households ., Both sexes . Male . Female
Urban areas 8,419 42,045 21,777 20,268
Chalds city 5,149 25,782 13,352 12,430
Naushahr 3,270 16,263 8,425 7,838 |
Rural areas 18,595 104,754 524340 52,414 |
Total 27,014 146,799 T4,117 72,682

Sourcez Statistical Centre. 1976 Census, Iran.

4'According to the census definition, places with a population of
5,000 or more at the time of enumeration were considered 'urban',
In addition, all county capitals (shahristan centres), regardless
of size, were also defined as 'urban', Thus Naushahr city, despite
having a population of only 3,270, is regarded as an urban centre,
It must be pointed out that some population centres that are tech-
nically urban because they have more than 5,000 residents remain
essentially rural in their characteristics.

-
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Table I.2 presents the county population and sex ratio for
majér age groups. Of the total population 46.7 percent were under
15 years of age, 50.0 percent were between 15 and 64 years of age,
and 3.3 percent were 65 years of age and over., These percentages

for 1966 were 48.5, 48.5, and 3.0 respectively.

Table I.22 Naushahr countysz Population by sex ratios for major
age groups.

Age . Both sexes . Male . Female . Sex
N . % ratio
Tbtal 146,799 100.0 T4,117 72,682 102.0
0 - 14 years | 68,514 46,7 354360 33,154 106.7
15 - 64 years 73,441 50.0 36,396 37,045 98,2
65 years plus 4,844 3.3 2,361 2,483 95.1

Source: Statistical Centre. 1976 Census, Iran.

Tables I.3 and I.4 present data on the literacy5

of the popula-
tion aged six years or more and on school attendance,

There are 31 villages in Birun-Bashm, 26 in Kaladrdasht dihistan,
10 in Kuhistan-i-Sharg, and 27 in Kuhistan-i-Gharb. The total
population of Kalardasht district is 23,154, comprising 3,943 house-
holds, ﬁasankif is the capital of the district and the centre of

governmental organizations., This village is growing rapidly and

5'According to the census definition, "all persons who could read
and write a simple text in Persian or in any other language, regard-
less of whether or not they had an educational certificate" were
considered literate,

"
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Table I.,32 Naushahr countyz Percent literacy by sex, urban and
rural areas.

Aires v Both sexes ‘ Male o Female

% %

Urban areas 68.7 76.8 5969
Rural areas 4468 527 32.7

|
Total shahristan 51.9 63.2 4065

Sources Statistical Centre. 1976 Census, Iran,

Table I.42 Naushahr county:z Percent school attendance by broad
age groups, urban and rural areas. |

A.rea ° 6 - 11 e 12 - 14 e 15 - 19
Urban areas 95.6 90,7 63.8
Rural areas 827 66.8 30,0
Total shahristan 86.1 T4e1 40,8

Source? Statistical Centre. 1976 Census, Iran.

absorbing population from surrounding isolated villages. The main
street in ﬁasankif, which is the continuation of the road to the
region, is the bazaar, with shops concentrated on both sides of the
road. The street serves as the meeting place of the inhabitants of

surrounding villages.

One of the features of the villages in Kalardasht is the
diversity of their ethnic composition, resulting from the policy of

tribal displacement carried out by the central government in the

: \
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eighteenth century and earlier., While some villages are inhabited
by the indigenous population, the Gglaks, others have populations
of tribal origin, such as Laks, Kurds, and Turks; and some villages
contain several different ethnic groups. Appendix I gives the
ethnic composition and the distribution of population in the two

subdistricts of Kalardasht and Birun-Bashm,

3o History

In order to appreciate the contemporary scene and to interpret
and understand the pattern of change, it is necessary toc consider
briefly the history of the region.

There is no recent documentation of the history of Kalardasht.
However, in recent years a few scholars (Rabino, 19133 Stark, 19343
and De Planhol , 1961) visited Kalardasht and commented briefly on
the available documents. The written source materials are limited
to some references to thé region in a few historical books concern-
ing the northern part of Iran until the seventeenth century.

I have distinguished three important landmarks in the history
of the regionz (1) the Arab invasion and conversion to Islam in
the seventh centurys (2) the policy of tribal displacement carried
out by Nadir Shah Afshir and the early Qajar kings in the late

eighteenth centurys; and (3) the beginning of the end of the region's

isolation occasioned by the construction of 2 road linking Kalardasht

to the outside world during the reign of Reza Shah in the 1930s,

By the early 1960s the process of breaking down the isolation of

Kalardasht was virtually complete..




A, Kalardasht in history

"

In Persian historical documents, the territory which lies
between Gurgan and Gilan inland from the Caspian sea is referred
to as Tabaristan., Kalardasht is situated in a part of Tabaristan
which was then referred to as Rustamdar or Ruyan. Studeh, an Iran-
ian historian, in an introduction to a fourteenth century history
of Magzandaran (written by Maulana Auliya’ Amuli in 764 A H, =
1362-63 A,D,), maintains that Rustamdar and Ruyan formed the same
territory which was a part of ?abaristan.6 He divides Ruyan or
Rustamdar into eleven districts, one of which was called Kuhistan
(1it. mountains) and included Kalarrestaq, Birun-Bashm, Miyan-
Bashm, and Kalardasht. Rabino in 1928 writesz "The district of
Kalarrestaq extends along the coast from Namakabrud on the west
to Chalus on the east and is situated between the districts of |
Tunakabun z2nd Kajur. It comprises four subdistricts: Birun-
7

Bashm, Dasht, Kalardasht, and Kuhistan,"

It can be noted that the boundaries of Kalardasht district as

defined by the state in 1937 do not correspond to former boundaries. ;
However,, the villages in the present subdistricts of Kalardasht and
Birun-Bashm have been perceived as part of Kalardasht district since
the fourteenth century. This study, as previously mentioned, is
mainly concerned with these two subdistricts (dihistans).

Shut off by the mountains from the rest of Persia and differing

from it in climate, character, and interests, the Caspian provinces

6'S'tudeh (1348 = 1969215).,

| TeRabino (192828) .

;



A, Kalardasht in history

In Persian historical documents, the territory which lies

between Gurgan énd Gilan inland from the Caspian sea is referred
to as Tabaristan., Kalardasht is situated in a part of Tabaristan
which was then referred to as Rustamdar or Ruyan. Studeh, an Iran-
ian historian, in an introduction to a fourteenth century history
of Mazandarsn (written by Mauland Auliya' Amuli in 764 AH, =
1362-63 A,D,), maintains that Rustamdar and Ruyan formed the same
territory which was a part of ?abaristén.6 He divides Ruyan or
Rustamdar into eleven districts, one of which was called Kuhistan
(1it. mountains) and included Kalarrestaq, Birun-Bashm, Miyan-
Bashm, and Kalardasht. Rabino in 1928 writes:z "The district of
Kalarrestaq extends along the coast from Namakabrud on the west
to Chalus on the east and is situated between the districts of
Tunakabun and Kajur. It comprises four subdistricts: Birun-
Bashm, Dasht, Kalardasht, and Kuhistsn."'

It can be noted that the boundaries of Kalardasht district as
defined by the state in 1937 do not correspond to former boundaries.
However, the villages in the present subdistricts of Kalardasht and
Birun-Bashm have been perceived as part of Kalardasht district since
the fourteenth century. This study, as previously mentioned, is
mainly concerned with these two subdistricts (dihistzns).

Shut off by the mountains from the rest of Persia and differing

from it in climate, character, and interests, the Caspian provinces

6°Studeh (1348 = 1969:15).

TeRabino (1928:8) .
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have necessarily played a somewhat independent part in Persian

history. In the geographical section of Avesta, the sacred book

of Zoroaster (¢. 600 B.C.), there is no reference to this territory
in the list of areas comprising Persia. The listings of countries
comprising the Persian empire to be fougd in the epithets of
Darius, the second king of the Achaemenid dynasty, again contain

no reference to Mazandaran., The absence of any reference to this
part of Persia in all historical documents prior to the Sassanian

period (226-641 A.D.) indicates that none of the dynasties ruling

Iran before the Sassanian had control over this territory.8 The

whole story of the region is full of gaps. After the Arab invasion

in the seventh century (642 A.D.) the coastal regions along the

southern shore of the Caspian sea fiercely resisted the penetration

of the Arabs and Islam. The protection of the lofty Elburz mountain

range enabled the coastal régiéns to escape the main thrust of the

conquering Arab armies; early Arab invasions were only partially

successfu1.9 In the year 650-651, under the Caliph 'Uthman’, ‘
Mazandarin was conquered for'a short time, but it was lost to Arab
dominance during the struggle betweén Ali and Mugwyeh for the
Caliphate. In the year 661 an attempt by the Caliph to conquer
Tabaristzn (the old name of Mazandaran) resulted in a defeat, Tabar-
istan at this time was ruled by the dynasty of Ispahbads and was a
stronghold of Zoroastrianism. In 759, the Caliph Al-Mansur ordered
war agaiﬁét Ispahbads within two years ?abaristénAwas conquered

and henceforth ruled by Muslim governors residing in Kmul. Their

B'Mhshkﬁr,"lntroduction" in Tasbihi (1345 = 1966:7),
9*Madelung (1975:198).
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first task was to secure Muslim domination over the newly subdued
territories.lo

Maulani Auliya’Amuli, who wrote the history of Ruyan around
the fourteenth century, refers to a town called Kalar in the moun-
tains of Tabaristéln.l1 Also Yagut in the thirteenth century (632
A.H.) refers to this town as the capital of the plain of Kalar

(Kalérdasht).lz The town of Kalar, which was located in the present

sub-district of Kalardasht, played a very important role in the
Dailamian mountain country. (Dailamian was a local autonomous |
dynasty which ruled the region in early Islamic history and Kalar-
dasht bordered on this territory.lB) Kalar was ruined by Mongols in
the early thirteenth century but was rebuilt and walled in 1346 A.D.
The town later constituted a part of an independent state which was
ruled by Padhusban from the end of the seventh century A.H. to

1595 when Shah Abbas turned against the dynasty and finally destroy-
ed it.14 Freya Stark, who visited the area in the 1930s, believes
that the city of Kalar was located near the village of Gavitar (a

! village in B{rﬁn—Bashm).l5 Although this seems acceptable, there are
no substantial documents to support such an hypothesis. Rabino, dur-—
ing his journey to the Caspian area in 1908, was also looking for

the city of Kalar. He suspected that this city was located on the

0eyade1ung (1975:210).

s sinion (1348=1969:12) .

12.

Ibid., p. 1l.

13'Minorsky (19652189-195),

145 g ¥iso (19282144).

eStark (193402216).
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Mound of Kalar in Kalardasht, but the small size of the remaining
ruins led him to believe that they were remains of a castle rather
Athan a city.16

The prosperity of the region starts froﬁ the seventeenth cen%ury
duriné the reign of Shah Abbas Safavid. Mazandaran, his mother's
birthplace, was a special favourite with Shah Abbés.17 Here he built
‘a series of palgces and ordered the construction éf a causeway along
the Cagpian shores which linked this area to other parts of the

country, The causeway was finished in 1621.18

The only part of :
the causeway which left the coast and climbed up through the forest |
is that portion between Amul and Dailam. Freya Stark uses this

deviation from the coast as additional efidéﬁce of the existence

of the inland cities of Ruyan and Kalér.19 Rabino writes that a

portion of the causeway that still existed was reported to him in

e

Kalardasht during his journey to the region in 1908.20
However, the crucial changes occurred towards the end of the
eighteenth century when Safavid kings as well as Nadir Shah Afshar

and Qajar shahs encouraged the development of this part of the

country. The constant resistance by the native Gilak to the intru-
' gion of central government and their attempts to defy the control
' of the central government led to further change; Through a policy

of large-scale tribal displacement, Nadir Shah and early Qajar

16+ pabino (1913).

17'Curzon (19662372) .

18+ pabino (1928:7).

19estark (1934(b)2216).

20«pabino (1913236).

_
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monarchs attempted to neutralize the local unrest; A policy of
settlement of Kurdish tribes from Garus and Ardallan in the region

diluted the native people.

B, Settlement of the tribal21 population in Kalardasht

Because of these policies there are now, in addition to descend-
ants of the original settlers of the province, many tribal groups

distributed over the area who were brought into Mazandaran at dif-

ferent periods by various monarchs and who were granted rights in
land in return for military service. Rabino writessz "They have
becqme so mingled with the country folk that they cannot be distine
guished from themg apart from the Kurds and a few Turks, they have
altogether forgotten their original languages and are now Mazanda-
ranis to all intents and ﬁﬁrposes."22

In fact, the conditions andvthe exact dates of the events which

led to tribal settlement in the region are not clear. All the

21'The term tribe is used as the translation of the Persian word Il.

11 in Persian refers to those people who live by means of herdlng,
are transhumant, and are under the control of a khan who is either
from the Il or from another adjacent I1. The tribal population of
Kalardasht originally belonged to such groups, but at present they
do not continue the Il way of life, although they have retained

some features of their tribal origin such as having a khan, moving
herds from one type of pasture to another, and carpet-weaving, which
was brought by them to the region., In this study the term tribe is
employed merely to distinguish the in-coming population of the region
who have tribal origins without implying that their present way of
life has tribal features, i.e., to distinguish between ethnic groups
of indigenous and exogenous origine.

“2eRabino (1928:11).
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existing sources, with the exception of H. W. Field, suggest that
this tribal settlement was carried out in the reign of iqi'Mupémméd
Khan Qajar, the founder of the Qajar dynasty (1779-1797). Field”>
suggests that the tribes in Kalérdasht were originally brought

from Gamis and Kurdistan by Nadir Shah Afshar (c. 1740). A part

of the tribe (I1) returned to their native country at the end of

the reign of Karim Khan Zand (1750-1794) and were brought back by
Aga Muhammad Khan Qajar (1796) to keep down the turbulent inhabitants
of these districts..

Field recognizes five subsections of the tribe of Khwajvand

(Kurdi) in the Kalardasht plain: (1) Sultan Quli Khanij (2) Kakavandj

(3) Lak; (4) Khwajvand; and (5) Dilfan.°* On the other hand, Rabino
classifies the inhabitants of the Kalérdaéhf:as Lak tribes and
dividfes them into four branches: (1) Karak; (2) Dilfan; (3) Turks,
aﬁd (4) Nanakoli., He also indicates that the Khwajvand tribes are
settled in Pul and Kajur and does not mention Kalardasht. Rabino
suggests that these fribes were brought from Ardalan and Garus by
Kq; Muhammad Khan Qajar to protect the capital, Tehran, against any
rising of tﬁe inhabitants of these part§.2?

As can be seen, the two listings of the tribes do not corres-

pond, Although both agree on the origins of the in-coming tribes,

they differ in the dates of their arrival in the area as well as in

23epie1d (19392168).

24'I'bid. He spells Khwajvand as followsz "Khwajahvand".

25,

Rabino (19132441). He spells Khwajvand as followss "Khajavend",
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the names of subsections of each tribe. There is no mention of any
; of these tribes'by name in the Persian historical books concerning
Mazandaran. In fact, almost all of the Persian historical books
about Mazandaran follow the history of the area only from the tenth
to the seventeenth centurys; the only available recent source refers
to Khwajvands who reside ianalérdasht and Kajur as tribes brought
over from Kermanshah and Kurdistan during the reign Qf the late
Zandieh and early Qajar kings.26

However, the name of the Khwajvand tribe is still familiar

and used. Tribes of the area also refer to themselves as a whole
as I1 (tribal), while the inhabitants are referred to as Gil (short
for Gilak)., There is a legend well known by the people of Kalar-
dasht which was told to me to explain the origins of tribes in the
area: During the reign of Aqa Muhammad Khan Qajar (1779-1797) the
governof of Kalardasht, Na'im-Shah Kﬁlérdashti, claimed thé king-
dom. He minted coins in hiénh;me and asked for independence from
the central government. The ruling shah sent his troops, which
consisted of tribal people,27‘to deal with the ambitious sub-
ordinates Na'im-Shah was defeaféd. When the shah's troops: withdrew,
Na'im-Shah rebelled again. iIn order to secure the contfoi of thé
central government over the turbulent region, various tribes under
the leadership of the Khwajvands were settled in the region and given

land in return for their service; The tribes remained part of the

} 26'Nﬁsh§n (1355 = 1976:105). This source is in fact the only recent
" documentation of the events concerning the regions it relies heavily
on the sources that I have already cited.

| 27'Before the formation of the modern army in Iran ilat va 'ashayir,
‘ which can be translated as tribal people, comprised the army; at the
time of war they were summoned for services

Ii
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army until the reign of Reza Shah (1925), who organized the modern
army of Iran, The trained forces of the Iranian army replaced the
tribal people who had historically comprised the army leviess,
It can be concluded that the settled tribes of the region,
who originally were brought from A?dallén and Garus, belonged to
different tribal groups. But all tribal groups were brought for
the same purpose'-; to put down turbulence in the region caused by
the native population, the Gilaks. In less than two hundred years
since seftling in the region these tfibes have lost most of their |
tribal characteristicss they have settled on the land and mixed
with the indigenous population. I find it more meaningful to
classify the tribal population of Kalérdasht on the basis of their
religious affiliation. They fall into two categories: (1) Khwaj-
vands who belong to the Ahl-i-Haqq sect, which observes special
ceremonies and abjurs orthodox rituals of prayer and fasting.2
Khwajvands are in turn divided into two subdiviéionsz (a) Dilfan
and (b) Abdul Malaki. (The latter have been removed from the areas
only a few families still live in Kalardasht.29) Their different
religious practices isolated them from the native inhabitants of-
the region. As they alsé speak the Kurdish language (as opposed to
the local Gzlaky), Khwajvands are easily identified. (2) Those in-
coming tribes who adhere to Shi'ite Islam and who, therefore, have

mingled with the native people more easily. They are also divided

28'The Ahl-i-Haqq sect, although a part of the Islamic tradition,
emerged from the politicized Sufi orders and members of this religious
group ignore the Shariah and many of the devotional practices of
orthodox Muslims, It should be stressed that this sect is_different
from the Ali-Allahi, another Islamic sect. See Nur ATi Elahi (1354

= 1976) and Minorsky (1960:260-63)..

29+See Rabino (19282122).
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into two subsectionsz (a) Lak and (b) Turk, who originally were
brought from Qara~Yagh., Turks still retain their identity through
their language which is Tuyrkish., But Laks, especially those who
have settled down in Gilak villages are almost unaware of their
tribal background and refer to themselves as Gzls in relation to
Khwajvands who are referred to as ils. (This is the case in Rud-
barak, where Laks assimilated to such an extent with the Gilaké
that they call themselves Gilakié.)

Among these tribes only Khwajvands held military positions,
Beforewthe reign of Reza Shah, the chief of the tribe or khan was
centred in ﬁasankiff (capital of the region) and held military rank.
The soldiers, who consisted of tribal men, were under his command.
The grandfather of the present khan of Rudbarak used to be "Yavar"

(a2 military rank) and was under the command of the chief in Hasan-
kidf.

After the reorganization of the army by Reza Shah, these tribes
were disarmed and their chiefs lost their military position. In
orderrto reduce their power, all khans in Kalardasht were disarmed
and exiled to different parts of the country by Reza Shah. Their
land was subsequently confiscated., But after Reza Shah's abdication,
the khans returned to Kalardasht and re-claimed their lands. Gradual-
ly gendarmerie and government agencies gained greater control of the
area. Finally, after land reform and nationalization of the past-
ures and forests in 1962, the power of the khans, which rested
principally on control of pastures, was again reduced., For instance,
the father of the present khan of Rudbarak, who was sent into exile

for some years, held much power in the village: village headmen

were always appointed by him and he virtually controlled the life
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of the villagers; disputes were arbitrated by him; etc. At the
present the only one of his sons who lives in the village has almost
no personal hereditary power; although he is the head of the village
council, he is elected by the villagers and his power depends upon
his office., With the increased influence of governmental agencies
in the rural areas, the role of the traditional leaders in the
village communities has decreased, while deprivation of their
military power and of control of most of their land has crucially

limited their authority.

Co Settlement patternss ethnic composition of villages in Kalardasht

I have discussed the limited historical data available concern-
ing the settlement of these tribes. Although some of these tribes
have mingled to a very large extent with the indigenous people, it
is still possible to distinguish between the in-migrating tribes,
ils, and the indigenous population, Gils. The arrival of the
tribal population in the region has had a decisive impact on the
settlement patterns and the system of land ownership.

De Planhol , writing about the villages in Kalardasht, points
out the different economic patterns distinguishing the tribal and
indigenous populations., He refers to an agricultural-dominated
economy of the indigenous people (Gil), and a pastoral-dominated
economy of the tribal population (the I1), and argues that although
prior to the arrival of the tribal groups small-scale herding existed

among Gilaks, the high pastures were not utilized. Therefore, the

tribal groups, because of their pastoral way of life, tended to




30 The settlement patterns

settle in the highlands of Kalardasht.
in the region lend support to De Planhole's argument: the ethnic

| composition of the villages in the Kalardasht region shows a dis-

tinct tendency on fhe part of the I1s to settle on the highlands,

for ease of access to high pastures., Prior to the nationalization

of pastures and apart from some of the highlands which were control-

led by Gils, almost all the pastoral mountains were in the hands

of the tribal (mainly Khwajvand) population.

Eefore the arrival of these tribes, the control of some of !

the;e high pastures had been in the hands of Gilak landowners, but

the tribal khans, by virtue of the military power granted to them

by the central government, seized control of most of these pastures,.

Thus relations between in-migrating tribes, who were involved mainly

in pastoralism and who occupied the high pastures of the region,

1 and the indigenous inhabitants, who were forced to pay them high
levies to pasture their animals, were not good. Moreover, as a
great majority of these tribes belonged to the Ahl—i—gaqq sect
this created another base for conflict

with Gilaks who adhered to orthodox Shi'ism.

The hostile relations that existed hetween these two groups
have been commented upon by a number of scholars who visited the
region in the early years of the present century. Stark refers to

the existing animosity between different groups on the basis of

their different religious beliefs.31 Rabino remarks thatz "The

Khwajvands and Laks, as a whole, are hated by the other inhabitants

30¢gee De Planhole (19612191),

3legtark (1934(a) 2326) .
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of these parts, not only on account of their religion, but also
principally because they occupy the hest yailags (highlands) of

the district."32 Apparently the indigenous population strove to
remove the tribeé from their land but did not succeed, Rabino
refers to an event in 1855 when a governor, who already had removed
the Abdul Malakis from Nur, failed to remove the Khwajvands from
Kalardasht because the sum required for their removal was not paid
33

to him by the indigenous population.

To avoid open confrontation Ils, as far as possible, tried

to settle away from Gilak settlements. This was possible in the
localities in which land was available, such as in Birun-Bashm,
But in the regions such as Sardab-Rud valley, where Gilak settle-
ments alfeady existed and where, because of its rich mountain
pastures (yailags), land was e#tremely valuable to the in-coming
tribes, there was no alternative to mixing with the indigenous
population,

Table I.5 and MaplV show the preponderance of ils in th<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>