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Abstract: Participation in the decision-making process isignificant factor for recognizing the sustainable
development. People of all ages and of both sekefi feel the same attachment to contribute anctife
sustainable development. Several factors have pegposed to realize the sustainable developmenlifierent
countries. Family is mentioned to be a determirsagial institution which plays a vital role in salcchanges and
development. This paper, thus, aims to examinesituation of the family in Iran and its evolutionser four
decades. Family changes in the Iranian family Hzeen gradual and continuous in recent decadesardiogly,
the development trends will be explained basedesd changes.

Among the various aspects of family, the emphasisut on the quality of the decision-making andchanges in
the Iranian family. Traditionally, these were theshands and fathers who enjoyed the authority tkenihe
important decisions and other family members werend to comply. Due to the political, economic autial
changes over the past four decades and in resuthefimplementation of several development programiran
during the same period, it sounds to meaningfuigge.

The present paper, then, addresses this main gaelstt how the quality of the decision-makingrianian families
has changed over the past four decades. The atswes question can demonstrate the quality ofilfamember's
participation especially women in the decision-magkprocess and its ups and downs. Methodologictillig, a
secondary analysis of the national survey data3éts.major dataset sources include The FutuysBurvey
(1974), the Cultural Trends and Social Attitudedrahians Survey (2004), and a range of other magtional and
minor various surveys conducted between over ttieeades to measure and indicate the mentioned ehang

The findings suggest that men still have the béwéforiority in decision-making in the family, hawer, it has been
declining. Interestingly and unprecedentedly, itnigr replaced by women’s power to decide, yet, isithe
participation of all family members which is desireThe father's decision-making has been decre&sed 72
percent (in 1974) to 33 percent (in 2004), as wasllwomen’s decision-making that has been lessenead 11
percent (in 1974) to 6 percent (in 2004). This agimgy family decision-making process has causeatmatla, the
"collaborative decision-making", in recent survéyde added, while there is no such option in tt@ipve similar
surveys. Other national surveys also confirm thisnging process. It recommends that the partimipatpproaches
are being replaced the polar decision-making systethe family. Then, it seems the grounds for shetainable
development is provided more than any time befmreesnow both sexes have the sense of participatidecision-
making.

Keywords: collaborative decision-making, Iranian family, sedary analysis , social changes, sustainable
development

Introduction

women and the youths. The social capital of these groups makes their developmental partaking

inevitable. This has caused an increased atterttiotheir role in recent developmental debates and
restructured conceptual and theoretical groundiesélopment in a way that highlight their placdi¢El 2013, 38).
The central role of human forces in development ¢@msvinced researchers to give more weight to iddi
members of society and their involvement in futij social demands. Development-oriented policiesild/ not
achieve the defined goals without appreciatingrthe of women and the youths (as elaborated by dg&1). This
is an imperative especially in developing counttiest need to articulate and improve sustainableldpment
processes (Narayan, 2015, 404; Elliot, 2013).

To endure, sustainable development must redressdimprehensive participation of all people, includin
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In Iran, five development programs before the IstaiRevolution and five after it reinforce the nesigs of
evaluating the course of development and its huamthsocial grounds. Compared with previous prograetent
development programs in Iran (especially forth &iftd) have envisioned a wider participatory scdpe women
and the youths. The population structure of lrareats the significant impact of these groups asrdghing human
forces. The last national census in 2011 showsvtioaten make 49.6 percent of the Iranian populatibiie the
age pyramid shows that 40.81 percent of the populatre between 15-30 (Census 2011, StatisticaleC e Iran).

On the other hand, family is a traditional, powédaocial institution that is especially importantéxplaining social
development and comprehending its alteration gavéetter chance of understanding bigger socialitond The

extent of women and the youths’ participation imilg decision-making processes presumably facégatheir
involvement in similar public processes. Dependimywhich modes of socialization families apply, ralsdof

decision-making are shaped for other social sibmati the authoritarian model of communication imifees

generates the passivity of subjects in other s@nattoo. The main subject of this study is “theparties of
decision-making in the Iranian family”; where symtoperties are considered an index of family authaystem.
The main question of the study is “what changesthadranian family withessed in recent decadesnaigg its
members’ participation in decision-making?”.

Theoretical Framework

Concepts and theories of development have widedyghd in consistence with socio- economic developsnef
recent decades (Rogers et al., 2008). The “modaiaiztheory” has dominated the theoretical modélsconomic
development from late 1950s to the early 1970se8am this theory, underdeveloped countries cancowee their
constraints by moderating their financial polica®d following the path of developed countries. Bpgting new
technologies and through economic investment, theastries can follow the linear path of progreéss developed
countries have undergone before. “Development jhanim practice was characterised by large infrastre,
industrial and agricultural modernisation projeatsobilising new technologies and was increasirfgianced
through international borrowing. There was littlencern for the environmental impacts of these psion behalf
of governments keen to deliver economic growthroomgst international donors and banks” (Elliott1 2028).

The resumption of these policies in the long téusled social inequality and reproduced gender (@apidotti et
al.,, 1994, 1). As a result and along with policyi@t, development models are being reconsideredriter to
achieve a homogeneous development that is inclusivall social groups and their demands. Thereupmnn,
“sustainable development” researchers imply a stdblelopmental process in which, in addition tonemic and
financial factors, environment, human capital amdusive participation by all groups is guaranté@tsuki, 2014).

The recurring and multiple crises of recent desaitt have affected all developed and developmgties,
higher, middle, and lower classes, and individuamen and men, have made it an imperative to consite
process of development in a more comprehensiveeséie environmental crisis is one of the most fdahle
crises the aversion of which is impossible withthé consciousness of every single individual. Tindrenment in
which we live is out of personal or group controtiaffects all the same. Under the terms of susidénpattern of
development, the environmental costs proceed frarerolimate debates to include socio- economic d#oas in
international level; international crises with Ibead regional solutions (Redclift, 1987, 79).

Normative developmental policies can neither adghi@omprehensive success without appreciating genera
participation of all countries, groups and indivatk) and a proper calculation of regional humartakpnder such
circumstances, the theoretical attempts must babtemf stimulating better explanations for currenérnational
crises, and social researchers must take on ameirtfl role in mitigating national crises. It istrthe case that
global changes like climate change and the follgwinises are exclusive to groups of activists aallinteers.
Rather, the very situation affects various sociatl eeconomic patterns too (Benton and Redclift, 2003
“Contemporary inequity and distributional disparippse a fundamental challenge to sustainable dewelot.
When sustainable development fails or ignores ehglts based upon contemporary gender, race orcethni
disparities in income, health, housing, transpmmtagnd employment, these disparities will undelersuccessful
development. Sustainability is difficult withoutp@ring and restoring inherited and contemporaspadliities which

are inevitably reflected in ecosystems and enviremiesd damage. The challenge of sustainable developiis
honest recognition of the historical roots of ourrent environment crisis as a critical leveragmpior strategic
change in how communities develop” (Collin and @0l2015, 209).

No theoretical pattern or conceptual implicatiom cdaim the required theoretical authenticity faplkaining the
current of affairs, without taking into account thlebal transitions and catastrophes that threditenwhole human
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society. The coincidence between evolving crisek the attempts in “sustainable development” agdratabeen
there from the early 1970s, when the phrase “probtE world” was coined (Springett and Redclift, 130 3).

Accordingly, among the strategies of sustainablelbpment we see the empowerment of various grbkeshe

indigenous, women, and the poor, in order to megivheir active participation in alleviating recemises (Dalal-
Clayton et al., 2002). Contemporary studies in thgard have also shifted to the qualified analg§imternational
crises, aiming at faster elimination and engagenoérdll individual humans from around the globe gink,

2011). The United Nations has also dealt with gmié of sustainable development in different regittmough
conferences and policies that track the partiojmaind involvement of nations (Green and Chami2886). The
UN “World Conservation Strategy” was, for exampdeblished in 1980 for preserving the environmert aatural
resources (WCS).

Considering the importance of general participatdrall social groups, family is especially emplasi in the
present study as one of the most important saeiitiitions and the first source of socializatiohene most habits
and emotions take shape and become internalizechekgioned before, various development programe teken
place in Iran in the past decades, both beforeafted the Revolution, that depend for their sucagsshe level of
general participation, especially of two major sbaroups, i.e. women and the youths. The procégmlicy-
making that address participation in decision-mgkamd tangible involvement in shaping destinies g@lgys its
part in easing trans-regional crises. Thereforig,gtudy is an introduction to other surveys ttadt attention to the
dynamics of individuals in their role as family mieens, both male and female and including all ages, the
empowerment of these individuals in the path taaénable development goals. The theoretical patefthis
agenda have to be reviewed based on provisionirtgipation of individuals in all micro and macreMels.

Resear ch M ethod

The method of this study is secondary analysisaté @ollected from national surveys during the meécecades.
Regardless of the many surveys that have been ctedlin the past years on patterns of Iraniansatieln and
viewpoints, the findings of the present reportestricted to the national surveys that are relatethdividuals’
participation in decision-making or the authoritystem of families, and include all citizens above ds their
population. The first source of dataTse Cultural Orientations and Social Attitudbg Ali Asadi. Parts of this
survey that are utilized for analysis in the préstady are devoted to the respondents’ behavidrtlagir attitudes
towards family and its features. A decade lateotlzer survey is made by Manuchehr Mohséngurvey on Socio-
cultural Attitudes in Iran(1995). He was a colleague of Asadi in 1974 suamy used factors in his survey that can
be compared with the findings of the former stuldlyhas a part on the attitudes of Iranians towamilfy. After
three decades in 2004, Mohsen Goudarzi carrieduheey titledThe Cultural Orientations and Social Attitudes of
the Whole IraniarPopulationwith the aim of studying social transition and élepment in Iran. Goudarzi, too,
tried to present findings about factors that camd@pted to the findings of two previous surveyse Three are the
main sources of analysis in the present study. ttmfiately and due to some shortcomings, no sinm&onal
survey was conducted in the current decade, andalisence highlights the importance of such sunfeys
understanding socio- cultural transition even mdtris. worth pointing to the twin challenges thegent study faced
in finding its sources of analysis: a) the natiosialveys have been seized at times for reasonddikey costly or
for State surveillance, and therefore, there istimetpossibility to cover all time spans in recdatades; and b) the
detailed data is not available for all surveys, mglstatistical calculations and determining thgngicance of the
relationship between variables restricted to thdifigs of some few surveys. Anyway, the least abtdl data have
been utilized to answer the question of the studyenprecisely.

Gradual Shiftsin Patternsof Participation in Decision-making

Due to the male authority in Iranian families, wonteve had little say in household decision-makiagrording to

Asadi, the agents of decision-making have respelgtiveen: father, grandfather, grandmother, andheroflhis has
been the case for important and serious decisiddrAgancidents while in minor cases, the hierarahight have
been interrupted. Overall, fathers made more tit@n @f decisions. The prioritization of male famihembers -in
position of fathers or grandfathers- demonstrates Hierarchy in decision-making patterns. Responseg by

gender; 79% of men have seen decision-making asitbertaking of fathers; whereas, women have réied
degree of fathers’ decision-making as 65%. Theetiffice shows that although the dominant pattguatirnalistic,
men have more incentive to indicate their own geadedominant in decision-making and therefores tlagir share
of decision-making higher than the rate women ¢finegn (Asadi, 1977, 153).
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In the following table, data related to the deaisinaking pattern in Iranian families in 1974 isgeeted based on
of demographic variables:

Table 1. decision-making pattern in 1974

Variable Gender age Education urban | rural
men [women (15-29 [30-49 |50and |illiterate| primary|secondary [high school | Advanced
over graduated | degree
. % % % % % % % % % % % %
Attitude
Father/Husband| 79 65 70 76 72 84 75 63 54 55 62 80
Mother/wife 6 16 11 10 12 6 10 19 13 14 14 B
Adults 15 19 19 14 16 10 15 18 33 31 24 12
TOTAL 100 100 100 | 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 | 100

Source: Asadi, 1977, p. 156

Based on the data given above, men’s share inidegisaking increases with age. Men’s dominanceeoigion-
making decreases as the respondents become yoQugepared to other age groups, young respondemsgdizen
the least share of decision-making share to fath@using 1970s and as a result of the increaseducaion and
income levels, women'’s share in decision-makingegased compared to men. The dominance of men dect¢a
55% in opinion of the educated respondents, whileural areas, fathers had much more power in diégision-
making situations than mothers. Due to the predamtda of extended family pattern in some rural atbas
entailed the cohabitation of grandfathers and gratters (or both) with nuclear family and their doamce over
children, the share of grandparents is highly deitging in these families and constitutes 17% ofiithele.

The findings of A Survey on Socio-cultural Attitudés Iran in 1995 manifest a gradual shift in theurse of
decision-making in Iranian families. Based on tla¢adpresented in this study, the power of men imilfas has
decreased by half (from 72% to 38%) as comparethe¢oprevious decade. Rather than the female-doednat
decision making pattern, the number has shiftecatdwthe participatory pattern of decision-making. tBe other
hand, the percentage of respondents that gave wdmeenpper hand in decision-making in 1974 has essad
(Mohseni, 2000, 97-9). Detailed description is preed in the table below that shows the conditibdexision-
making in families based on demographic variables:

Table 2. decision-making pattern in 1995

Variable Gender Age Education marital status
men| women |15-29 [30-49 |50and |illiterate|primary|secondary| high school |Advanced|single|married
over graduated | degree
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Attitude % % % % % % % % % % % %
Father/Husband | 38 36 35 38 39 53 43 41 31 23 3p 39
M other /wife 4 9 7 5 12 11 8 8 6 4 9 5
Adults 20 1€ 22 15 14 10 14 14 21 25 34 13
Father-Mother | 38 39 36 42 35 26 35 37 42 48 25 48
/Husband-Wife
Collaboration
TOTAL 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 | 100

Source: Mohseni, 2000, p. 121

Based on the data demonstrated above, the mentdlipaternalistic authority in decision-making hstsarply
decreased among both males and females. Withla dlifflerence from men, women show stronger tengdénche
participatory pattern. Father’s authority has degpbmore dramatically among the youths than othergagups, but
the middle-age group demonstrates the highest teyd® the participatory pattern. It seems that rtiiddle-age
group here is the youths of the two decades eanlfer are still loyal to their participatory mentgli With the
increase in education levels, the increase is gbdein the tendency toward the participatory pattém addition,
because of their commitment to a person of theratbe defined by certain rules, married people taade to the
participatory pattern. According to Mohseni, thiatienship between two variables of education, eradgital status,
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and the variable of “Father-Mother/Husband-Wife |&bration” is statistically significant and genéable to the
statistical population with 99% confidence.

The findings ofThe Cultural Orientations and Social Attitudes lné Whole IraniarPopulationin 2004 shows yet
another shift in the decision-making place of mEowever, the pattern has not shifted in favor ofmena or
mothers, but towards a participatory one. In tleiary 34% have pointed to the father, 6% to the ero#8% to both
parents, and 17% to the senior family membersaagents of decision-making in family (Goudarzi020167-8).

The pattern presented in the table below, shows diatthe decision-making processes in Iranian famil2004,
based on demographic variables:
Table 3. decision-making pattern in 2004

85

12

18

Variable gender Age education activity status marital status
men women [15-29 [30-49 |50and |illiterate| primary|secondary|high school | Advanced|housekeeper [studentjunemployed|retired| employed | single | married
over graduated | degree
Attitude % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
Father/Husband 38 31 33 34 37 45 39 35 28 23 33 30 41 2 34 B3
Mother/wife 4 9 6 6 9 8 7 5 7 6 8 6 7 6 5 1 5
Adults 19 15 20 13 17 13 14 16 20 22 11 24 21 21 1 P5
Father-Mother 39 45 41 47 37 34 40 44 45 49 48 40 31 41 4 B2
/Husband-Wife
Collabor ation
TOTAL 100 100 100 | 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Source: Goudarzi, 2008, p. 176

According to the data given above, men’s respomagsfrom women’s, regarding the state of authairityranian
family. The authority that men attribute to thegeps is higher than the mean (38%), compared toemowhose
rate of the opposite sex is lower than the meafo§3The difference that exists in the reports fribmee decades
earlier shows that men are satisfied with the euresithority system because of their interestsJeMvomen are
dissatisfied with it. Despite the moderation in tioée of men that results from gradual changes, aomre still
dissatisfied with the male dominance in decisiorkimg The average youths who had the least terydemthe
male authority in decision-making, have preserved attitude in the course of three decades andnbgring the
middle-age or the elderly groups, and this hasezhtise tendency in the middle-age and elderly ageps to shift
from the father to the participatory pattern of idem-making. This has also made the gap betweengagups
shrinking, although the young age group is st# lbast interested in the male authority in denisiaking and the
elderly are the most in favor of preserving thelititanal patterns. The comparison of the youthstuates in 2004
and the past decade shows that the participatadterpais being replaced by the authoritarian pattéys the
education increases, the place of fathers in deeisiaking drops sharply. Of interest, howeverhes39% decrease
in the decision-making place of fathers in thetadié of the uneducated in three decades (from &146%). As a
result, it could be stated that although the tradél decision-making patterns are outmoded forgtiecated, the
general course of decision-making patterns is cingngmong the whole population. Regarding occupatio
housekeepers that mainly consist of women in Istrgw the highest tendency to the participatory epait
Housewives’ expectation for an increased shareeofstbn-making shows the greatest demand for faaticry
patterns among marginalized women. In spite ofibating higher decision-making priority to men by a
considerable proportion of housewives, the groupashthe highest demand for change, too. Marrieglpeaho
have undergone certain duties before someone obpipesite sex have also demonstrated more tendetwie
participatory patterns than singles. The reasorhiriig that single individuals, who are still depemdon their
parental families, feel the tendency to participatpatterns after facing changes in their situgtiaesuming
responsibilities, and making relationship with some of the opposite sex.

In the following table, the data on the paramefEne' main decision-making members of the Iranianilfénis
shown in three periods:
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Table 4. decision-making patternsin three period

Time 1974 1995 2004
Attitude % % %
Father/Husband 72 38 34
Mother/Wife 11 7 6
Adults 17 17 17
Father-Mother /Husband-Wife | Not asked 38 43
Collaboration
TOTAL 100 100 100

Based on multiple data sources: Asadi, 1977; Mat2@®0; Goudarzi, 2008

The comparison of the findings of 1974, 1995 an@428urveys shows that in three decades, the rdlatledérs in
family decision-making processes has sharply deek@from 72% to 38% and from 38% to 34%). The @lat
women in decision-making has also decreased (frb% o 7% and from 7% to 6%) with less severity. Aim
finding of the comparison of the collected datahie formation of the concept “participatory decisimaking”
pattern (between women and men) in the data retatéte period after the Revolution; this is whihere has been
no such alternative among responses, back in 19[d. fading role of women and men in decision-making
processes in the Iranian post-Revolution familyidates the decreasing polemic authority systemiendradual
replacement with collective, participatory pattertrs a matter of decades, male authority in denisitaking has
sharply decreased and their dominance (as fathefdsusbands) has dropped, leading to the increasthan
participatory role of both sexes.

Conclusion

Recent international developments have convinceéarehers to reconsider development theories asédman
dynamics and human capital. These changes, for@eathe environmental and climate changes, afkgeople
around the globe equally. Social groups must hé&eér tactive part in controlling crises based onirtlsecial

dynamics. Any sustainable development to preseegeiids on taking local dynamics into account wheslinlg

with regional and global demands. Understandingctirgext of sustainable development in a develogogntry
like Iran is highly crucial. Considering the fivexklopment programs before, and five after the Rigdem in Iran,

the precise understanding of the contextual cirtcant®s of development there is quite important.oAlhe

population structure in Iran makes women and thehgtwo significant groups that constitute abalf the human
capital in the country. In the present study, thalidy of decision-making in the Iranian family wasudied with
emphasis on the role of individual family membelgving the importance of family and its role in isdization

process in mind, the participation pattern of fgmilembers, especially women and the youths, isidexi for their
general participation in society and in tangibléioral sustainable development. Family in this sessthe carrier
for reaching development goals and preparing stsjec undertaking their social commitments. Thethod for

responding the main question of the study is semgndnalysis of data collected from national susvéhat have
been carried out in recent decades. The sourc#isiohnalysis are three national surveys made eénptist few
decades that are comparable having examined aldergical factors of family behavior and attitud€amparison
of the data, taken from these surveys, demonsttheeemergence of changes in the condition of aeeimaking

patterns and attitudes among Iranian family memb&ushority of fathers as the main decision-makagents in
families has dropped sharply (from 72% to 34%)ratte revolution. Of interest is the parallel dese (from 11%
to 6%) in the authority of mothers and women asnnfiainily decision-makers and the emergence of gipgtiory

pattern of male and female family members, inst€mnparison of the data shows that polarized aityhpatterns
have given way to multiple non-polarized situatiamsl the groundings are prepared for the generttipation of

people in key decision-making occasions. Comparisoows the absence of participatory pattern of Si@ei

making in surveys that are carried before the Reian and the very emergence in the post-Revoligian

Women and the youths are two of the main groupeesging change. It seems that the increase indiheaton
level in these groups is one of the determiningaldes behind the change. Based on statisticalriefi@m the
mentioned surveys, there is a direct, significaiationship between education and the participat®gision-
making pattern. The ambiguity noticed in women #mel youths because of lacking a comprehensive rpaitte
mind, gradually disappears. The young age groupodstrates an apparent tendency to participatorgipetin a
matter of few decades and women show such a tepdmace forcefully than men. Both women and men
demonstrate gender superiority attitudes when atialy family decision-making realities. This attluis indicative
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of a sort of gender authoritarian bias among woarah men. However, the general course of changes leathe
disappearance of any authoritarian views. The ptestudy examined the grounds for achieving suatden
development with focus on individual decision-makibehavior in family as one of the most importaotial
institutions in Iran that underwent changes in nececades.
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