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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Research project

Urbanization, refugees and irregular migrants in Iran is a research project de-
signed to study the intertwining of urbanization, rural development, migra-
tion and immigration processes in the Islamic Republic of Iran (later, Iran). The
specific focus is on people who originate from Afghanistan and are currently
in Iran. There are more than 3 million Afghans, including registered refugees,
Afghan passport holders with Iranian visas and undocumented migrants in Iran
(UNHCR 2017b). This research project utilizes information from earlier studies
regarding refugees and urbanization in Iran and also uses empirical field mate-
rial that was collected in Iran in October 2017.

The research was conducted in cooperation with the University of Turku (Fin-
land) and Shahid Beheshti University (Iran). The main responsible researchers
were Professor Jussi S. Jauhiainen (Finland) and PhD candidate Davood Eyvazlu
(Iran). In addition, research assistants were used in the collection and analysis
of the material.

To conduct the research in Iran, the important support from the Ministry of
Interior of Iran is acknowledged as well as the financial support from the Stra-
tegic Research Council at the Academy of Finland (research consortium URMI).
We are grateful to all people who responded to our survey and let us interview
them.

This research report illustrates briefly the general background of the project,
key findings from the survey and suggestions. However, we will continue with
the more detailed analysis.

1.2. Research questions

The main questions of the research are:

1. What is the impact of the Afghan immigrants in Iran on rural development
and employment in studied less-central areas of Iran?

2. If the Afghan immigrants living in less central-areas of Iran intend to migrate
and to where do they intend to migrate?

3. What is the impact of social media on if, where, when and how the Afghan
immigrants living in less-central areas migrate?

4. What is the impact of the Afghan immigrants in Iran on urbanization, both
nationally and locally?
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The research questions are answered based on the empirical material collected
during the field research. Afghan refugees and migrants responded according to
their own views; the results indicate both their perspectives and our interpreta-
tion of them.

1.3. Research material and methods

The research report is based on earlier studies and information about urbanization,
refugees and irregular migrants in Iran (see, e.g., Abbasi-Shavazi et al. 2005; Abba-
si-Shavazi et al. 2016; Abbasi-Shavazi & Sadeghi 2015; Araghi & Rahmani 2011; Bania-
sadi, Zare & Varmazyari 2013; Hugo, Abbasi-Shavazi & Sadeghi 2012; Mahmoudian &
Ghassemi-Ardahaee 2014; UNHCR 2017b) and on empirical field material that the
report authors collected in Iran October 3-19, 2017. To collect the empirical material,
Kerman, Razavi Khorasan and Khuzestan provinces and the more precise locations
there were suggested and facilitated by Iran’s Ministry of Interior.

In Iran, the specific settlements for refugees (in Farsi )@-Ju\-og-«) are usual-
ly translated in English as “guest cities.” However, in this publication, we use
the term “guest settlements.” Instead of cities, these locations are rather small
and compact areas, up to a few square kilometers, hosting normally up to a few
thousand Afghan refugees. Earlier, due to their provisionary character, they
were also called refugee camps. Over decades, their infrastructure has been en-
hanced, and they have become rather permanent settlements.

In the field research, 644 persons with Afghan background responded to our
survey comprised of 79 questions, of which 50 were structural, 17 were semi-
open and 12 were open questions. All survey respondents remained anonymous.
Of them, 546 (85%) lived in one of the four studied guest settlements of Bani
Najjar, Bardsir, Rafsanjan and Torbat-e Jam and the remaining 98 (15%) lived in
urban areas and villages in the provinces of Kerman, Khuzestan and Razavi Kho-
rasan (Figure 1).

Besides the survey, interviews were also conducted. During the fieldwork, 72
Afghanrefugees and irregular migrants were interviewed in different sites of the
study areas. Each interview took 5-20 minutes. Interviews had themes that were
connected to the survey and facilitated a more in-depth understanding of the is-
sues. Furthermore, interviews were also conducted with 54 stakeholders related
to the refugees and irregular migrants. These included regional authorities such
as representatives of the Bureau for Aliens and Foreign Immigrant Affairs (BA-
FIA; located in Razavi Khorasan and Khuzestan) of the Ministry of Interior and
the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR, office located in
Mashhad); public authorities in districts, municipalities and villages within the
study areas; managers and council members in the four studied guest settle-
ments; other public authorities; and private-sector representatives. We thank all
respondents for helping us.
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Figure 1. Study areas in Iran.

All survey responses were analyzed quantitatively in the SPSS program. Main
methods included descriptive statistics, cross tables, cluster analysis and regres-
sion. The interviews were analyzed qualitatively in the N-Vivo program and quan-
titatively in the SPSS program. The main methods included content analysis and
descriptive statistics. We thank the research assistants in helping in the analysis.

1.4. Research highlights

¢ The urban population in Iran is growing by 1 million inhabitants per year.

¢ Afghan immigrants—irregular immigrants, refugees and other Afghans—
number over 3 million in Iran. They have an important impact on urban-
ization and rural development, both nationally and locally. They are also a
significant community of international interest.
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* Employment among Afghans in Iran varies from long-term unemployment,
low-skilled seasonal work in agriculture and hard work in industry and con-
struction to successful business in trading and industry; by the time of survey
in the autumn 2017, two out of three responded Afghan men and one out of
five Afghan women had an employment.

* In some localities in Iran, Afghans have a high share in seasonal work in ag-
riculture, construction and industry and thus have a substantial impact on
rural development and employment in studied less-central areas.

¢ Approximately one out of five Afghan respondents in the provinces of Ker-
man, Khuzestan and Razavi Khorasan stated that they will likely stay the rest
of their lives in Iran, and approximately one out of three respondents did not
know; however, fewer than one out of ten respondents intended to stay in
their current area, and approximately four out of five respondents hoped to
live in Mashhad.

¢ Afghans living in Bani Najjar, Bardsir, Rafsanjan and Torbat-e Jam refugee
guest settlements were more likely to state that they would likely live the rest
of their lives in Iran than were Afghans living elsewhere in Iran.

* Those Afghan respondents who stated that they would likely stay the rest of
their lives in Iran were often either 50-64 years old (usually those who came
to Iran over 20 years ago from Afghan villages and who had family members
in Iran) or younger Afghans (particularly those who originated from towns
and cities, had spent 10-20 years in Iran, and lived in refugee guest settle-
ments with their spouses and children).

¢ The Afghans’ desire to stay in Iran for the rest of their lives was higher if they
were satisfied with their current accommodations and social networks and if
they had good relations with their neighbors.

¢ Roughly two out of four respondents agreed that they would like to go back
to Afghanistan: of men, almost every second and of women every third would
like to return; however, only one out of six mentioned Afghanistan as their
most preferred country.

* Approximately half of respondents hoped to migrate to Europe, Australia or
Canada, and about four out of five respondents had a university degree.

¢ The more young an Afghan in Iran is, the more likely s/he wants to migrate
abroad, but very few younger Afghans want to migrate to Afghanistan, which
they perceive as insecure.
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Information from the Internet and social media has an impact on where,
when and how the Afghans who lived in less-central areas of Iran hoped to
migrate abroad or within Iran; younger Afghans in particular use the Inter-
net and social media for migration-related information and planning.

Approximately half of Afghan respondents in refugee guest settlements were
fully or partly satisfied with their current accommodations; however, satis-
faction levels varied substantially among guest settlements. Approximate-
ly three out of five respondents in guest settlements agreed that they had
enough toilets and showers for their use.

The physical and social environments of refugee guest settlements can be en-
hanced.

The research-based results about the Afghan refugees and irregular migrants
can help Iranian officials to design efficient evidence-based policies that have
a successful impact on individual communities and on Iranian society as a
whole, so this research should be continued.
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2. URBANIZATION, REFUGEES AND IRREGULAR MIGRANTS IN
IRAN

2.1. Urbanization

Urbanization is about two connected issues. First, urbanization means the in-
crease of population living in urban areas compared to the total population of
a country. In practice, this signifies how many people live in cities and towns
in Iran compared to Iran’s total population. Such urbanization is achieved
through demographic and migration processes. Natural growth of urban
population means that the number of births in towns and cities exceed the
number of deaths. Positive migration balance means that more people mi-
grate from rural to urban areas than vice versa. Often in more advanced soci-
eties, in the urban areas, natural population development becomes negative,
but due to the positive migration balance, the population in the urban areas
grows.

Secondly, urbanization means a change in a society in which the economic
and social roles of cities and towns increase. Urbanization means a development
toward more efficient and advanced utilization of resources and technology in
a society, in this case, in Iran. For example, Mahmoudian & Ghassemi-Ardahaee
(2014, 49) indicate that the higher a province’s developmental level is in Iran, the
higher is its urbanization rate.

Urbanization and migration are key processes in the societal transformations
of the 21* century. They also have significant impacts on rural development.
Globally, between 2010 and 2030, the number of urban dwellers will grow by
1,800 million inhabitants (United Nations 2015). This is one of the most signifi-
cant changes in the history of the world. The urbanization rate in most econom-
ically advanced countries is more than 75% (i.e., more than three out of four of
these countries’ citizens live in cities and towns).

Iran is transforming into a strongly urbanized country, as many other de-
veloped countries are. In general, urban and rural conditions in Iran have im-
proved as compared to the period before the Islamic Revolution. However, dif-
ferences between the capital city (Tehran) and other cities have increased (Fanni
2006). The urban population in the country has grown by an average of 1 million
inhabitants per year. According to the United Nations (2015), the number of ur-
ban dwellers in Iran was 11.8 million in 1970, 31.7 million in 1990 and 52.6 million
in 2010. The number of urban dwellers is estimated to grow to 72.4 million by
2030 (Figure 2).

Subsequently, the urbanization rate grows in Iran. About half of all Iranians
lived in urban areas by 1981, and about three out of four citizens are expect-
ed to live in urban areas by 2019 (United Nations 2015). Consequently, Iran’s
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Figure 2. Development of urban dwellersin Iran, 1970-2030. Source: United Nations (2015).

rural population has started to diminish in the past ten years, and econom-
ic opportunities in rural areas are becoming sparser. However, the impact of
migration and urbanization in Iran is complex. According to Mahmoudian &
Ghassemi-Ardahaee (2014), the data from Iran’s 2011 census revealed that two-
thirds of all migrations in Iran took place between urban areas (i.e., people
moved from one urban area to another). They also claim that during 2006-
2011 in Iran, about 100,000 people moved from urban to rural areas. During
that period, migration actually decreased the urbanization rate at the national
level. However, the issue is more complex, since sometimes the administra-
tive areas that belong to a functional urban region are counted as rural areas.
Globally, broader suburbanization is a common trend near to economically
developing larger cities. Wide areas beyond the administrative urban areas are
functionally and actually urbanized regardless of their administrative status
(Jauhiainen 2013).

Furthermore, not all migration by the irregular Afghan migrants are cov-
ered in the census. In addition, one part of the urban-rural migration in Iran
consisted of men ending their military service: they returned from cities
and towns to rural areas in which they lived before entering military service
(Mahmoudian & Ghassemi-Ardahaee 2014, 39). In 2016, Iran had eight cities
with over 1 million inhabitants and 18 cities with over 500,000 inhabitants (Ta-
ble 1; Figure 3).

URBANIZATION, REFUGEES AND IRREGULAR MIGRANTS IN IRAN, 2017 11



Table 1. Largest Iranian cities in 2016.

Name Province Population
1. Tehran Tehran 8,694,000
2. Mashhad Razavi Khorazan 3,001,000
3. Isfahan Isfahan 1,961,000
4, Karaj Alborz 1,592,000
5. Tabriz East Azerbaijan 1,559,000
6. Shiraz Fars 1,566,000
7. Qom Qom 1,201,000
8. Ahvaz Khuzestan 1,185,000
9. Kermanshah Kermanshah 947,000
10. Urmia West Azerbaijan 736,000
11. Rasht Gilan 680,000
12. Zahedan Sistan and Baluchestan 588,000
13. Hamadan Hamadan 554,000
14. Kerman Kerman 538,000
15. Yadz Yadz 530,000
16. Ardabil Ardabil 529,000
17. Bandar Abbas Hormozgan 527,000
18. Arak Markazi 521,000

Source: Population Census of Iran 2016.

2.2. Refugee

Refugee is formally defined by the 1951 Convention relating to the status of refu-
gees and its 1967 protocol. The convention Article 1(A)(2) states that a refugee is
any person who

“owing to well-founded fear of being persecuted for reasons of race,
religion, nationality, membership of a particular social group or po-
litical opinion, is outside the country of his nationality and is unable
or, owing to such fear, is unwilling to avail himself of the protection
of that country; or who, not having a nationality and being outside
the country of his former habitual residence as a result of such events,
is unable or, owing to such fear, is unwilling to return to it.” (United
Nations 1951).

Such a definition means that to gain an official status, all refugees need to be
outside of their country of nationality or former habitual country, such as Af-
ghans in Iran. A usual practice is that to gain the status of a refugee, a person
must apply for asylum. In specific cases and contexts, refugees can be defined
directly by the authorities. Asylum seekers can also obtain a temporary or per-
manent residence permit in a foreign country without the status of refugee. In
these cases international conventions and regulations on refugees do not con-
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: > g
A _ Ny
Turkey k Turkmenistan

Afghanistan

@ > 3 million inhabitants
@ 1-3 million inhabitants
® (0.5-0.9 million inhabitants

1. Tehran 7. Qom 13. Hamadan

2. Mashhad 8. Ahvaz 14. Kerman

3. Isfahan 9. Kermanshah 15. Yadz

4. Karaj 10. Urmia 16. Ardabil

5. Tabriz 11. Rasht 17. Bandar Abbas
6. Shiraz 12. Zahedan 18. Arak

Figure 3. Largest cities in Iran.

sider them. In everyday language, many immigrants and asylum seekers of for-
eign background are incorrectly called refugees.

The large number of asylum seekers to Europe in 2015 led to lively debates
about the roles and impacts of asylum seekers and refugees and also of irregu-
lar migrants in the host societies (De Genova 2017). Against the prevailing dis-
cussion about refugees as a burden, Betts & Collyer (2017) and Betts et al. (2017)
presented an alternative vision in which empowered refugees help themselves
and contribute to their host societies. It was also seen as possible that they would
rebuild their countries of origin. Furthermore, Wissel (2017) claims that refugees
do better when they are structurally, economically and socially integrated with
the local population, but this leaves the option of not being integrated by force.
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For this, refugee policies work best for the host country and the refugees when
refugees are able to live outside of camps and can be employed in cities.

According to UNHCR (2017a), 65.6 million forcibly displaced people exist, of
whom 22.5 million are refugees. Nearly half (42%) of the refugees come from three
countries: Syria (5.5 million), Afghanistan (2.5 million) and South Sudan (1.4 mil-
lion). All these countries have been subjects of war. The countries hosting the most
refugees are Turkey (2.9 million), Pakistan (1.4 million), Lebanon (1.0 million), Iran
(1.0 million), Uganda (0.9 million) and Ethiopia (0.8 million). These are the neigh-
boring countries of those countries from where the asylum seekers came.

2.3. Irregular migrant

An irregular migrant is a person who stays in a foreign country without legal
grounds. They are people who might have entered the country without permis-
sion, thus they did not have even right to enter the country. However, there are
also people who had the permission to come but they stay in this country af-
ter their valid permission has expired. The number of irregular migrants in a
country is difficult to estimate. Nevertheless, it is assumed that all countries have
irregular migrants. Usually they hide from authorities, are seldom traced in cen-
suses in their entirety. They may also cross national borders irregularly, e.g. to
come, leave and return irregularly.

Irregular migrants are also defined as undocumented migrants. Some author-
ities prefer to use the term “illegal migrants,” emphasizing that their presence in
a given country is not legally permitted or that their right to stay are substantially
legally constrained. In general, there are two viewpoints on irregular migrants.
One is that they should be expelled from a country and that, before their expul-
sion, their access to public services should be limited - if any access is given at all.
Another viewpoint is that irregular migration is a permanent phenomenon in all
countries and it cannot be avoided. Therefore irregular migrants should be given
access to public health care, social services and livelihoods, and their legalization
should be the responsibility of the public sector. The debate over irregular mi-
grants and the ways of defining them are political (McNevin 2017). For example,
the Court of Justice of the European Union has not been successful in its attempts
to balance humanitarian concerns with apparent objective of quick removal of
irregular migrants from the European Union territory (Peers 2015).

Irregular migrants illustrate how contemporary migration has become a
continuum of between forced and voluntary migration. Therefore, a proces-
sual perspective on migration has become a more common approach. There
asylum-related migration is seen consisting of stages, from leaving to journey
and transit, continuing further to arrival and settlement and eventually finish-
ing with return or onward migration, until the process cycle begins anew with
various push and pull factors (Erdal & Oeppen 2018; Van Hear et al. 2018).
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2.4. Refugees and irregular migrants in Iran

The history and the politics of Afghan refugees and irregular migrants in Iran is
not the topic of this research (see, e.g., Rajaee 2000; Calabrese 2016; Christensen
2016). However, to understand the current context in Iran, a brief description is
presented here in this research report.

Iran has been hosting Afghan refugees for decades. Following the coup d’état
in Afghanistan in 1978, the establishment of a communist regime there and the
military invasion of Afghanistan by the Soviet Union in 1979, Afghans started to
escape to Iran in large numbers. The Afghans were welcomed by the govern-
ment of Iran. In less than a decade, by the mid-1980s, the number of Afghan im-
migrants in Iran had risen from 0.5 to 2 million (Hugo, Abbasi-Shavazi & Sadeghi
2012, 265). Before and after 1978, there have been also Afghans migrating to Iran
for economic reasons, such as when a drought in the 1970s devastated agricul-
ture in Afghanistan and when the rising oil extraction boom in Iran necessitated
alabor force (Stigter 2006),

Most Afghan refugees entering Iran were initially called mohgjerin, and they
were given the right to remain in Iran indefinitely. Such an “open door” policy
for refugees exiled for religious reasons was practiced beyond the withdrawal of
the Soviet troops in 1989. It was also connected to the development of the newly
established Islamic Republic of Iran. Afghans had the same access as Iranian cit-
izens to subsidized food, health care and free primary and secondary education.
However, Afghans’ right to work was limited mostly to low-wage positions in ag-
riculture and construction (Abbasi-Shavazi et al. 2008).

From 1992 on and after the fall of the pro-Soviet Najibullah government of Af-
ghanistan, the government of Iran started to encourage Afghans to return to Af-
ghanistan to redevelop their country of origin. At that time, up to 300,000 Afghans
were in the refugee camps, and the remaining 2.5 million lived mostly in the urban
areas. The policy in Iran was to accommodate Afghans mostly outside of specific
refugee camps (Strand, Suhkre & Harpviken 2004). The earlier policy of welcom-
ing mohajer Afghans became more often defined as panahandegan Afghans (Rajaee
2000, 56-58). The government of Iran no longer automatically granted Afghans
permanent residence rights and the status of refugee. Iran, Afghanistan and the
UNHCR negotiated about the immediate repatriation of up to 700,000 Afghans.
However, the unrest in Afghanistan led to a civil war, and later, the Taliban took
over most of Afghanistan. In addition, there was not enough financial support to
operationalize the repatriation to the extent that had been planned (Calabrese
2016, 138). The Afghans continued to arrive to Iran, which the Iranian authorities
tolerated. However, in the 1990s, Iran started to reduce public services to Afghans,
especially educational and medical services (Abbasi-Shavazi & Sadeghi 2016, 24,).

After the fall of the Taliban power in Afghanistan in 2001, the government of
Iran limited acceptance of arriving Afghans as refugees and supported the re-
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turn of Afghans residing in Iran. In addition, beginning in 2003, Iran introduced
are-registration system Amayesh identification card for all Afghan nationals who
had been granted residency rights in Iran based simply on their Afghan nation-
ality in the 1980s and 1990s. They were granted short-term residence permits
that Afghans needed to extend regularly. Furthermore, the policy change led
later to an increasing implementation of Afghan-free zones, such as provinces,
cities or urban spaces in which Afghans are prohibited from residing in or visit-
ing, or where their presence is strongly regulated and restricted. Afghans were
authorized to move freely within their designated province of residence. How-
ever, to travel to other provinces, refugees are required to inform the authorities
and obtain a travel permit before they travel. In addition, Afghan refugees were
also only allowed to work within their areas of residence and in specific jobs.

Iran has been, since 1976, a signatory to the 1951 Convention relating to the
status of refugees and to its 1967 Protocol (United Nations 1951). However, the
government of Iran considers the stipulations contained in articles 17, 23, 24 and
26 as being recommendations only. Therefore, the limitations in the free move-
ment and employment of refugees in Iran have not been implemented as if they
were agreed upon internationally in the 1951 Convention, since Iran made res-
ervations in Articles 17 (employment) and 26 (freedom of movement of refugees;
Farzin & Jadali 2013).

The vast majority of Afghans arriving in Iran since 2003 have not been al-
lowed to register for an Amayesh card or to become asylum seekers or refu-
gees. The 1 million officially recognized Afghan refugees are those who have the
Amayesh card, and they have clearly defined access to selected public services.
Furthermore, in the 2000s and 2010s, legally residing Afghans’ access to public
services has been expanded in Iran. The international politics matter as well.
According to Christiansen (2016, 23) since 2012, the United States- and European
Union-imposed “economic sanctions [on Iran] have affected the Afghan refu-
gees tremendously; both in terms of their financial situation, and in terms of
levels of discrimination and the amount of international aid and humanitarian
assistance they have been able to receive.”

The repatriation of Afghans became more efficient in the early 2000s. In
2002, Afghanistan and the UNHCR signed an agreement for the repatriation of
Afghans. Since then, the UNHCR has assisted in repatriating almost 1 million Af-
ghan refugees from Iran. Most of them returned in 2002-2005 (UNHCR 2017a).
Also, in the same period, hundreds of thousands of Afghans returned without
the assistance of UNHCR. However, the worsening security in Afghanistan sub-
stantially has diminished the number of returners down to a few thousand an-
nually. Not all Afghan repatriations have been voluntary, and the authorities
have repatriated hundreds of thousands of Afghans annually (Christensen 2016,
16). In 2012, the governments of Afghanistan, Iran and Pakistan and the UNHCR
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adopted the Solutions Strategy for Afghan Refugees (SSAR). It outlines the need
for increased voluntary repatriation and also for enhanced resettlement (Wes-
terby et al. 2013, 57). However, the national regulations allow the expulsion of
over 1.5 million undocumented migrants from Iran. The managing director of
BAFIA, Ahmad Mohammadi-Far, argued in early 2018 that “2.5 million foreign
national residing illegally in Iran were identified and repatriated in the past four
years, including 630,000 illegal foreign nationals in the current Iranian year
[started March 21, 2017]” (The Iran Project 2018).

Despite the repatriation efforts, Adelkhah & Olszewska (2007) argued that
the Afghan presence in Iran appears to be irreversible. Their presence satisfies
economic needs, reflects the intensity of commercial exchanges between Iran
and Afghanistan and in itself constitutes a complex trans-border reality. Yar-
bakhsh (2017) claimed that there has been some considerable movement back
by Afghans across the border. Facing challenges and insecurity in Afghanistan,
they have reassessed their initial decision to return to Afghanistan. In fact, Ma-
jidi (2018) claimed that deportees may find themselves in situations of greater
threat in Afghanistan than they experienced before their migration, so it adds to
their reasons to leave again. Furthermore, based on a study of Afghans in Teh-
ran, Mansourian & Rajaei (2018) indicated how the quality of life of Afghans im-
proved significantly after their immigration to Iran, especially in the fields of
security and education. There have been challenges as well, especially with the
decrease in economic growth in Iran over the recent years. Therefore, Monsutti
(2008) was critical of the solutions to the problems of Afghans suggested by the
UNCHR, namelyvoluntary repatriation to Afghanistan, integration in Iran or re-
settlement in a third country. He claims that for Afghans, back-and-forth move-
ments between Afghanistan, Pakistan, Iran and beyond is a key mobility-based
livelihood strategy. Furthermore, among many security issues, the demographic
security of Afghanistan is also challenging (Rodriguez & Monsutti 2017).

In 2017, Afghans comprised the largest group of irregular migrants in Iran. In
total, more than 3 million Afghans reside in Iran, including registered refugees,
Afghan passport holders with Iranian visa and undocumented migrants (UNHCR
2017b). Over 70% of these refugees are from the Hazara and Tajik populations
(Westerby et al. 2013, 58). Those who are registered as refugees with the UNHCR,
about one million people, have access to primary health services similar to those
available to Iranian citizens (Shamsi Gooshki, Rezaei & Wild 2016, 736).

In addition, about 1 million Afghans legally hold resident permits. They are enti-
tled to receive work authorizations in Iran, and they can purchase health insurance
on their own initiative (Shamsi Gooshki, Rezaei & Wild 2016, 736). The government
of Iran has offered to legalize irregular Afghan migrants’ presence in Iran. The basic
requirements for a working permit are a valid Afghan passport and an Iranian visa.
Over 500,000 Afghans have regularized, at least temporarily, their presence in Iran.
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Furthermore, there are irregular Afghans in Iran who do not have formal ac-
cess to public services. Their number varies from week to week, but it is most
likely the largest of the Afghan groups in Iran.

According to UNHCR (2017a), Iran is globally one of the countries with high-
est number of refugees. In Iran, there are around 1 million refugees, of which Af-
ghans make up more than 95%. The majority of them are second- and third-gen-
eration refugees who live in protracted displacement and with no imminent
solutions. Another substantially smaller refugee group is composed of Iraqis.
Approximately 97% of the registered refugees live in urban areas, while 3% of
them reside in 19 guest settlements (UNHCR 2017b). The refugee settlements are
located in different parts of the country (Figure 4).
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4. Bardsir 9. Meybod 14. Soleimankhani VRC  19. Varmahang
5. Bazileh 10. Mohajerin 15, Soltanieh 20. Ziveh

Figure 4. Specific settlements for refugees in Iran in 2017. Modified from UNHCR (2017b).
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The majority of refugees resided in Tehran (33%), Khorasan Razavi (16%), Esfa-
han (13%), and Kerman (8%) provinces, and the remainder (30%) were dispersed
in the other provinces where Afghans are allowed to live (European Commission
2017). Especially large numbers of Afghans lived in Mashhad and Tehran. Some
Afghans also lived in smaller towns.

However, in Iran, foreigners and Afghans are not allowed to reside every-
where. In 2001, the Supreme National Security Council of Iran declared some
provinces and some cities within specific provinces as no-go areas (NGAs) for
foreign nationals, including refugees, on the grounds of national security, pub-
lic interest and health (Farzin & Jadali 2013). Afghan refugees are allowed to nei-
ther reside within nor travel to these NGAs, or they need especial permissions
for it, so the Afghans’ settlement patterns are influenced by Iran’s national poli-
cies. Of the 31 provinces in Iran, 17 are full NGAs, and 11 are partial NGAs (Figure
5). This NGA policy has been implemented since 2007.

There are various viewpoints on the situation of Afghans in Iran. The govern-
ment and the people of Iran have been acclaimed widely for their contribution
in hosting Afghan refugees in Iran for decades (European Commission 2017; UN-
HCR 2017¢). For example, international Human Rights Watch (2013) expressed
that

“There have been significant benefits for the millions of documented
and undocumented Afghans who live in Iran. Many have been able to
earn wages which, although at subsistence level or below, provide for a
higher quality of life than they would have been able to attain in war-
torn Afghanistan. Registered refugees have been allowed to access ed-
ucational opportunities often of a higher standard than that available
in Afghanistan.”

In addition, they concluded that “Afghan women and girls in Iran enjoy a num-
ber of freedoms denied to them at home. In particular, they have greater free-
dom of movement, access to quality education, and ability to seek divorce than
do women and girls in Afghanistan.” (Human Rights Watch 2013). In 2017, the
representative of the UNHCR in Iran mentioned that “UNHCR believes the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran has been an exemplary host to refugees.” (UNHCR 2017c¢).

The situation of undocumented, irregular Afghans is more difficult, because
they are not eligible for most of the assistance provided to refugees. However,
their situation has been improving. For example, Iran’s Supreme Leader’s de-
cree in May 2015 stated that all children in Iran are allowed to access formal edu-
cation regardless of their legal status. This right to education was thus extended
also to irregular Afghan children (European Commission 2017).

However, concerns and criticism have been expressed over the situation of
Afghans in Iran, especially that of irregular Afghan migrants (Human Rights
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Figure 5. Restricted areas (“no-go areas”) in Iran in which Afghans are not entitled to live or
travel without specific permissions.

Watch 2013; Rohani & Rohani 2014: Christiansen 2016). It is regularly debated in
the international media and by the pro-migrant organizations and activists. The
European Commission (2017) stated that “many, particularly those [Afghans]
who do not hold the Amayesh registration card, face constraints and limitations
on access to livelihoods, healthcare, and other essential services.” However, ac-
cording to the analysis of published research by Shamsi Gooshki, Rezaei & Wild
(2016, 737), undocumented migrants can sometimes access public health servic-
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es. They are actually rarely refused health services, but files are not necessarily
always kept on these visits (Tober, Taghdisi & Jalali 2006, 55).

For children of irregular Afghan migrants, “there are still some financial bar-
riers to access, as undocumented children need to obtain a blue card to enroll,
in addition to cultural impediments.” (European Commission 2017). Assuming-
ly, by blue card is meant here the status as involuntary migrant who has an in-
definite permission to stay in Iran. There have been also claims of discrimina-
tion toward Afghans in Iran, claims that Afghans have only a limited access to
employment and education and claims that many children born in Iran with
an Afghan father have problems obtaining Iranian citizenship (Rohani & Rohani
2014; Christiansen 2016). In all, the issue of Afghans in Iran is complex and chal-
lenging in the local, national and international contexts.
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3. MAIN RESULTS

3.1. Respondents’ background

The survey respondents comprised 644 Afghans in Iran, both officially desig-
nated Afghan refugees and irregular Afghan migrants, in Kerman, Khuzestan
and Razavi Khorasan provinces. Of the respondents, 546 (85%) lived in the four
studied refugee guest settlements of Bani Najjar, Bardsir, Rafsanjan and Torbat-e
Jam; 98 (15%) lived elsewhere in the abovementioned provinces of Iran (see Fig-
ure 1, page 7).

The majority of the respondents were legally in Iran and had the necessary
documents for residence permission, health care and other public services.
Some migrants had earlier received legal permission for an extended stay in
Iran but, for various reasons, later failed to prolong the validity of their resi-
dence permission with BAFIA. Some Afghans in guest settlements and elsewhere
in Iran had failed to receive or prolong the validity of their identification cards
and insurance. The respondents also included Afghans who had come to Iran
illegally to work seasonally or for longer periods and who were thus ineligible
for most public services.

In general, all respondents considered themselves of Afghan origin. Prac-
tically all (over 99%) considered Afghanistan to be their country of origin; less
than 1% named Iran. Of all respondents, about half (52%) were male and half
(48%) were female. The age distribution was as follows: 15-18 years (13%); 19-29
years (31%); 30-49 years (39%); 50-64 years (12%); and 65 years or older (5%). The
number of Afghan migrants in the oldest age range was higher in guest settle-
ments than elsewhere (Table 2). Of the respondents, nine out of ten (90%) came
to Iran before 2003, i.e., before the changes in the national policies that limit-
ed the number and permanence of arriving Afghans. According to interviews,
many men who were adults before leaving Afghanistan worked in agriculture or
construction while there. The women respondents had rarely been employed
and mostly stayed at home.

Table 2. Demographic background of respondents (%).

Guest settlements Other areas Total
man woman all man woman all man woman all
% % % N % % % N % % % N
15-18 years 16 11 13 72 12 16 14 13 15 12 13 85
19-29years 24 34 29 157 45 32 41 40 28 33 31 197
30-49years 35 44 40 217 26 49 33 32 34 45 39 249

50-64 years 16 9 12 66 15 3 11 11 15 8 12 77
65+ years 9 2 6 31 2 0 T 1 8 2 5 32
Total 100 100 100 543 100 100 100 97 100 100 100 640
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There are several generations of Afghan refugees in Iran, and there are gen-
erational differences. The first generation came to Iran as adults before 2002,
mostly in the 1980s and 1990s. Some came with small children; later, their chil-
dren were also born in Iran. The latter became second-generation Afghan ref-
ugees. In 2017, the age of the second-generation Afghans varied between 25 and
40 years, depending when their parents came to Iran and when they were born.
Abbasi-Shavazi et al. (2012) generalized that the first- and second-generation Af-
ghans in Iran had different values and economic aspirations. Those who came to
Iran in the 1980s and 1990s (i.e., the first generation) had different perspectives
on life in Iran and Afghanistan. In general, the second generation was brought
up in a more liberal social and religious environment than the first generation,
but there are exceptions. However, Yuval-Davis (2011) illustrated how belonging
- as an emotional feeling of being “at home” - is a much more complex issue.
Belonging is rarely consistent even within a generation. Belonging to something
- for example, a nation, a country or a home - is also political. Some political
projects aim to create belonging for particular groups, such as Afghans in Iran.

Nevertheless, there is a huge difference in literacy rates between the first and
second generations of Afghans in Iran. According to Iran’s 2011 census, among
first-generation Afghan migrants who were 25-34 years old, slightly less than
half could read and write. Among the second-generation Afghan migrants of the
same age, approximately four out of five could read and write (Abbasi-Shavazi
& Sadeghi 2016, 25). Obviously, the site where these Afghans grew up in Iran had
an impact; for example, a guest settlement with a relatively stable, fully Afghan
social environment differs from a large Afghan neighborhood in a city and from
a place where Afghans are a clear minority in the neighborhood. Attending Af-
ghan-only or mixed schools had a huge impact as well. There is also a third gen-
eration of Afghans in Iran: the children of Afghans who were very small when
they came to Iran or who were born in Iran. Most of the third-generation Af-
ghans migrants were young; the oldest were around 20 years old, but the major-
ity were younger. There were also a few fourth-generation Afghan migrants who
were small children and babies in the autumn 2017.

Of the respondents living in guest settlements, slightly more than two out of
five (42%) originated from villages or rural areas in Afghanistan; almost three out
of five (57%) came from towns or cities there; and 1% listed a refugee camp as their
place of origin. Of the respondents living elsewhere in Iran, nearly two out of
three (64%) originated from villages or rural areas in Afghanistan, and more than
one out of three (36%) came from towns or cities there. In Afghanistan during the
1970s and 1980s, educational opportunities were less common in rural areas than
in cities and towns. According to the interviews, most respondents from rural Af-
ghanistan had received only a few years of basic education, if any. However, there
was a gender issue as well, as Afghan women had lower educational levels.
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3.2. Current living place

The current living place of the Afghan respondents is defined here as their phys-
ical and social environment in the autumn 2017. It consists of the house where
they live and the immediate neighborhood, including the facilities provided
there and their social relationships in the neighborhood and beyond.

Of the guest-settlement respondents, a strong majority (87%) had lived in
their current place for over 20 years; 12% had lived there for 11-20 years; 1% had
lived there for 5-10 years; and none had been there for fewer than 5 years. Thus,
all respondents were very familiar with their living places. In addition, in some
guest settlements, many residents originated from the same village or area of
Afghanistan. Many came to Iran together decades ago. Therefore, in these guest
settlements, everyone knows each other, or at least recognizes each other’s faces.
The residents rarely change the actual houses where they live, except when one
gets married or leaves the guest settlement permanently. The latter is a rath-
er rare event. Physically, the territory of these settlements is small, often a few
square kilometers or less.

One of the studied guest settlements was established a few years ago; its popu-
lation thus has moved there only since that time. This settlement was established
due to the 2007 implementation of the NGAs for Afghans. The implementation
of the NGAs was legally well-founded. The refugees could opt for relocation to
other areas of Iran (as designated by the government) or for repatriation to Af-
ghanistan. In the newly established guest settlement, the residents who were
brought together mostly came from one province in Iran. Nevertheless, only a
few had known each other before moving there. In addition, their social back-
grounds were sometimes very different. Farzin & Jadali (2013) indicated that the
relocation of Afghans was generally problematic because, before the relocation,
the Afghan refugees had often lived in their areas for years and had established
social and emotional ties and economic networks. Therefore, the formation of
social networks is still taking place in the new guest settlements.

A major difference between guest settlements and the other living places that
Afghans have in Iran is that access to guest settlements is strongly regulated. Else-
where in Iran, Afghans have more flexibility to select their nearby environments
and to move in and out—financial and other matters permitting. The respond-
ents from elsewhere in Iran generally had lived for shorter times, both in Iran
and in their current living places, as compared to those in the guest settlements.
Nearly one out of four (23%) had lived in their current place for less than 5 years,
but nearly half (47%) had lived in the same place for over 20 years (Table 3).

In guest settlements, half (50%) of respondents agreed that they were fully
or partly satisfied with their current accommodations. Men were slightly more
satisfied than women. There were large differences between the four studied
guest settlements. Of the respondents in the Bani Najjar and Rafsanjan guest set-
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Table 3. Length of respondents’ residence in current living place.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
% N % N %
0-5 years 0 0 23 14 5 14
6-10 years 1 3 10 6 3 9
11-20 years 11 28 20 12 13 40
21-years 88 215 47 29 79 244
Total 100 246 100 61 100 307

tlements, one out of five (20%) and roughly half (51%), respectively, stated that
they were fully or partly satisfied with their current accommodations. The lower
rate of satisfaction in the Bani Najjar guest settlement is related to a situation
in which the current inhabitants had to move from elsewhere in Iran to that
guest settlement. The Rafsanjan guest settlement also needs improvements in its
physical environment. Almost three out of every four respondents in the Bardsir
guest settlement (72%) and the Torbat-e Jam guest settlement (71%) were fully or
partly satisfied with their current accommodations.

Compared to those living in guest settlements, the respondents who lived
elsewhere in Iran were generally more satisfied with their current accommo-
dations: approximately seven out of eight (88%) were fully or partly satisfied.
The men were slightly more satisfied than the women (Table 4). One out of ten
Afghans in guest settlements (10%) and about two out of five (41%) Afghans else-
where stated that they were fully satisfied with their current accommodations.
However, some irregular migrants lived in very precarious conditions outside
the guest settlements. However, we do not describe the various kinds of accom-
modations we saw during the fieldwork.

Satisfaction is related to how a person feels about the availability and quali-
ty of physical and social amenities. In general, the houses where which the re-
spondents lived were small, and their quality varied from one guest settlement
to another. However, over the years, the basic facilities of the guest settlements
have improved, often with the help of international donations (see, e.g., Nor-
wegian Refugee Council 2017). The residents had also enhanced the interiors of
their houses and the small attached yards. In addition to the houses for the in-

Table 4. Respondents’ satisfaction with current accommodation.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
man woman all man woman all man woman all
% % % N % % % N % % % N
Fully 11 9 10 54 49 33 44 43 19 12 15 97
Partly 41 37 39 210 39 54 43 42 41 39 40 252
No 48 54 51 269 12 13 13 12 40 49 45 281
Total 100 100 100 533 100 100 100 97 100 100 100 630
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habitants, there are also public facilities, such as schools and health care centers,
inside the settlement. In addition, there are shops and employment and man-
agement offices. Each settlement also has a building that functions as a mosque.
We visited all four guest settlements, but in this report, we do not describe them
or their facilities in detail.

With regard to physical amenities, three out of five (61%) respondents in guest
settlements and nine out of ten (91%) of those living elsewhere in Iran stated that
they have enough toilets, showers and other facilities for their use (Table 5). In the
Bani Najjar (79%) and Torbat-e Jam (74%) guest settlements, around three out of
four respondents agreed with this statement; in the Bardsir (42%) and Rafsanjan
(45%) guest settlements, over two out of five agreed. In general, those who did not
have sufficient facilities were more likely to be dissatisfied with their current ac-
commodations. In fact, three out of five (59%) of those who were not satisfied with
their current accommodations did not have enough toilets, showers and such for
their use. In guest settlements, the toilets were commonly located outside of the
houses in a separate building that was shared among very many inhabitants.

Table 5. Enough toilets, showers and other facilities in use for respondents.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
man woman all man woman all man woman all
% % % N % % % N % % % N
Agree 63 58 61 316 92 87 91 86 69 61 65 402
Don't know 5 5 5 25 2 0 1 1 4 4 4 26
Disagree 32 37 34180 6 13 8 8 27 35 31 188
Total 100 100 100 521 100 100 100 95 100 100 100 616

The issue of satisfaction goes beyond the immediate house and its physical
amenities. Social issues are also important. Over the years, Afghans have created
extended social and family networks in Iran. Very few respondents (4%) had no
family or relatives in Iran (Table 6).

Table 6. Respondents’ family and relatives in Iran.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
% N % N % N
Spouse 8 44 7 7 8 51
Children 3 18 0 0 3 18
Spouse and children 11 59 2 2 10 61
Spouse, children and relatives 37 194 54 53 39 247
Spouse and relatives 2 11 5 5 3 16
Children and relatives 1 7 0 0 1 7
Relatives 35 186 17 17 32 203
No 2 9 14 14 4 23
Total 100 528 100 98 100 626
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Almost all of the respondents in the guest settlements (95%) had family in
their current living place, but this share was slightly smaller (88%) among re-
spondents who were living elsewhere in Iran (Table 7). Typically, those who did
not have any family in their current living place were men under 30 years old
who had come to Iran less than 5 years ago to work in Iran. Many of these men
were irregular migrants who worked in difficult jobs.

Table 7. Respondents being in current place with some of the family.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
man woman all man woman all man woman all
% % % N % % % N % % % N
Agree 96 94 95 495 85 97 88 84 94 94 94 579
Don't know 0 1 0o 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0o 2
Disagree 4 5 5 24 15 3 12 11 6 5 6 35
Total 100 100 100 521 100 100 95 100 100 100 616

Of the respondents in guest settlements, almost all (91%) agreed that they had
at least some friends in the neighborhood (Table 8). These friends were typically
Afghans, as only 11% had Iranian friends in the neighborhood. This is under-
standable because Iranians do not live in guest settlements. In general, men had
more neighborhood friends than women had (Table 8). Furthermore, four out
of five (79%) respondents were in contact with Afghan people elsewhere in Iran.

Table 8. Respondents’ friends in current neighborhood.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
man woman all man woman all man woman all
% % % N % % % N % % % N
Many 60 45 52 275 49 32 44 41 58 43 51 316
Some 32 45 39 201 29 43 33 31 31 45 38 232
No 8 10 9 49 22 25 23 21 11 12 11 70
Total 100 100 100 525 100 100 100 93 100 100 100 618

Of respondents living elsewhere in Iran, eight out of nine (89%) agreed that
they had made friends in Iran, and more than three out of four (77%) had at least
some friends in the neighborhood. The men had more friends than the women
had. Fewer than half (46%) of the respondents who were living elsewhere in Iran
had Iranian friends in their neighborhoods. The Afghans living outside the guest
settlements were much more likely to have Iranian friends than were those in-
side the guest settlements. Nevertheless, few Afghans had Iranian friends due to
limited positive social relationships between the Afghan respondents and the
surrounding Iranians. Abbasi-Shavazi & Sadeghi (2015) indicated that approx-
imately one-third of Afghan immigrants had adapted to Iran and that anoth-
er third had separated into their own ethnic group. In general, there were no
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differences between men and women or between age groups regarding friends
in the neighborhood (Table 8). Furthermore, four out of five (81%) respondents
in areas other than guest settlements were in contact with Afghan people else-
where in Iran. This share was slightly higher than for the respondents in guest
settlements, indicating that Afghans who do not live in guest settlements have
slightly more intensive social networks than those who do.

In guest settlements, nearly three out of five (58%) respondents stated that they
were satisfied with their current neighborhood. Men were slightly more satisfied
than women were (Table 9). In general, in guest settlements, the satisfaction with
the neighborhood was higher than that with the current accommodations. In the
interviews, it became evident that the social networks inside the guest settlements
were dense. All respondents were aware of everyone in the settlement—whether
they liked that or not. This also created a feeling of security inside the guest settle-
ments. The inhabitants under 30 years old were the most dissatisfied with their
current guest-settlement neighborhoods, and men were slightly more dissatisfied
than women were. Those who were dissatisfied were also more interested in mi-
grating to Europe and had felt misbehavior by Iranians. Katouli et al. (2016) found
that Afghan refugee youths in one of the refugee guest settlements that we studied
had significantly higher scores for hopelessness and significantly lower scores for
self-efficacy when compared to Iranian native youths.

The respondents living elsewhere in Iran were more often (75%) satisfied
with their current neighborhood than were those in guest settlements. The men
were slightly more satisfied than the women were (Table 9). Nevertheless, there
was a strong variation among the respondents; some were fully satisfied, but
a few were not at all satisfied with their current neighborhood. Some were so
intensively engaged with their work that they did not have any time to consider
their neighborhood. Nevertheless, there were only a few living outside the guest
settlements who were most dissatisfied with their current neighborhood.

Table 9. Respondents’ satisfaction with current neighborhood.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
man woman all man woman all man woman all
% % % N % % % N % % % N
Agree 62 54 58 310 76 74 75 72 64 56 61 382
Don't know 28 30 29 155 17 23 19 18 26 30 27 173
Disagree 10 16 13 69 7 3 6 6 10 14 12 75
Total 100 100 100 534 100 100 100 96 100 100 100 630

Afghans in Iran engage with many activities in their everyday lives (Table 10).
However, these activities depend on each individual’s character and general life
conditions, such as gender, age, employment, living place, identification card
and work permission.
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There were substantial differences in everyday activities between the male
and female respondents. Men were much more often engaged in paid employ-
ment and activities outside of the immediate home environment, including at-
tendance at religious services. Women were substantially more engaged with
children and the home. This reflects the prevailing cultural and societal tradi-
tion among Afghans even though, in Iran, the Afghan women are more oriented
toward work and society than they were in Afghanistan (Abbasi-Shavazi et al.
2008; Abbasi-Shavazi & Sadeghi 2015). In Iran, Afghan women have often over-
come some of their traditional gender-related challenges (Human Rights Watch
2013). In general, older adults were more intensively engaged with religious
practices than were those of the younger generations.

The largest differences between the guest-settlement respondents and those
from elsewhere in Iran were that the respondents in the guest settlements used
most of their time in a normal day housekeeping or working and (to a lesser ex-
tent) studying, entertaining or engaging in religious activities. The respondents
elsewhere in Iran regularly spent much more time working, entertaining and
engaging in religious activities and spent less time housekeeping. Surfing the
Internet was a common everyday activity among 10% of respondents who lived
outside the guest settlements but was not common among those living inside
those settlements (Table 10).

Table 10. Respondents’ everyday activities.

Guest settlements % Other areas %
Housekeeping 39 Working 62
Working 36 Entertaining (TV, book, etc.) 31
Studying 12 Housekeeping 30
Entertaining (TV, book, etc.) 12 Religious activities 24
Religious activities 11 Socializing 13
Parenting 10 Surfing the Internet 10
Socializing 7 Parenting 4

% of respondents mentioning the activity

The respondents also listed the best and worst aspects of their lives in Iran.
These were connected to how Afghans in general, and the individual respond-
ent in particular, felt about Iran. The respondents’ living places, neighborhoods,
jobs and social networks were also part of these aspects. As has often been men-
tioned, despite decades in Iran, most Afghans, especially those of the first gener-
ation, live rather separately from Iranians (see Abbasi-Shavazi & Sadeghi 2016).

The aspects of their lives in Iran that respondents from the guest settlements
mentioned most frequently as being the best were safety and security. These Af-
ghans had escaped from Afghanistan to Iran, thus becoming refugees to whom
Iran provided safety and security. One out of four (26%) respondents appreciat-

URBANIZATION, REFUGEES AND IRREGULAR MIGRANTS IN IRAN, 2017 29



ed having a common religion, and one in eight (13%) appreciated the opportu-
nity to go on pilgrimages to holy places in Iran. When listing the worst aspects of
their lives in Iran, the most commonly mentioned aspects (each cited by about
one out of five respondents) were guest settlements, misbehavior by native pop-
ulation and racism, and limitations and restrictions for Afghans (Table 11; Table
12). Many respondents perceived negative aspects related to their background
as Afghans. Among the respondents living elsewhere in Iran, a majority (52%)
emphasized safety and security as the best aspect of living in Iran. Work was the
second-most mentioned best aspect, and family was third. The most commonly
mentioned worst aspect of their lives in Iran were misbehavior by native popu-
lation and racism, mentioned by one out of four (25%) respondents, followed by
their immigrant or refugee status and the restrictions on Afghans (Table 11; Table
12). Many respondents who were not living in refugee guest settlements also ex-
perienced negative aspects originating from their Afghan background. The best
and worst aspects are thus both often related to individual circumstances as well
as to broader issues and Iranian society. In addition, almost all (94%) respond-
ents agreed that they needed more money to improve their current situation.

Table 11. Best of respondents’ life in Iran.

Guest settlements % Other areas %
Safety and security 44 Safety and security 52
Common religion 26 Work 17
Pilgrimage to holy places 13 Family 14
City 11 Common religion 10
Family 9 Good treatment 9
Common language 7 Common language 7
Education 7 Access to facilities 7

% of respondents mentioning the aspect

Table 12. Worst of respondents’ life in Iran.

Guest settlements % Other areas %
Camps and guest settlements 21 Unfair behavior and racism 25
Unfair behavior and racism 21 Being an immigrant/refugee 17
Restrictions for Afghans 20 Restrictions for Afghans 17
Being an Afghan 16 Being an Afghan 12
Financial situation 14 Hard working conditions 12
Unemployment 11 Unemployment 11
Being an immigrant/refugee 11 Lack of official papers 11

% of respondents mentioning the aspect
Among Afghans, satisfaction and both good and less-good aspects of Iran in-

fluence on how they see the future. The youngest and oldest respondents saw
the future more often positively than did the middle-aged respondents. In gen-
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eral, there were no major differences between men and women. However, in
general, slightly more of the respondents living elsewhere in Iran saw the future
positively (66%) than did the respondents in guest settlements (60%), and slightly
more respondents in guest settlements (21% vs. 19%) saw the future negatively
(Table 13).

Table 13. Respondents seeing the future positively.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
man woman all man woman all man woman all
% % % N % % % N % % % N
Agree 59 62 60 310 62 73 66 63 60 63 61 373
Don't know 22 19 21 107 17 7 13 13 21 18 20 120
Disagree 19 19 19 98 21 20 21 20 19 19 19 118
Total 100 100 100 515 100 100 100 96 100 100 100 611

3.3. Migration

There are approximately 3 million Afghans in Iran. Afghans may return to Af-
ghanistan voluntarily or via deportation. They may also move abroad elsewhere,
mainly to Western countries such as Australia, Canada and nations in the Eu-
ropean Union, but also to Pakistan and other nearby countries. They may move
inside Iran except to the NGAs. They also may opt to stay where they are. Not all
Afghans migrate in the same way.

In addition, there is a continuous flow of Afghans from Iran to Afghanistan
and back. These are sometimes the same people, but at other times, they are new
people coming into Iran (see also Monsutti 2008). Migration in search of a liveli-
hood is the primary reason for Afghans’ migration to cities in Afghanistan or to
neighboring countries. This migration occurs through rural-urban migration
within Afghanistan or through circular migration, as Afghans cross into Pakistan
and/or Iran. Afghans use their social networks to find low-skilled work in cities
or neighboring countries (Mirlofti & Jahantigh 2016). The migration patterns in-
volving Iran are a complex issue of local and national importance. Individual,
familial, social and political factors all matter.

As in all migration patterns, some factors drive Afghans from their living
places in Iran. However, some factors related to other potential migration des-
tinations and to Iran attract Afghans. These push and pull factors change over
time and vary by region, and they differ depending on the Afghans’ backgrounds
and experiences. Furthermore, as Afghans are already in a country other than
their native country, several regulations affect their formal and informal migra-
tion. As noted above, there are many NGAs where Afghans are not allowed to
live. In addition, the repatriation programs mean that the authorities regulate
the migration of Afghans back to Afghanistan. In some years, hundreds of thou-
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sands of Afghans have been transferred from Iran back to Afghanistan (Monsutti
2008; Christensen 2016).

According to traditional migration theories, individual migration decisions
are based on migrant networks; families’ migration norms; migrants’ gender
roles, expectations and values; and satisfaction regarding the living place. Fur-
thermore, behavioral issues; earlier experiences; and resources such as money,
work and policies matter as well (De Jong et al. 1981; Massey et al. 1993). Afghans
are a noteworthy group in this regard, as approximately three out of four have
experienced some form of displacement during their lifetimes (International
Organization of Migration 2016b).

In our survey, all respondents considered themselves of Afghan origin even
though more than two out of three respondents had lived in Iran for over three
decades or were not even born in Afghanistan. Therefore, the feeling of being an
Afghan was not primarily related to the time spent in Iran. Of the respondents
in guest settlements, very few (4%) had arrived since 2002, when the arrival and
residence permissions began to be more strictly regulated. Therefore, almost all
have an indefinite right to stay in Iran by prolonging their short-term resident
permits each year, at least as long as this policy does not change. The respond-
ents in the guest settlements arrived in Iran earlier than did the respondents
living elsewhere in Iran, of whom roughly two out of five had arrived after 2002
(Table 14).

Table 14. Respondents’ time of migration to Iran.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
% N % N % N
Until 1980 7 18 5 3 7 21
1980-1989 69 169 26 16 60 185
1990-1999 17 42 23 14 18 56
2000-2009 7 16 18 1 9 27
2010 and later 0 1 28 17 6 18
Total 100 246 100 61 100 307

3.3.1. Return migration to Afghanistan

The return migration of Afghans from Iran has been a common topic of study
for scholars and organizations recently. However, these studies have focused on
the experiences of returnees in Afghanistan and therefore fall outside the scope
of this research report (see, e.g., Morrison-Métois 2017; Majidi 2018).

The issue of the Afghan refugees’ and irregular migrants’ migration to and
within Iran is complex. In an earlier study, Abbasi-Shavazi et al. (2015) conclud-
ed that about one-third (35%) of Afghans living in Iran do not intend to return to
Afghanistan or otherwise migrate away from Iran (see also Abbasi-Shavazi et al.
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2005). However, that study included Afghans living in Tehran, Mashhad, Isfahan
and Qom, so its results may be different from those of our survey, which did not
focus on those cities. With regard to the respondents’ potential migration out of
Iran, one out of four (24%) did not think that they could freely choose where to
go, but over half (53%) thought that they were free to choose their destination.

The Afghan refugees’ desires and plans to return to Afghanistan varied (Table
15; Table 16). Iran’s official national policy is to support the return of Afghans to
Afghanistan. In addition, international programs support the return of Afghan
refugees from Iran to Afghanistan and their reintegration there (Internation-
al Organization of Migration 2016a). However, in the recent years, this assisted
organized return has taken place only very slowly (UNHCR 2017¢). Compared
to the total population of Afghans in Iran, very few have utilized this official re-
turning system.

Nearly two out of five respondents (41%) hoped to return to Afghanistan. Al-
most half of men (46%) and one-third of women (34%) wished to return. Slightly
more respondents from guest settlements (32%) wanted to return, when com-
pared to those living elsewhere in Iran (30%). Six out of seven (86%) among those
who wanted to return missed the landscape of their former home region.

However, asking in an open question what country the respondent prefer
the most, one out of six (16%) mentioned Afghanistan. There are more Afghan
respondents who would like go back to Afghanistan than those Afghans who
actually prefer Afghanistan among all countries. Over two out of five (43%) re-
spondents disagreed with the statement that they would like to return to Af-
ghanistan (Table 15). There are more pushing than pulling factors to return to
Afghanistan.

Over two out of three (71%) of younger Afghans, e.g. those between 15 and
30 years old, prefer other countries than Afghanistan and Iran. Very seldom
they want to move to Afghanistan. As the interviews revealed, many younger
respondents had never been in Afghanistan or had left Afghanistan at such a
young age that they did not have any direct experiences of it. For them, Afghan-
istan had existed mostly through the narratives of their parents and other older
relatives. In recent years, they received additional information through the In-
ternet and social media. Therefore, although most young respondents consid-
ered themselves culturally Afghans, or Afghans in Iran, for them, Afghanistan
was a country they did not know and was more foreign than Iran, where they
had lived for most or all of their lives

Kemal (2010) and Geller & Latek (2014) have observed how, among the Afghan
youth in Iran, a potential visit to Afghanistan is complex and difficult. Further-
more, McMichael et al. (2017) argued that, although, for young refugees, such
visits would provide a valued opportunity to negotiate and develop their home-
land connections, they would not necessarily create an unambiguous feeling of
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homecoming or a sense of belonging to the former homeland. Therefore, a visit
to Afghanistan would not necessarily lead to a wish to resettle there permanent-
ly.

For questions more precisely about the respondents’ plans to return, the
answers confirmed the Afghans’ general reluctance to return to Afghanistan.
Nearly one out of three (31%) respondents planned to move to Afghanistan. In
addition, about one out of five (22%) considered migrating back to Afghanistan a
possibility. However, according to our interviews, it was very rare for a resident
of a guest settlement to have visited Afghanistan, at least in recent years. Nearly
half (47%) of the respondents did not plan to move back to Afghanistan.

Slightly more respondents from guest settlements (32%) than those living
elsewhere in Iran (30%) were planning to return. Slightly more women (33%)
than men (30%) were planning to return. Women were equally likely to hope
to return and actually plan to return (34% vs. 33%, respectively), whereas more
men hoped to return than planned to return (36% vs. 30%). This is interesting
with regard to the patriarchal Afghan culture in which men are expected to
make the most important decisions in each family.

Of Afghans who both would like to and actually plan to migrate back to
Afghanistan instead of to other countries, two out of three (66%) originated
from villages, and practically none (2%) had a university degree. Furthermore,
nearly two out of three (65%) felt that they had not learned anything useful in
Iran, even though three out of four (76%) had lived in Iran for over 20 years.
Thus, certain factors were pushing respondents to move out of Iran even if
there were not necessarily many factors pulling them toward Afghanistan.
Those who did not plan to return to Afghanistan were typically over 30 years
old and residents of guest settlements; they typically had family members in
Iran and had arrived in Iran more than 10 years ago. The oldest man in each
family had the most substantial impact on migration-related decisions. The
younger generation had to take this into account when considering a return
to Afghanistan.

Table 15. Respondents liking to return to Afghanistan.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
Don't Dis- Don't Dis- Don't Dis-
Agree know agree Agree know agree Agree know agree

respondent % % % N % % % N % % % N

15-18years 42 5 33 68 17 17 66 12 33 22 45 80
19-29years 36 15 49 152 54 14 32 40 42 14 44 192
30-49years 28 20 52 206 17 35 48 30 26 22 52 36
50-64 years 33 22 45 61 9 46 45 10 29 26 45 71
65- years 33 34 33 30 100 0 0 1 36 32 32 31
Total 32 20 48 517 30 26 44 93 31 22 47 610
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Table 16. Respondents with plans to return to Afghanistan.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
man woman all man woman all man woman all
% % % N % % % N % % % N
Yes 28 36 31 88 35 13 30 19 30 33 31 107
Maybe 22 19 21 58 31 13 26 17 24 19 22 75
No 50 45 48 133 34 74 44 28 46 48 47 161
Total 100 100 100 279 100 100 100 64 100 100 100 343

3.3.2. Migration of Afghans to abroad elsewhere than Afghanistan

Some Afghans in Iran want to migrate to foreign countries other than Afghani-
stan. In fact, Afghans are one of the most globally dispersed nationalities. Afghan
refugees are found almost everywhere in the world, especially in Western coun-
tries in recent years (Morrison-Métois 2017). In addition, since the massive 2015
asylum migration to the European Union, Afghans’ migration experiences in their
journey to Europe have been addressed in many studies (see, e.g., International
Organization of Migration 2016b; Dimitriadi 2018). However, these studies have
not specifically discussed the migration wishes and intentions of Afghans in Iran.

With regard to potential migration abroad, almost none of the respondents had
ever visited countries other than Iran, Afghanistan and Pakistan. Therefore, very
few had any direct experience regarding potential migration-destination coun-
tries such as Australia, Canada or the European Union nations. However, some re-
spondents had relatives, friends or acquaintances living in those countries. Some
of these people previously left Iran through legal routes facilitated by the UNHCR
and various national resettlement agreements. Others left Iran illegally, especially
in 2015, when the European Union received a very large number of asylum seek-
ers. People of Afghan origin were at that time the second-largest group of asylum
seekers in the European Union (Morrison-Métois 2017, 1). Very few of those who
left for the European Union have returned to Iran; however, some did return for
various reasons (see also McMichael et al. 2017). This indicates the processual and
cyclical character of contemporary migration, which exists on a continuum be-
tween voluntary and forced migration (Erdal & Oeppen 2018).

Of the respondents, three out of five (59%) wished to leave Iran but not re-
turn to Afghanistan. A substantially higher proportion (63%) of guest-settlement
respondents than those living elsewhere in Iran (37%) wanted to do so. By age
group, the desire to move to another foreign country was highest among the
youngest group (15-29 years old), of whom nearly half (48%) wanted to move
abroad but not to Afghanistan. Every second (49%) responded young Afghan
indicated that his/her preferred country is in the European Union. The most
well-educated Afghans were very motivated to move abroad; over four out of
five (82%) of respondents with university degrees wanted to move outside Iran
and Afghanistan, mostly to Europe.
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Work is a major motivator for Afghans moving to Europe. Of the respondents
who planned to migrate to the European Union, almost all (92%) hoped to work in
Europe. The main goals for such work were to do or learn something new (58%), to
earn money (42%) and to continue the career one has in Iran (18%); other reasons
(15%) included to start one’s own business or to improve one’s livelihood.

In an open-ended question, we asked the respondents where they would like
to be 3 years from the time of the survey (i.e., in 2020). Of all the respondents,
almost three out of five (57%) mentioned a locality or country outside of Iran.
Of those who wanted to move abroad but not to Afghanistan, one in three (34%)
wanted to move to Europe, one out of seven (15%) sought to move to Australia,
a few (5%) desired to go to North America and one out of nine (11%) targeted an-
other location abroad. These results are similar to those on an earlier study in
which Abbasi-Shavazi et al. (2015) found that two in five (39%) Afghans in Iran
have considered migration to Europe and that almost a fourth (23%) have con-
sidered migration to Australia. However, that study only included Afghans from
major cities: Tehran, Mashhad, Isfahan and Qom.

We also asked specifically if the respondents were planning to move to the
European Union. One out of three (33%) answered yes, one out of five 19%) said
maybe, and nearly half (48%) said no. Slightly more male (36%) than female (31%)
respondents were planning to move to the European Union. In guest settlements,
men were more likely to consider migrating (61% answering yes or maybe) than
women were (51% answering yes or maybe) (Table 17). A traditional gender issue
might apply here, as in Afghan families, the men often bear the main responsi-
bility for major decisions such as migration to Europe. In general, the male re-
spondents from the guest settlements were the most eager to move abroad, and
the female respondents living elsewhere in Iran were the least eager to do so. Of all
respondents, those younger than 30 years old were the most likely to be planning
to move to the European Union. The countries that were most often mentioned
were Germany, Australia, Finland and Sweden. The cities that were most often
mentioned were Berlin, Paris, London, Stockholm and Vienna. In 2015, Afghans
were the second-largest group coming to Europe as asylum seekers. In 13 of the 28
European Union countries, including in Germany, Finland and Sweden, Afghans
were among the three largest groups to arrive (Eurostat 2016).

Table 17. Respondents with plans to move to the European Union.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
man woman all man woman all man woman all
% % % N % % % N % % % N
Yes 40 33 36 192 17 17 17 16 35 31 33 208
Maybe 21 18 20 103 17 7 14 13 20 17 19 116
No 39 49 44 232 66 76 69 65 45 52 48 297
Total 100 100 100 527 100 100 100 94 100 100 100 621
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We asked a separate question regarding whether the respondent would seek a
residence permit in Finland. In that country, Afghans make up the second-larg-
est refugee community; in 2015, they were the second-largest group of asylum
seekers to arrive (Jauhiainen 2017a). Two out of five (39%) respondents answered
yes to this question, one out of three (34%) said maybe, and more than one out
of five (22%) said no; a few (6%) did not answer.

The typical person who responded in the affirmative was young (less than 30
years old), male and living in a guest settlement; two-thirds did not have relatives
in Iran. Of those who answered that they would potentially seek residence per-
mission in Finland, six out of seven (86%) were hoping to work in Europe. In ad-
dition, half (49%) had at least some command of English, and one out of nine (11%)
had studied at the university level in Iran. More than one out of four (27%) used
the Internet on a daily basis, and nearly half (46%) did so at least weekly. Half (50%)
searched the Internet for information about routes to reach Europe or about plac-
es to live there. However, one out of three (34%) did not use the Internet. Those
who did not consider seeking a residence permit in Finland were generally adults
(over 30 years old) with spouses, children and other relatives in Iran (Table 18).

The interviews revealed that some residents in the guest settlements had fam-
ily members or friends living in Finland. Some were even in contact with these
residents of Finland through social media. The Finnish authorities had selected
many of the Afghans currently in Finland through the resettlement program,
as per the quota of refugees that Finland takes in annually. However, Finland
recently withdrew from this Afghan resettlement program.

Table 18. Finland is a country in which the respondent might to seek a resident permit.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
yes maybe no yes maybe no yes maybe no
respondent % % % N % % % N % % % N
15-18 years 37 46 17 70 9 27 64 11 33 43 24 81
19-29years 50 35 15 151 30 30 40 40 46 34 20 191
30-49years 49 35 16 203 15 41 44 32 44 36 20 235
50-64 years 38 30 32 60 20 30 50 10 36 30 34 70
65- years 21 38 41 29 0 0 100 1 20 37 43 30
Total 45 36 19 513 21 33 46 94 41 35 24 607

3.3.3. Migration of Afghans inside Iran

As mentioned before, the migration patterns of Afghans inside Iran are of local
and national importance, and they are also a complex issue. Four major groups
of Afghans exist in Iran. In addition, 30,000-50,000 Afghan refugees live in guest
settlements in Iran, and 900,000-950,000 Afghan refugees live in Iran outside
of guest settlements. Their number does not change much from year to year.
In addition, about 2 million Afghans are without proper definite legal status in
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Iran and are not considered refugees. Their number changes from year to year
depending on the efficiency of the repatriation programs, the voluntary return
of Afghans and the legal immigration of Afghans to Iran. Furthermore, some ir-
regular Afghans are illegally in Iran, but their number is difficult to estimate.

With regard to general migration trends in Iran, Mahmoudian and Ghas-
semi-Ardahaee (2014, 31, 40) indicate how in Iran, men are more prone to mi-
grate, and those most keen on migrating within Iran are 20-29 years old. They
generally seek employment and education opportunities. Meanwhile, people
under 15 and above 50, and especially those over 60 years old, are less mobile
than average. Normally, these groups’ migration is tied to other people, such as
family members. In Iran, tied migration, for example, a wife or family moving
due to husband’s migration, is the major source of all migration, but it decreas-
es along the older age cohorts. On the contrary, securing better housing as the
reason to migrate increases with the age of the migrant. It is the most important
migration motivation for people above 60 years.

The migration of Afghans living in guest settlements is strongly regulated. For
example, in some guest settlements they need permission to move in or out. In
other guest settlement, the inhabitants can leave the settlement freely but they
need permission if they intend to leave the province or sometimes the county.
Many of those currently living in guest settlements moved there when it became
obligatory for them. According to the interviews, not all were satisfied when
they had to move in. Especially those who had to move in rather recently, for ex-
ample, fewer than 10 years ago, often expressed dissatisfaction. Their everyday
lives and routines were changed, and for many, their employment and career
opportunities narrowed. Furthermore, some were concerned about the diffi-
culty with moving out of guest settlements. However, in total, the number of
Afghans living in guest settlements is only 2-3% of all Afghans in Iran. Therefore,
societally, their migration impact is mostly of local concern and in the vicinity of
guest settlements.

However, more than 3 million other Afghans are present in Iran. The num-
ber depends on how actively Afghans return - voluntarily or forced - from
Iran to Afghanistan and how many Afghans move—legally or illegally—to Iran
as mentioned above. How and where they migrate is obviously a local issue as
well, but it is also a substantial national and even international issue. Policies
exist for directing the migration of Afghan refugees and other Afghans who
are legally in Iran. Namely, the authorities have designed NGAs—places in Iran
where Afghans cannot live in (see Figure 4). Furthermore, general national
policies help to direct the population’s migration and the development of ur-
ban and rural areas.

Nevertheless, limited possibilities exist for directing the migration of ir-
regular Afghans who are illegally in Iran. Sometimes their presence is toler-
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ated. For example, seasonal workers from Afghanistan migrate for weeks to
months to specific sites in Iran at which their workforce is demanded. Exam-
ples of these can be found in many areas of Iran, for example, during harvest-
ing seasons in agriculture and in areas where one needs a workforce in heavy
industry and construction, for example. Illegal Afghans can be found in large
cities, smaller towns and even villages, as we also observed during our field
research.

Of all respondents, more than two out of five (42%) said that they were most
likely to live the rest of their lives in Iran. This may mean a wish to live in Iran or
arealistic view that Iran will be the country where they will live—even if they one
day can move back to Afghanistan or to other countries abroad. Those living in
guest settlements agreed less often (40%) that did those living elsewhere (54%)
that they would live the rest of their lives in Iran (Table 19). Afghans’ desire to
stay in Iran for the rest of their lives was higher when they were satisfied with
their current accommodations and social networks and if they had good rela-
tions with their neighbors in Iran. Of those who thought they would live the rest
of their lives in Iran, more than three out of five (63%) were older than 30. Of
Afghan guest-settlement respondents between 15 and 49 years old, one out of
three (34%) planned to live the rest of their lives in Iran; most (63%) of those were
50 years or older. Of respondents between 15 and 49 years old who were living
elsewhere in Iran, half (49%) said they would live the rest of their lives in Iran,
almost all (91%) of whom were older than 50.

Table 19. Respondents agreeing to most likely live in Iran for the rest of life.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
man woman all man woman all man woman all
% % % N % % % N % % % N
Agree 40 40 40 201 56 52 55 51 43 41 42 252
Don't know 32 38 35177 17 34 22 21 29 38 33 198
Disagree 28 22 25 128 27 14 23 21 28 21 25 149
Total 100 100 100 506 100 100 100 93 100 100 100 599

The number of Afghans who did not plan to return to Afghanistan or who
did not want to migrate abroad was rather small. Of all of the respondents, only
one out of ten (10%) expressed no desire to move abroad and simultaneously
did not plan to return to Afghanistan. Two clear groups were keen on staying in
Iran. One group consists of those who were 50-64 years old, who came to Iran
more than 20 years ago from Afghan villages, and who had family members in
Iran. These people had settled their lives firmly in Iran. Another group consists
of younger Afghans who lived in guest settlements with their spouses and chil-
dren. Most originated from cities and had spent 10-20 years in Iran. For many of
them, their family-oriented lives impeded their migration.
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Having a clear desire to stay in Iran did not mean that these Afghans would
not move inside Iran. In fact, only a few (8%) of the respondents preferred to
remain where they currently live. In our survey, we asked about the migration
destinations in Iran in four ways.

First, the respondents indicated their most-preferred regions, cities or plac-
es. For the provinces in Iran, approximately two out of five (42%) respondents
mentioned Razavi Khorazan, followed by Tehran (17%), Khuzestan (14%), Ker-
man (11%) and Isfahan (7%). For the cities in Iran, approximately one out of three
(36%) mentioned Mashhad, followed by Tehran (16%), Isfahan (6%), Ahvaz (6%)
and Rafsanjan (5%). The respondents living in guest settlements mentioned
Mashhad (36%) most often, followed by Tehran (16%), Isfahan (6%) and Ahvaz
(6%), and the respondents from elsewhere mentioned Mashhad (38%) most of-
ten, followed by Tehran (14%).

Of the respondents living in Razavi Khorazan province, three out of four
(74%) mentioned this as their most-preferred place. Of the respondents living in
Kerman province, about one out of four (23%) mentioned this as their most-pre-
ferred place. Of the respondents living in Khuzestan province, about half (52%)
mentioned this as their most-preferred place. In the interviews, many respond-
ents mentioned religious reasons for their preference for Mashhad or Qom over
other places in Iran. In addition, Glazebrook and Abbasi-Shavazi (2007) noticed
how Afghans, especially Hazara, were keen on staying in Mashhad, which al-
lowed them to visit and pay tribute to the Imam Reza there. For some respond-
ents, a preferred place in Iran is an abstraction because, in reality, due to finan-
cial, family or other constrains they cannot live there, and many did not actually
know what it would be like to live there.

One out of three (34%) respondents mentioned as their most-preferred
places those that they had directly experienced - places where they had lived
or worked. Among the respondents, more than one out of four (28%) had lived
their entire lives in Iran, in the same place where they were located at the time of
the survey; three out of five (61%) had lived in one or two places aside from their
current place; and one out of nine (11%) had lived in more than two other places.

Second, we asked in an open question about where the respondents would
like to be in three years from now (i.e., in 2020). This was a question about their
near-term futures. Of all Afghans who responded to this question, approximate-
ly one out of three (32%) mentioned a locality in Iran. Their most-desired destina-
tion was Mashhad for one out of three (33%) respondents. It has to be taken into
account that our respondents’ home provinces are Razavi Khorasan (27%), Ker-
man (48%) and Khuzestan (25%) provinces. The most-desired destinations of the
respondents from Razavi Khorasan province are Mashhad (70%) and Kalzarkesh
(11%). The most-desired destinations of the respondents from Kerman province
are Rafsanjan (29%), Bardsir (21%) and Mashhad (20%). Meanwhile, the most-de-
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sired destinations of the respondents from Khuzestan province are Tehran (39%)
and Dezful (19%). For some, these locations are where they would like to be in
three years, but they will not take any steps to realize these wishes. Others may
take action to make these dreams a reality in the next several years.

Third, we listed a number of large and other Iranian cities and asked in which
of them the respondent would like to live (Table 20). The most-desired cities
for living (answering “yes” to the question) are Mashhad (73%), Tehran (45%)
and Shiraz (40%), and if “maybe” answers are also considered, then these cities
further include Mashhad (78%), Tehran (56%) and Shiraz (47%). The cities men-
tioned most often as places that the respondents would not like to live (answer
“no”) are Birjand (65%), Tabriz (61%) and Kerman (58%) (Table 18). Similarly, as
mentioned above, the respondents’ current provinces impacted the answers.
The respondents mentioned more often cities that are in the same province. In
addition, many respondents were clear that they do not wish to live in certain
places. Many Afghans want to live in certain places in Iran, not just anywhere in
Iran.

Table 20. Respondents’ wishes to live in selected cities in Iran.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
yes maybe no dk N yes maybe no dk N vyes maybe no dk N
Tehran 45 12 38 5 501 46 3 41 10 90 45 11 38 6 591

Mashhad 73 4 21 2 513 77 6 9 8 92 73 5 19 3 605
Isfahan 32 13 46 9 492 30 2 49 19 90 32 11 47 10 582
Tabriz 10 12 62 16 492 9 1 58 32 91 10 10 61 19 583
Karaj 18 13 54 15 488 10 1 58 31 90 17 11 54 18 578
Shiraz 42 8 41 9 497 31 1 43 25 90 40 7 41 12 587
Kerman 22 9 60 9 493 31 1 49 19 91 24 8 58 10 584
Ahvaz 28 11 46 15 490 10 1 57 32 91 25 9 48 18 581
Semnan 23 9 55 13 498 7 2 59 32 91 20 8 56 16 589
Birjand 8 7 66 19 490 10 2 59 29 9 8 7 65 20 581
Other 32 0 0O 0 158 20 0 0 0 25 30 0 0O 0 183

Other = Qom; dk = don't know

Fourth, we asked separately if the respondent would like to move to the cap-
ital Tehran. In many countries, the capital is the place that attracts the most im-
migrants. Of all of the respondents, two out of five (41%) agreed that they would
like to move to Tehran, whereas almost half (48%) disagreed. Younger (under
30 years old) would like to move to Tehran slightly more than other age groups
would. Furthermore, more people from guest settlements would like to move to
Tehran compared with those living elsewhere in Iran (Table 21). It is rather easy
to express that one would like to move to Tehran even if this is not a realistic
option. The desire to move to the national capital does not necessarily mean a
person would ever move there.
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Table 21. Respondents wishing to move to Tehran.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
don't dis- don't dis- don't dis-
agree know agree agree know agree agree know agree

respondent % % % N % % % N % % % N

15-18years 38 14 48 69 25 08 67 11 36 13 51 81
19-29years 44 14 42 153 45 02 53 40 45 11 44 193
30-49years 39 12 49 203 28 09 63 32 37 12 51 235
50-64 years 53 12 35 60 30 10 60 10 50 11 39 70
65- years 37 10 53 30 O 0 100 1 35 10 55 31
Total 42 13 45 515 34 06 60 95 41 11 48 610

3.4. Employment

Employment among Afghans in Iran varies greatly. Many are without employ-
ment. In addition, some have part-time jobs, seasonal jobs or irregular work-
ing periods. In addition, some Afghans work regularly, for example, five days a
week. In addition, some Afghans, often irregular ones, work seven days a week
for 10-14 hours every day. In general, both the national and local authorities in
Iran and the private sector recognize the significance of the Afghan workforce.

The reasons for being less engaged with employment vary: some are too old
or too young to work, and others have health problems or stay home as house-
wives. Many irregular migrants do not have formal permission to work, and the
permission for regular Afghans to work covers only certain professions. Fur-
thermore, Afghans’ access to public sector employment in Iran is limited. As
mentioned, Iran has regulated refugees’ right to employment by making reser-
vations to the Article 17 (employment) of the 1951 Convention.

Some Afghans were employed in Afghanistan before leaving the country.
Most often they worked in simple agricultural jobs or construction. However,
many came to Iran more than two decades ago, so they have not been employed
in Afghanistan for a rather long time. Nevertheless, the interviews revealed that
some Afghans continued to work in Iran in similar jobs to the ones they had had
in Afghanistan, for example, in agriculture and low-skilled jobs. Of the 9% of the
respondents who came to Iran after 2002, 37% were employed in Afghanistan
prior to leaving there, 4% were seeking jobs there, 19% were at home as house-
wives, 156% were self-employed, 7% were students and 18% others.

Of the respondents, one out of three (35%) have worked while in Iran: three
out of four (74%) of men and one out of four (26%) women living in guest settle-
ments, and almost all (92%) men and almost none (8%) women living elsewhere
in Iran. Six out of seven (87%) respondents who had been employed in Afghani-
stan had also worked later in Iran.

In our sample, of the respondents between 15-70 years of age, over half (54%)
had some kind of employment in autumn 2017. Almost every second (48%) of
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those living in guest settlements were employed, and five out of six (83%) of
those living elsewhere in Iran. The most common places to work are general-
ly larger settlements, such as Mashhad, or smaller towns and agricultural sites
near their current living places.

Of all employed, one out of ten (10%) were employed in enterprises, one out
of four (21%) were self-employed with their own businesses, one out of four (25%)
had mixed employment and self-employment and two out of five (44%) had oth-
er types of employment. Afghan women participate in employment much less:
one out of five (20%) Afghan women had a job, but two out of three (64%) Afghan
men worked in the autumn 2017.

In general, a huge gender bias can be found in the labor force participation
rate among Afghans. In 2006, according to the census, more than nine out of
10 Afghan men ages 25-39 years worked. No major differences were found be-
tween the first- and second-generation Afghan men in their employment par-
ticipation. However, of Afghan women ages 25-39 years, only one out of eight of
the second-generation women worked, and one out of 12 of the first-generation
women worked. From 50 years onward, the labor force participation rate began
to decline among both men and women. However, still, around every one out
of two Afghan men older than 65 years worked, and only one out of 20 Afghan
women did the same (Hugo, Abbasi-Shavazi & Sadeghi 2012, 273). Similarly, in
our sample, the frequency of working diminished substantially among respond-
ents older than 65 years: only a few (8%) of men and none of women worked at
least part-time (Table 22).

Table 22. Respondents’ employment in the autumn of 2017.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
yes no yes no yes no
respondent % % N % % N % % N
15-18 years 36 64 72 77 23 13 54 46 85
19-29 years 51 49 157 a0 10 40 59 41 197
30-49 years 55 45 217 72 28 15 57 43 249
50-64 years 53 47 66 100 00 11 60 40 77
65- years 10 90 31 0 100 1 09 91 32
Total 48 52 546 83 17 98 54 46 644

Most who are employed work in rather simple low-skilled and hard jobs in
construction, agriculture or industry. These are often jobs that the local Iranians
do not prefer, at least according to the workers and employers in the interviews.
The Afghans who have attended school for more years and who have more than
very basic education tend to have better jobs. Besides educational skills, accu-
mulated working experience also matters in the development of their working
careers. Among the 6% of the respondents who have studied at the university
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level, the most common occupations are in sales (11%), personal care (7%), min-
ing or construction (7%) and elementary jobs (7%).

Six out of seven (85%) male respondents above 30 years old have worked in
Iran. The respondents have been most commonly employed in crafts and relat-
ed trade (21%), elementary jobs (12%), building and related trade (9%), mining or
construction (9%) and sales (8%). Some respondents have worked in several oc-
cupations, and a few have had two simultaneous jobs in different occupations.

Being active and present in a society and community means that one learns
new things that are useful for life. Of the respondents, almost every second
(46%) mentioned that they have learned in Iran at least something they consider
useful for their futures. The most frequently mentioned issues are working skills
for those almost three out of four (73%) who said they have learned useful things
in Iran. One out of four (24%) mentioned also practical skills and one out of five
(21%) general education or studying topics. The same amount of men and wom-
en felt to have learned useful things. Most often they were 19-49 years old, many
had started to use the Internet in Iran and almost half (46%) had at least some
command of English. However, more than every second (54%) mentioned that
they had not learned anything useful in Iran. Four out of five (78%) did not have
any command of English and two out of three (69%) did not use the Internet.

For respondents in guest settlements, the common places to work are nearby
agricultural fields and towns. Regular unofficial transfer services exist from the
main gate of a guest settlement to the working sites and also to those jobs in dis-
tant larger cities. Employment can also be found within guest settlements. Most
of these jobs are related to the everyday needs of guest settlement inhabitants,
such as grocery stores selling daily goods, bakeries selling bread, butchers sell-
ing meat and shops selling house maintenance items. Specialized shops are also
present, for example, those for selling and repairing electronics, mobile phones
and related items. In addition, one can find engineering-related jobs. Common
also are jobs that were outsourced from outside to inside guest settlements.
These include, for example, the cleaning of saffron to be sold outside as well
as the sewing of clothes, bags and souvenirs to be sold outside, even in Tehran.
These jobs often employ women living in guest settlements. In general, men and
women worked in different working spaces.

Various self-made businesses also exist in which the goods and final products
are sold to the purchasers outside of guest settlements. In one guest settlement,
the people from outside could come and buy items directly from the shops of the
guest settlement. Some employment in guest settlements bring very little money
to the employed. Others are economically successful, and the person involved in
the business could become wealthy, at least in the local context. The expansion
of successful businesses is limited because Afghans have many constrains, for
example, limitations in opening bank accounts, getting loans from banks, pos-
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sessing vehicles needed for transport, having registered mobile phones or being
alone in business as property owners. Such constrains have been recognized in
earlier studies as well (Christensen 2016, 13-14). Nevertheless, the national policy
supports the idea that Afghan refugees economically self-manage guest settle-
ments. This has increased entrepreneurship and employment in guest settle-
ments, by necessity and voluntarily.

The monthly salary of Afghan respondents who worked varies a lot, and
the median is 5,780,000 Iranian Rials (125 EUR) per month. Differences can be
found in the salaries. For agricultural work, the salaries are lower than they are
in construction. In agriculture, the median salary is 6,940,000 Iranian Rials (150
EUR) per month, in construction 7,770,000 Iranian Rials (168 EUR) per month
and in industrial jobs 3,880,000 Iranian Rials (84 EUR) per month. According to
the interviews, Afghans are paid substantially less than Iranians are - something
that earlier studies have also recognized (see Wikramasegara et al. 2006). Sala-
ries are paid in cash on a daily or weekly basis due to the seasonal and irregular
character of the employment.

The respondents mentioned the best and the worst aspects of their current
employment (Table 23). Among all respondents, who were working, one out of
twelve (8%) did not find anything bad in their current job whereas one out of
five (19%) did not find anything good in their current job. Those employed, who
mentioned best aspects, mentioned most often income (23%), personal satisfac-
tion with work such as I like my job (15%) and independence in their employ-
ment (8%). Those employed, who mentioned worst aspects, mentioned most of-
ten hard working conditions (41%), low salary (24%), insecurity on having or not
having a job (9%) and health conditions (6%) in their current job.

Table 23. Best and worst in respondents’ current work.

Best things in current work % Worst things in current work %
Income 23 Hard working conditions 41
Personal satisfaction 15 Low salary 24
Independence 8 Employment insecurity 9
Helping family 7 Health conditions 6
Easiness of job 7 Mistreatment and bad behavior 5
Being close to my family 6 Delayed salary 2
Social relations 6

Most respondents who work have Afghans as fellow workers. To have Irani-
an fellow workers is much less common. The respondents living in guest settle-
ments do not have fellow Iranian workers as often compared with those living
elsewhere. Every second (50%) employed from guest settlements does not have
Afghan fellow workers. That amount is very small (10%) among those living else-
where in Iran. Over three out of four (77%) employed from guest settlements
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do not have Iranian fellow workers. That amount is substantially smaller (42%)
among those living elsewhere in Iran (Table 24). Most often a respondent has
Iranian fellow workers, if s/he works in mining, construction, elementary occu-
pations or trading. Very few Iranians work inside guest settlements, for exam-
ple, mainly managerial staff.

Table 24. Respondents with Afghan and Iranian fellow workers in current work.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
Afghan Iranian Afghan Iranian Afghan Iranian
% N % N % N % N % N % N
Many 23 92 6 25 35 28 9 7 25 120 7 32
Some 27 110 17 69 55 43 49 39 31 153 22 109
No 50 205 77 308 10 8 42 34 44 213 71 342
Total 100 407 100 402 100 79 100 80 100 486 100 483

Besides having generally lower education and employment skills com-
pared with Iranians, formal legal constrains exist for Afghans who do not
hold valid passports, visas and work permits. The laws in Iran prevents that
foreigners would be employed in governmental jobs or that they would be
land owners. Align with this, Afghans in Iran cannot execute activities requir-
ing official registration with national identification cards or birth certificates.
Among these are governmental jobs, buying or selling land, enjoying public
health care, opening bank accounts or registering cell phones. An official Af-
ghan refugee can open a bank account in certain bank but such possibility
depends also on local decisions and practices. These create obstacles for them
to be more engaged in employment and for moving forward with their em-
ployment careers.

Nevertheless, Afghans who have moved forward in their employment ca-
reers were also interviewed. The interviews revealed that Afghans have be-
come team leaders in construction sites, wholesale mediators for agricultural
goods, professionals in restaurants or tailoring, or informal owners of small
industries, for example. Often they have employed other Afghans, creating
specific employment-related networks among Afghans. Sometimes these net-
works extend to Afghanistan as well. In addition, interviewed were successful
businesspersons outside of guest settlements in many entrepreneurial activi-
ties, such as clothing. Many of these Afghans have become wealthy in the local
context.

The growing importance of Afghans in the local economy, and their relative
economic success have created tensions among some Iranians in some Iranian
localities as well. In fact, according Hugo et al. (2013), members of the second
generation of Afghans tend to move societally upward if they stay in Iran. In
their critical review, Mirlofti and Jahatigh (2016) concluded that Afghan immi-
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grants who reside in the eastern-border areas of Iran influence negatively the
physical development of their immediate rural environment. However, on the
other hand, some local economic activities, such as seasonal jobs in agriculture,
basic jobs in the construction sector and hard jobs in selected industries, rely
substantially on the Afghan workforce. Therefore, they also have a positive im-
pact on the development of selected areas in Iran.

3.5. Social media

The mobile phone is a common tool for exchanging information among Af-
ghans in Iran. However, it is less common for Afghans to have smartphones
with Internet access. Of the Afghan respondents living in guest settlements,
approximately half (54%) possessed a mobile phone with Internet access, and
this figure is about the same (52%) for those living elsewhere in Iran. Younger
respondents were more likely to have mobile phones with Internet access than
were older respondents (Table 25). Men (61%) had mobile phones more often
than women did (45%). In addition, Iran has restrictions on Afghans’ purchas-
ing of mobile telephone SIM cards and their Internet access (Christensen 2016,
13-14).

Table 25. Respondents having own mobile phone with Internet access.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
don't dis- don't dis- don't dis-
agree know agree agree know agree agree know agree
respondent % % % N % % % N % % % N
15-18years 64 9 27 70 42 0 58 12 61 7 32 82
19-29years 69 4 27 153 62 0 38 39 68 3 29 192
30-49years 53 2 45 201 31 0 69 32 50 1 49 233
50-64 years 27 3 70 60 60 0 40 10 31 3 66 70
65- years 14 3 83 29 0 0 100 1 13 3 84 30
Total 54 4 42 513 48 0 52 94 53 3 44 607

In guest settlements, one out of five (20%) Afghans used the Internet daily
and almost two out of five (37%) used it at least weekly. In addition, social media
is becoming increasingly common among Afghans. This is not peculiar because
social media use has become popular among almost everyone in Iran. This de-
velopment is common among irregular migrants and refugees in many coun-
tries, including Afghan asylum seekers (Jauhiainen 2017b).

Younger Afghans used the Internet and social media more frequently
than did older Afghans; this is also a common worldwide trend. In Iran, ap-
proximately three out of four respondents in the 15-18 years old (73%) and
19-29 years old (74%) groups used the Internet. About half (48%) of those
aged 30-49, one out of seven (15%) aged 50-64, and only a few (4%) of those
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aged 65 or older used the Internet. Furthermore, in Iran, Afghan men (57%)
more frequently used the Internet than did Afghan women (50%). Neverthe-
less, Internet and social media usage has grown substantially among Afghan
women.

The frequency of Internet use varies greatly (Table 26). In general, younger
Afghan respondents used the Internet more often than did older respondents.
Of those 19-29 years old, almost all (94%) used it at least several times a week. In
addition, young Afghans were more likely to be daily social media users than
old Afghans were. However, exceptions do exist: A few Afghans who were 50-64
years old used the Internet almost daily. This was often related to the need for
frequent contact with family members or friends living elsewhere. These re-
spondents also included information technology workers who needed social
media for professional purposes. Older respondents (those over 65 years old)
typically did not use the Internet.

Table 26. Respondents’ frequency of the Internet use in Iran.

Guest settlements Other areas Total

respondkent A B C D N A B C D N A B C D N
15-18years 29 18 32 21 227 21 14 12 53 51 28 17 29 26 278
19-29years 31 16 33 20 156 23 15 13 49 39 29 16 29 26 195
30-49years 18 8 24 50213 13 6 13 68 31 17 8 23 52 244
50-64 years 6 2 8 84 62 0 9 0 91 M1 5 3 7 85 73
65- years 4 0 0 9 25 0 O 0100 1 0O 0O 4 96 26
Total 20 11 25 44529 16 11 11 63 95 20 11 23 46 624
A = daily, B = many times a week, C = less often, D = never

In general, among the respondents, Internet and social media use was less
common among those living elsewhere in Iran than among those in guest set-
tlements. There were several reasons for this. Many respondents were irregu-
lar migrants with hard jobs and no time or opportunities for Internet or social
media use. Moreover, for some, the price of Internet use was not affordable. In
guest settlements, technical reasons also exist for the non-use of the Internet—
for example, poor network coverage.

Respondents used social media to keep in contact with relatives and friends
in Iran, in Afghanistan and, to a lesser extent, in other countries. According
to the interviews, Telegram and WhatsApp were the most common programs
for social media. Among all respondents, approximately two out of five (44%)
agreed that Internet and/or social media used made their lives in Iran easier.
Of those who had the opportunity to use the Internet, almost two out of three
(64%) agreed on this issue. In general, these respondents tended to be less than
30 years old (Table 27), and five out of six (83%) had mobile phones with access
to the Internet.
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Table 27. Social media makes respondent’s life easier in Iran.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
don't dis- don't dis- don't dis-
agree know agree agree know agree agree know agree

respondent % % % N % % % N % % % N

15-18years 55 19 26 65 33 0 67 12 52 16 32 77
19-29 years 58 16 26 145 46 5 49 39 55 14 31 184
30-49years 42 18 40 198 28 3 69 32 40 16 44 230
50-64 years 21 18 61 56 40 10 50 10 24 17 59 66
65- years 21 12 67 24 0 0 100 1 20 12 68 25
Total 45 17 38 488 38 4 58 94 44 15 41 582

The use of social media has become extremely important to migrants’ aspira-
tions and practices (Dekker & Engbersen 2014), including those of irregular mi-
grants (Jauhiainen 2017b) and less-skilled foreign immigrants. Among Afghans,
social media has been used to acquire information about possible destinations.
Some have used social media for detailed planning of potential migration routes.
Some Afghans have also created or belonged to specific social media groups that
discuss various topics, such as employment and migration opportunities. For
migration inside Iran, two out of five (41%) respondents with Internet access
used it to search for information about where to live in Iran (Table 28).

Social media can provide accurate information, but it is also characterized by
disinformation and rumors. International migration and refugee organizations,
along with asylum seekers’ potential destination countries, such as Finland,
have begun to use social media to provide more accurate information about the
perils of migration journeys and about realistic opportunities for obtaining res-
idence permits in destination countries.

Table 28. Social media facilitates respondents to where to move in Iran.

Guest settlements Other areas Total
don't dis- don't dis- don't dis-
agree know agree agree know agree agree know agree

respondent % % % N % % % N % % % N

15-18years 48 30 22 69 10 10 80 10 43 28 29 79
19-29 years 52 15 33 151 18 13 69 39 45 14 41 190
30-49years 44 13 43 202 16 7 77 31 40 12 48 233
50-64 years 29 15 56 61 11 33 56 9 27 17 56 70
65- years 21 10 69 29 0 0 100 1 20 10 70 30
Total 44 16 40 512 15 12 73 90 40 15 45 602

Those who intend to move abroad need updated information about where
and when to move. Of the respondents, many had used the Internet when con-
sidering their possible outmigration to Europe. Two out of five (41%) respond-
ents had used the Internet to search for information about places where they
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could live in Europe. Almost the same number had searched online for about
their rights (35%) and about their work opportunities (38%) in Europe. Those
who were planning to migrate to Europe appeared to be more active in search-
ing for information about Europe on the Internet.

In addition, slightly over two out of five (42%) respondents had used the In-
ternet to search for information about the current situation in Afghanistan. Ac-
cording to survey, the respondents who most actively used the Internet to learn
about the situation in Afghanistan were those who had family members in Iran
(97%), those who had arrived in Iran more than 10 years ago (89%) and those who
were 19-49 years old (80%). Of those who used the Internet to search for infor-
mation about Afghanistan, almost half (45%) wanted to return to Afghanistan,
and two out of three (65%) wanted to move elsewhere abroad.
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4. CONCLUSIONS

More than 3 million Afghans living in Iran have a significant impact on the social
and economic development of many cities, towns and rural areas in Iran. The
impact of Afghan immigrants on urbanization in Iran is nationally and locally
significant both qualitatively and qualitatively. Furthermore, a political dimen-
sion must be considered as well. Iran is globally one of the countries with the
highest number of refugees and is among the most significant when it comes to
the Afghan refugees. The issue of refugees in Iran is also of broader internation-
al interest. Many Afghans are present in Iran, and many different Afghans ex-
ist. This should be taken into account when designing more specialized policies
with regard to the Afghan population in Iran.

The results for this report derive from surveys and interviews in Iran in Oc-
tober 2017. In total, 644 people with Afghan backgrounds from the provinces of
Kerman, Khuzestan and Razavi Khorasan responded anonymously to the sur-
vey. Of them, 54:6 (85%) live in the refugee guest settlements of Bani Najjar, Bard-
sir, Rafsanjan and Torbat-e Jam, and the remaining 98 (15%) live in urban areas
and villages in the abovementioned provinces. In addition, 72 Afghan refugees
and irregular migrants were interviewed. Interviews were also conducted with
54 stakeholders, such as representatives of the Bureau for Aliens and Foreign
Immigrant Affairs (BAFIA in Razavi Khorasan and Khuzestan) of the Ministry of
Interior and the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR in
Mashhad); public authorities in the districts, municipalities and villages of the
study areas; managers and council members in the studied guest settlements;
and other public authorities and private sector representatives.

Half (50%) of Afghan respondents in guest settlements said they are fully or
partly satisfied with their current accommodations, and three out of five (61%)
agreed that they have enough toilets, showers, and other related facilities to use.
The possibility thus exists to enhance the quality of accommodations in guest
settlements. Of the responding Afghans living elsewhere in Iran, nearly all (91%)
agreed that they have enough toilets, showers, and other related facilities, for
their use, and compared with guest settlement respondents, many more (88%)
were satisfied with their accommodations. However, irregular migrants in high-
ly precarious accommodations were dissatisfied.

Hundreds of thousands of legal and illegal Afghan workers are present in
Iran. Employment among them varies greatly, but many are without jobs or
have part-time, seasonal or irregular jobs. Of the respondents ages 15-70 years,
almost two out of three (64%) Afghan men work currently, but far fewer women
do: one out of five (20%). The traditional division of labor prevails among many
Afghan families, for example, women focus on the family, children and house,
and men have paid work elsewhere.
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Many Afghans work in hard jobs that Iranians do not prefer. Many rural areas
need their labor forces, especially seasonally in agriculture. In towns and cities,
the construction sector is dependent on Afghan workers. Among Afghans are
specific employment networks that reach many parts of Iran and up to Afghan-
istan. Some Afghans have progressed substantially in their working careers and
have become wealthy. Wealthier Afghans in industry, construction and trade
employ other Afghans regularly. In some localities, the job opportunities and
career progress of Afghans have created among local unemployed Iranians un-
necessary criticism toward Afghans.

Of the Afghan respondents, slightly over two out of five (42%) think they will
live the rest of their lives in Iran. In general, Afghans in guest settlements think
less often that they will live the rest of their lives in Iran. It is not always their
desire, but it is a realistic idea about their futures. Afghans who plan to stay the
rest of their lives in Iran are usually 50-64 years old and usually came to Iran
more than 20 years ago from the Afghan countryside. These individuals also cur-
rently have family and relatives in Iran. Another group with similar thoughts
consists of younger Afghans who originate more often from towns or cities in
Afghanistan, have spent 10-20 years in Iran and live in guest settlements with
their spouses and children. The desire of Afghans to stay in Iran for the rest of
their lives increases if one is satisfied with the current accommodations and so-
cial networks and has good relations with one’s neighbors.

The potential exists for a large-scale migration of Afghans from the less cen-
tral areas of Kerman, Khuzestan and Razavi Khorasan provinces to Mashhad and
Tehran. Less than one out of 10 (8%) of the respondents mentioned their current
living places as their preferred places in which to live. Of the respondents who
plan to live the rest of their lives in Iran, four out of five (79%) would like to live in
Mashhad. The next most popular places are Tehran (46%) and Shiraz (42%). Old-
er Afghans do not want to migrate much, but younger ones are eager to move for
employment or religious reasons.

Of the respondents, one out of three (34%) would like to move to Europe and
one out of five (20% together) to Australia or North America. Every second (48%)
younger Afghan wants to move abroad elsewhere than Afghanistan. The more
young an Afghan in Iran is, the more s/he would like to migrate abroad. How-
ever, very few younger Afghans want to migrate to Afghanistan that is perceived
insecure (see also Rodriguez & Monsutti 2017; Majidi 2018). Instead, they prefer
to live in Iran in which they have settled their life or to migrate to the Western
countries.

Two out of five (41%) respondents agreed that they would like to go back to Af-
ghanistan. Of men, almost every second and of women every third would like to
return. However, only one out of six (16%) mentioned Afghanistan as their most
preferred country. Return migration to Afghanistan is preferred among almost
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one of three (31%) Afghan respondents. Of the respondents, one out of three
(34%) would like to move to Europe, and one out of five (20% together) want to
move to Australia or North America. Almost half (48%) of younger Afghan wants
to move abroad. The younger an Afghan in Iran is, the more he or she would
like to migrate abroad. However, very few younger Afghans want to migrate to
Afghanistan, which is perceived to be instable and insecure (see also Rodriguez &
Monsutti 2017; Majidi 2018). Instead, they prefer to live in Iran, where they have
settled down, or to migrate to Western countries. For every second (49%) young-
er Afghan, the preferred country is in the European Union.

Internet and social media use are becoming increasingly common among Af-
ghans. Younger Afghans use the Internet and social media more commonly than
older Afghans do, which matches the worldwide trend. Of the responding Af-
ghans who were 15-18 years old, almost three out of four (71%) used the Internet
and social media, whereas only about one out of seven (15%) of those 50-64 years
old and even fewer (4%) of those 65 and older used social media. Limited finan-
cial resources and poor network coverage constrain the use of the Internet and
social media, both inside and outside of guest settlements. Some young Afghans
are daily users of social media. Of the Afghans who intend to migrate, many use
social media to acquire information about possible destinations. Some use so-
cial media for more detailed migration planning. In addition, some Afghans use
specific social media groups to share information about employment, housing
and migration opportunities.
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5. SUGGESTIONS

First, it is important to conduct proper academic research on Afghan refugees
and irregular migrants in Iran. Their impact on social and economic develop-
ment locally and nationally is significant. The research-based results help to
design evidence-based policies that are efficient and have an impact on com-
munities and on the society in Iran. It is suggested that besides this study, the
empirical data collection regarding Afghans in Iran is extended to other guest
settlements and to other areas in Iran, including Tehran and Mashhad, to pro-
vide a broader representative sample leading to more accurate and representa-
tive research results for policymaking.

Second, many physical and social aspects of guest settlements could be im-
proved. For this, a rapid comprehensive analysis is needed, taking into account
the viewpoints of the residents as well. Although Afghans living in guest settle-
ments make up 1-2% of all Afghans living in Iran, their welfare is of both national
and international interest. To finance the needed improvement, some guest set-
tlements could be used as pilots for special economic areas. For example, means
to finance guest settlement improvement could be facilitated through the ex-
pansion of economic activities, profit-oriented employment, enterprise loans,
etc., in these pilot sites. The revenues from an increase in economic activity in
guest settlements could potentially cover much of the needed finance. The out-
comes of the pilot would be then analyzed to consider broader evidence-based
policies regarding all guest settlements.

Third, improving the education level and professional training of Afghans in
Iran will lead to their better participation in the employment sector. This would
generate more added value to the local and national economies. Besides the
general basic education that is currently expanding, the need also exists to place
more focus on the professional training of Afghans. Through this, job oppor-
tunities would be generated for Afghans as well. This is especially important in
guest settlements and in their nearby localities that often have constrains in eco-
nomic development. However, such improving of vocational and other employ-
ment skills of Afghans must be implemented carefully with national and local
policies that enhance the employment opportunities and specialized niches for
both Afghans and Iranians.

Fourth, benefits and constrains deriving from many restrictions, for example,
limited access to driving licenses, mobile communication networks, property,
bank loans, etc., for Afghans who are legally living in Iran should be analyzed to
verify their positive and negative impacts on Afghans and on local and national
developmentin Iran. If Afghans can generate more wealth in local communities,
less friction may exist between the Iranian and Afghan communities living in the
same localities.
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Fifth, a regular annual meeting among the key stakeholders of all guest set-
tlements (managers, council members, teachers, medical staff, etc.) in Iran
would facilitate the sharing of experiences and good practices. Along with these
meetings, expertise from the UNHCR, other global refugee camp and settlement
management expert organizations, and the researchers of these topics could be
used.
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7. URBANIZATION, REFUGEES AND IRREGULAR MIGRANTS IN
IRAN

Jussi S. Jauhiainen & Davood Eyvazlu (jusaja@utu.fi)

Afghan immigrants - refugees and irregular immigrants - number over 3 mil-
lion in Iran. They have an important impact on urbanization and rural devel-
opment nationally and locally, and they are also a significant community of in-
ternational interest. There are many types of Afghans in Iran. This should be
taken into account when designing more specialized policies with regard to the
Afghan population in Iran.

The research “Urbanization, refugees and irregular migrants in Iran, 2017”
was conducted in cooperation with the University of Turku (Finland) and the
Shahid Beheshti University (Iran). To conduct the research in Iran, important
support from the Ministry of Interior of Iran is acknowledged, and the finan-
cial support from the Strategic Research Council at the Academy of Finland (re-
search consortium URMI, www.urmi.fi) is acknowledged as well.

The main questions of the research are: what is the impact of the Afghan im-
migrants in Iran on rural development and employment in studied less-central
areas of Iran?; if Afghan immigrants living in less-central areas of Iran intend
to migrate and to where do they intend to migrate?; what is the impact of social
media on if, where, when and how the Afghan immigrants living in less central
areas migrate?; and what is the impact of the Afghan immigrants in Iran on ur-
banization, both nationally and locally?

The analysis is based on earlier research findings as well as on specific sur-
veys and interviews conducted for this research in Iran in October 2017. In the
field research, 644 persons with Afghan background from the provinces of Ker-
man, Razavi Khorasan and Khuzestan responded anonymously to the survey. Of
them, 546 (85%) Afghans lived in the four studied refugee guest settlements of
Bani Najjar, Bardsir, Rafsanjan and Torbat-e Jam, and the remaining 98 (15%) Af-
ghans lived in urban areas and villages in the provinces mentioned above. In ad-
dition, 72 Afghan refugees and irregular migrants were interviewed. Interviews
were conducted also with 54 stakeholders, such as representatives of the Bureau
for Aliens and Foreign Immigrant Affairs (BAFIA; located in Razavi Khorasan and
Khuzestan) of the Ministry of Interior and the United Nations High Commis-
sioner for Refugees (UNHCR, office in Mashhad) as well as public authorities in
districts, municipalities and villages of the study areas, managers and council
members in the four studied refugee guest settlements and other public author-
ities and private sector representatives. We are grateful to all of the people who
responded to our survey and let us interview them. Research assistants provid-
ed help in collecting and analyzing the research material. The main researchers
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responsible for this report are Professor Jussi S. Jauhiainen (University of Turku)
and PhD candidate Davood Eyvazlu (Shahid Beheshti University).

Over 3 million Afghans living in Iran have a significant impact on the social
and economic development of many rural areas, towns and cities in Iran. Ac-
cording to our survey, those Afghans who intend to stay the rest of their lives
in Iran are often 50-64 years old Afghans who came to Iran over 20 years ago
from the countryside of Afghanistan and who currently have family membersin
Iran. Another group consisted of younger Afghans who originated more often
from towns and cities in Afghanistan, have spent 10-20 years in Iran and who
live currently in refugee guest settlements with their spouse and children. The
desire of Afghans to stay in Iran increases if they are satisfied with their current
accommodations and social networks and if they have good relations with their
neighbors.

Less than a tenth of the respondents mentioned the place in which they cur-
rently lived as a preferred place of living. Of those who wished to stay in Iran,
from the respondents of Razavi Khorasan province approximately four out of
five wanted to live in Mashhad. The next most popular place was Tehran. Many
respondents from the guest settlements would like to live in a town near to the
guest settlement.

Two out of five respondents agreed that they would like to go back to Af-
ghanistan. Of men, almost every second and of women every third would like
to return. However, only one out of six mentioned Afghanistan as their most
preferred country. Roughly one out of three hoped to move to Europe, and one
out of five hoped to move to Australia or North America. About half of young re-
spondents wanted to move abroad, but these individuals rarely sought to move
to Afghanistan, which they perceived as insecure.

About half of the respondents in the refugee guest settlements were fully or
partly satisfied with their current accommodations, and about three out of five
respondents agreed that they have enough toilets and showers, etc. Of the re-
spondents living elsewhere in Iran, nearly all agreed that they had enough toi-
lets and showers, and approximately seven out of eight were satisfied with their
accommodations. Nevertheless, some irregular migrants lived in very precari-
ous accommodations at the fringes of urban areas.

Of the respondents who were 15-18 years old, approximately three out of four
used the Internet and social media in Iran, whereas only about one out of seven
of those who were 50-64 years old (and even fewer of those 65 and older) used
the Internet. Many respondents who intend to migrate used the Internet or so-
cial media to acquire information about possible destinations.

Of the respondents who were 15-70 years old, approximately two out of three
men work and one out of five women work. Many men work in the difficult,
low-skill jobs that Iranians do not prefer. In some localities in Iran, many Af-
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ghans are employed in seasonal work in agriculture, construction and indus-
try. There, they have a substantial impact on the development of rural areas and
towns as well as on employment in the less-central provinces such as Kerman,
Khuzestan and Razavi Khorasan.

It is important to conduct proper academic research about the Afghan ref-
ugees and irregular migrants in Iran. The research-based results help to design
evidence-based policies that are efficient and have a planned impact on individ-
ual communities and society as a whole in Iran.

Many physical and social aspects in refugee guest settlements could be im-
proved. For this, it would be useful to conduct a comprehensive analysis of guest
settlements, including the viewpoints of the residents.
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8. KAUPUNGISTUMINEN, PAKOLAISET JA EPASAANNOLLISET
SIIRTOLAISET IRANISSA

Jussi S. Jauhiainen & Davood Eyvazlu (jusaja@utu.fi)

Afgaaneja - pakolaisia ja epasddnnollisia siirtolaisia — on Iranissa yli kolme mil-
joonaa. Heilld on suuri merkitys kaupungistumiseen ja maaseudun kehitykseen
kansallisesti ja paikallisesti, ja he ovat my®s kansainvalisesti merkittava yhteiso.
Afgaaneja on paljon ja monenlaisia. Timéa tulee huomioida suunniteltaessa eri-
tyisia politiikkoja, jotka koskevat afgaanivaestoa Iranissa.

Tutkimus “Urbanization, refugees and irregular migrants in Iran, 2017” toteu-
tettiin Turun yliopiston (Suomi) ja Shahid Beheshti yliopiston (Iran) yhteistyossa.
Tutkimuksen toteuttamista Iranissa tukivat Iranin siséministerio ja taloudelli-
sesti Suomen Akatemian strategisen tutkimuksen neuvoston tutkimuskonsortio
URMI (Www.urmi.fi).

Tutkimuskysymykset ovat: mika on afgaanisiirtolaisten vaikutus maaseudun
kehitykseen ja tyollisyyteen tutkituilla vihemman keskeisilld alueilla Iranissa?; ai-
kovatko vihemmaén keskeisillé alueilla Iranissa eldvat afgaanit muuttaa ja minne?;
mika merkitys sosiaalisella medialla on vahemmaén keskeisilld alueilla Iranissa ela-
vien afgaanien muuttoliikkeeseen ja sithen, miten ja minne he muuttavat?; mika
on afgaanien vaikutus kaupungistumiseen kansallisesti ja paikallisesti Iranissa?

Analyysi perustuu aiempiin tutkimustuloksiin seka kyselyyn ja haastattelui-
hin, jotka toteutettiin tata tutkimusta varten Iranissa lokakuussa 2017. Kyselyyn
vastasi 644 afgaanitaustaista henkild6d nimettomédna Kermanin, Razavi Khora-
sanin ja Khuzestanin provinsseissa. Heistd 546 (85%) asui neljassa pakolaisille
tarkoitetussa asutuskeskuksessa, jotka olivat Bani Najjar, Bardsir, Rafsanjan ja
Torbat-e Jam, ja loput 98 (15%) asuivat kaupunkialueella ja niiden osissa edella
mainituissa provinsseissa. Tamén lisdksi haastateltiin myos 54 viranomaista ja
muuta afgaaneihin liittyvdd toimijaa. Heitd olivat muun muassa edustajat or-
ganisaatioista BAFIA (Bureau for Aliens and Foreign Immigrant Affairs, Razavi
Khorasan ja Khuzestan), UNHCR (United Nations High Commissioner for Refu-
gees, Mashhad) sek julkisen ja yksityisen sektorin edustajia, neljan tutkitun pa-
kolaiskeskuksen johtajia ja niiden valtuuston jasenid. Olemme kiitollisia kaikille
kyselyyn vastanneille ja haastatelluille. Tutkimusavustajat auttoivat aineiston
kerdamisessd ja analyysissa. Padtutkijoina tata raporttia varten olivat professori
Jussi S. Jauhiainen (Turun yliopisto) ja tohtorikoulutettava Davood Eyvazlu (Sha-
hid Beheshti yliopisto).

Yli kolme miljoonaa Iranissa elavaa afgaania vaikuttavat oleellisesti monien
maaseutualueiden ja kaupunkien sosiaaliseen ja taloudelliseen kehitykseen. Ky-
selymme mukaan ne afgaanit, jotka aikovat jadda Iraniin loppuelaméakseen ovat
joko 50-64-vuotiaita, jotka tulivat Iraniin Afganistanin maaseudulta yli 20 vuotta
sitten ja joilla on nykyaan perhe ja sukulaisia Iranissa. Toinen ryhma koostuu
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afgaaneista, jotka ovat useimmin kotoisin kaupungeista. He ovat olleet Iranissa
10-20 vuotta ja he elaviat nykydadn vaimon ja lasten kanssa pakolaiskeskuksissa.
Afgaanien halu jadda loppueldamaékseen Iraniin kasvaa, jos he ovat tyytyvéisia ny-
kyiseen asuntoonsa ja sosiaalisiin verkostoihinsa seké jos heilld on hyvat suhteet
naapureihinsa.

Alle joka kymmenes vastaajista arvioi mieliasuinpaikakseen nykyisen asuin-
paikkansa Iranissa. Niisté, jotka aikovat jaddé Iraniin, neljd viidestd Razavi Kho-
rasan provinssin vastaajasta haluaisi asua Mashhadissa. Seuraavaksi suosituin
paikka oli Teheran. Monet pakolaiskeskusten vastaajista haluaisivat asua 1ahim-
massa kaupungissa.

Vastaajista kaksi viidesta olivat sitd mieltd, ettd he haluaisivat menna takaisin
Afganistaniin. Miehist4d melkein joka toinen ja naisista joka kolmas haluaa palata
Afganistaniin. Vain joka kuudes piti Afganistanista eniten kaikista maista. Joka
kolmas haluaisi muuttaa Eurooppaan ja joka viides Australiaan tai Pohjois-Ame-
rikkaan. Joka toinen nuori kyselyyn vastanneista haluaa muuttaa ulkomaille,
mutta harvoin turvattomaksi miellettyyn Afganistaniin.

Joka toinen pakolaiskeskuksessa vastanneista oli taysin tai osittain tyytyvai-
nen nykyiseen asuntoonsa ja kolmen viidestd mielesta hénelld oli riittavasti sa-
niteettitiloja. Muualla Iranissa asuvista vastanneista lahes kaikilla oli riittavasti
saniteettitiloja, ja seitsemén kahdeksasta oli tyytyvdinen nykyiseen asuntoonsa.
Osa epdsadnnollisistd siirtolaisista asui hyvin alkeellisessa majoituksessa kau-
pungin reuna-alueilla.

Vastanneista kaytti Internetid ja sosiaalista media Iranissa kolme neljasta
15-18-vuotiaista, mutta yksi seitsemastad 50-64 -vuotiaista ja paljon harvemmat
heita idkkdammista. Monet heista, jotka aikoivat muuttaa, hyddynsivét sosiaalis-
ta mediaa hankkiakseen tietoa mahdollisista muuttokohteista ja -reiteista.

Vastanneista 15-70-vuotiaista miehistd kaksi kolmesta tyoskenteli syksylla
2017 ja yksi viidestd saman ikaisistd naisista. Useat miehet tyoskentelevit ras-
kaissa ja vahan koulutusta vaativissa toissd, jotka eivat houkuttele iranilaisia.
Joillakin paikkakunnilla Iranissa monet afgaanit tydskentelevdt maataloudes-
sa, rakentamisessa ja teollisuudessa vuodenaikojen mukaan jasentyvissa toissa.
Afgaaneilla on merkittava vaikutus maaseutuun, kaupunkeihin ja ty6llisyyteen
keskusten ulkopuolisilla alueilla Kermanin, Khuzestanin ja Razavi Khorasanin
provinsseissa.

On tarkeda tehda aitoa akateemista tutkimusta afgaanipakolaisista ja afgaanien
epasdannollisestd muuttoliikkeestd Iranissa. Tutkimustulokset auttavat suunnit-
telemaan ja toteuttamaan tutkimustuloksiin tukeutuvaa politiikkaa, joka on teho-
kasta ja jolla on suunniteltu vaikutus yhteis6ihin ja yhteiskuntaan Iranissa.

Monia pakolaiskeskusten fyysisia ja sosiaalisia piirteitd on mahdollista paran-
taa. Tata varten tulisi tehda kattava tutkimus pakolaiskeskuksista huomioiden
myo0s asukkaiden ndkokulmat.
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11. Ypb6aHunsauna, 6exxeHubl 1 HeneraabHble
murpaHTbl B UpaHe

HOccu C. Syxmuaiinen un [laByn OiiBasny (jusaja@utu.fi)

B Vlpane konmu4ecTBO MMMMUIPAHTOB 13 AdraHnucraHa — 6eXXeHIeB 1 He/lerasb-
HBIX MUTPaHTOB — HACUUTBIBAET O0JIee TpeX MIWIIMOHOB YenoBeK. OHM OKa3bIBa-
I0T 3HAYNTE/IbHOE BJIMsIHME Ha ypOAHM3AIMIO U PAa3BUTHE CENbCKON MECTHOCTH
KaK B MacITabax CTpaHBI, TaK U JTOKa/nbHO. bojee TOro, araHIbl IPeCTaB/IAI0OT
00/IBIIION MEXXIYHAPOLHBII MHTEpeC KaK CO001IeCTBO, 0O1ajjatolee psioM YHI-
Ka/lbHBIX 4epT. HecMoTps Ha ob11ee mponucxoxxaeHme, ahpraHckoe MEeHbIINHCTBO
B VpaHe HeOHOPOIHO: a(praHIbl MOTYT 3HAYNTENIBHO OT/INYATHCSA APYT OT ApyTa
10 Pa3HbIM ITapaMeTpaM. DTOT Ba)KHBII MOMEHT JJOJDKEH yUUTBIBATHCSA IIPY TI/Ia-
HYPOBAaHUY HOMUTHKM B OTHOIIEHMY apraHCKOro HaceneHus B Vpane.

VccnenoBanue «Ypbanusaiusi, 6e)XeHI[pl 1 HeleranbHble MUTPAHTHI B Vpa-
He» OBbI/IO TPOBEIEeHO YHUBEPCUTETOM I. TypKy (PUHIAHANA) B COTPYIHNYECTBE
c yuusepcureroM nmenn lllaxupa Bexemrer (Mpan) B 2017 rogy. 9to uccneno-
BaHIe CTaJI0 BO3MO)XHBIM 6/1arofjapsi 3HaYMTENbHOI MOAfep)KKe MuHMcTepCcTBA
BHYTpPeHHNX Jenl Vpana n ¢puHaHCcOBOI oggepxke CoBeTa CTpaTerNnIecKmx Jc-
cnegoBanuit Akagemun Ouunaupun (uccnegoBarenbckoe oobenuuenne URMI,
www.urmi.fi).

KnroueBbiMu BOIIpOCaMM JAaHHOTO UCCIENOBaHNA CTA/IN:

« Kaxoe BnusiHue adraHcKyie MMMUTPAHTBI OKa3bIBAIOT Ha PAa3BUTHUE CETIbCKOI
MECTHOCTM B VIpaHe M TPYAOBYIO 3aHATOCTb B IepudepuitHbIX 06/1acTsax
CTpaHbI?

o HawmepeBatorcs nmu adraHifpl, npoxxupawolye B mepudepuitHpIXx 00/1acTsix,
IPONO/KATb MUTPUPOBATD, U €C/IN Jia, TO Kyfa?

o BT 7 comnyanpHble ceTM Ha JKelMaHNA adraHCKuX MMMUTPAHTOB, IIPO-
JKUBAIOIMX B IepudepuitHbIX 00/1acTaAX, nepeesxars?! Kakoe BimsHme couu-
aJIbHbIe CETY OKa3bIBAIOT Ha TO, KaK, KyJja M Korja araHCKye IMMUTPAHThI
Iepee3KamT?

o Kakoe BnusaHue adraHckie MMMUIPAaHTBI OKas3bIBAIOT Ha ypOaHM3ALUIO B
Vpane xak B MacimTabax CTpaHbl, TaK U JIOKaJIbHO?

AHanua coOpaHHBIX JAHHBIX OCHOBaH KaK Ha pe3y/IbTaTaxX IpeJIIeCcTBYIOIIIX
VICCTIEIOBAHNIL, TaK M HA COLIONPOCAX ¥ MHTEPBbIO, IIPOBEJIEHHbIX [JI IaHHOTO
uccnenoBanus B Vpane B okTsa6pe 2017 roga. B aHoHMMHOM conomnpoce 1noy-
9acTBOBaIO 644 yenmoBeKka ¢ apraHCKMMM KOPHSIMU U3 MPAHCKUX MMPOBMHIIUI
Kepman, Xopacan-PesaBu u Xysectan. 85 % onpolIeHHBIX IPOXUBAJO B 4 Jc-

68 URBANIZATION, REFUGEES AND IRREGULAR MIGRANTS IN IRAN, 2017



CIeyeMBbIX IOceneHuaAx OexxeHues — bann Hamxkap, bapacup, Papcanmxan u
Topb6ete-IIxam. OcraBumnecss 98 vemoBek (15%) HMpOXXMBamu B TOPOACKUX U
CENbCKMX ITOCENTEHNAX B BBIIIEYIIOMAHYThIX IPOBMHIMAX. B fomonnenne K aro-
MY, Y 72 6e>XeHlieB ¥ He/leraJIbHbIX MUTPAHTOB ObUIM B3ATBI MHTEPBbIO. Taioke,
VIHTEPBBIO OBUIM IPOBEMIeHbI C 54 IpefCTaBUTENAMY 3aHTEPECOBAHHBIX CTO-
POH TaKux, Kak YIpaBjeHue II0 fe/laM MHOCTPaHHBIX mmmurpasHTtos (YIVIN)
MunncrepcTBa BHYTpeHHUX Jienl B XopacaH-Pesasu u Xysecran u YnpasjieHue
BepxoBHoro komuccapa Oprannsaunu O6pennHéHHbIX Hatuii o genam 6exeH-
1ieB (YBKDB) B Menixepe; ToMMUMO yoKe YIIOMSHYTBIX, HAM YAATI0Ch IOOOIAThC
C COTPYJHMKaMI OPraHM3aluii, 3aHMMAIOIMXCS MUTPALVIOHHBIMYI BOIIPOCaMU,
IPEeCTAaBUTEIAMY OPTaHOB TOCYJAPCTBEHHOM BIACTU VM MYHMIMIIATUTETOB,
YIPaBIIAOIMMA U YWIEHAMU COBETOB IOCENIeHNIT OeXEeHI|eB U IPYTUMM YMHOB-
HVKaMU U IPefCTaBUTE/LAMY YaCTHOTO ceKTopa. MbI 6ecrpeielbHO 671arofjapHsbI
BCEM, KTO IIPUHSAJI y4acTHe B HAlIUX COLIOIIPOCE ¥ MHTEPBbIO. Mbl IpU3HATENb-
HbI HayYHBIM aCCHCTEHTaM, IPMHABLINM y4acTie B cOOpe U aHanuse MCCIemo-
BaTENIbCKOTO MaTepuasa. [JTaBHBIMM MCCIeOBAaTeNIAMM, OTBETCTBEHHBIMM 32
JaHHBI HBoknaf, Apysaorca npodeccop IOceu C. SAyxmaithen (YHuBepcurer I.
Typxy) u acimpant [Jasyn OiiBasny (Yausepcutet umenu llaxupa bexemTsr).

Tpu Munnmona adranues, npoxuBamIux B VpaHe, OKa3bIBalOT 3HAYUTE/Nb-
HO€E B/IMAHME Ha COLMANbHOE ¥ 9KOHOMUYECKOE PasBUTHE [IEPEBEHD U TOPOJOB
crpanbl. COI/IacHO pe3y/IbTaTaM Halllero VICCTIeJOBAaHVs, BO3PACT Tex araHIies,
KOTOpbI€ HaMePEeBAKTCA 0CTaThCcA B VIpaHe Ha BCIO )XM3Hb, 4aCTO paBHAETCA 50-
64 rogam. OHu pn6bIM B VpaH co CBOMMM CeMbAMU U POfICTBEHHMKaMMU Ooee
20 yeT Ha3aJ M3 CENMbCKMX Mocenennit Adranmcrana. Jlpyras rpynmna skearomx
ocTarbcA B VIpaHe cOCTONT U3 MOTOABIX apraHIleB, KOTOPbIe IPUeXani, B OCHOB-
HOM, U3 roponoB A¢ranncrana 10-20 et Ha3ax U B JaHHBII MOMEHT IIPOXKVBa-
I0T B IOCE/IEHNAX OeXEeHIIeB CO CBOMMM CyIpyramu u ietbMu. YKemanue adrania
ocraTtbcsa B VIpaHe BO3pacTaeT, eC/IM €r0 YyCTPaMBAKOT KU/INIIHbIE YCTIOBUS, KPYT
OOIIEHNA 1 OTHOLIEHMS C COCEAMIL

Memnb1ue, 4eM flecATasd YacTh PECIIOH/IEHTOB Ha3Bala B Ka4eCTBE MPEIIOYTH-
TEJIbHOTO MeCTa I JKU3HU TO MECTO, B KOTOPOM OHM IIPOXKMBAIOT Ha JIaHHBIIA
MOMEHT. V3 TeX, KTO MOKET OCTaThcA B VIpaHe Ha BCIO )KM3HD, 9EThIPE Y€/I0BEKA
U3 IATH XOTenu Obl XUTh B Memxene. Crregyromue 1o NONY/LAPHOCTY TOPOfa —
Terepan u lllnpas.

Kaxpplii TpeTuii 3 BceX ONPOIIEHHBIX PECIIOH[IEHTOB BBIPA3WUJI JKETaHMe
BepHYTbCA Ha3aj B AdranncTtan. Kaxablit TpeTnit XoTesn Obl mepeexats B EBpo-
1Ty, M K&KIbII AT — B ABcTpanuio min CeBepHyto AMepuky. Kask/iplit BTOpoit
MOJIOfION PECIIOH/IEHT XO4YeT MepeexaTh 3a TPaHMILy, HO pefko B AdraHmucTasy,
IpefCTaB/IAMINIICA HeOe30acHbIM.

Kakziplit BTOpOJl ONPOIIEHHBII U3 MOCEeNeHNII OeXEHIeB ObII IOMTHOCTBIO
VUIA YaCTUYHO YIOBJIETBOPEH CBOMMM >KVMIMIIHBIMM YCIOBUAMM; TPU PECIIOH-
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JEHTa U3 IATH COITIACUINCD, YTO B MECTE UX NPOXXMBAHNA JOCTATOYHO TyareTOB
u gymeBbIX. Cpeay peCOH/IeHTOB, ITPO>KMBAIOIINX 32 IpefielaMi oCeneHnit Oe-
JKEHIIEB, ITOYTHU BCE YTBEPK/A/IN, YTO TYa/lIeTOB M AYIIEBbIX B X MeCTaX IPOXKI-
BaHMA JOCTATOYHO; CEMEPO 13 BOCBMM OBUIM HOBOIBHBI CBOMMM >KVINIIHBIMU
ycnoBusMu. TeM He MeHee, HEKOTOPbIe HeJlleraibHble MUTPAHTBI )KI/IU Ha TOPOJ-
CKIX OKpaVHaX B OY€Hb II/TA4€BHBIX YCIOBUAX.

Cpenu pecrionfieHTOB 15-18 1eT TpOe 13 YeThIpeX M0/Ib30Ba/TNCh MHTEPHETOM
Y COLMA/IbHBIMU CeTAMMU B VIpaHe B TO BpeMs, KaK TO/IbKO OIVIH U3 CEMU CPeay
oInpoluleHHbIX 50-64 71eT MMeN JOCTYII KO BCEMUPHOII TayTiHe. bonee Toro, cpenu
PECIIOHMIEHTOB 65 JIeT U CTapllle YKUC/I0 NMHTEPHET-II0Ib30BaTe el OKa3anoCh HN-
YTOXXHO Masio. MHOIMe adraHIibl, HaMepeBalolIyecss MUTPYPOBATh, MCIIOIb3YIOT
MHTEPHET ¥ COLMA/IbHbIE CeTH JIA MOMCKA MHPOPMALMU O BO3MOXKHBIX MeCTax
IJIA TIepeCe/IeHN .

Cpenu pecionzieHTOB 15-70 /1€T IBO€ MY>KUMH U3 TPEX TPY/IOYCTPOEHDI B JIaH-
HBI/I MOMEHT, B TO BpeMs KaK TO/IbKO OffHa XKEHIVHA U3 IATH paboTaeT. MHO-
IVie My>KYMHBI pab0Ta0T B KauyeCcTBe HM3KOKBAINUIVPOBAHHOTO IIepPCOHANA B
TSDKEJIbIX YCTIOBUAX, HA KOTOPbIE HE COITIACATCA MECTHbIE MPAaHIIbl. B HEKOTOPBIX
paitoHax VpaHa araHIibl 3aHATHI HA CE30HHBIX PabOTax B CEIbCKOM XO3SCTBE,
CTPOUTENbCTBE U/ IPOU3BOACTBE. TaM OHM OKa3bIBAIOT 3HAYNUTE/IbHOE BIUAHIE
KaK Ha PasBUTHE CENbCKOV MECTHOCTU M TOPOJIOB, TaK U Ha TPYHO3aHATOCTDb B
nepudepuitHbIX 06macTax nposuHuyit Kepman, Xysecran u Xopacan-Pesasu.

[TpoBeneHue cepbE3HBIX HAYYHBIX MICC/IENOBAHNIL, TIOCBSAIIEHHBIX apraHCKIM
Oe>xeHI]aM 11 HeJleTa/IbHbIM MUTPaHTaM B VpaHe, IMeeT O4eHb Ba)KHOE 3HAYEHIe:
Ppe3y/IbTaThl UCC/IETOBAHMII IOMOTAIOT IIPOBOJAMUTD SMIIMPUYECK) 000CHOBAaHHYIO
IO/IUTUKY, CIIOCOOHYI0 OKasbIBaTh IIOJIOKUTENIbHOE BIUAHME HA COLMAIBHYIO
>X13Hb Vpana.

MHorye MaTepuanbHble U COLMA/IbHBIE ACIIEKThI KM3HU B IOCENEHUAX Oe-
JKEHIIeB MOI/IM Obl OBITH yIydllleHbl. IIpefcTaBsieTcsl MO/Ie3HBIM MPOBeeHNe
KOMIIIEKCHOTO aHa/I/3a IOCeTIeHNI 6eXXeHI[eB C Y4eTOM MHEeHVSI X >KUTeNel.
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