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  سخن ناشر
 «ى ٍالقلن ٍ هب یسطرٍى» 

 آى را ثب قلن ثر هب ًبزل کرد.کلوِ ًسد خذا ثَد ٍ خذا 

ثڈ پبى تِٴل ام صڄیڂ ٿچډجت اٻڊی، ٿچًٌڈ ٿبډبځ ؿكٓـؿ ثلآٿـڇ اًت تب ؿك كاًتبی اڃتٰبٹ ؿاڃَ څ ٿ٬بډیپ ثب ٳڀٲ اًبتیـ 

ٿزلة څ ٿزڀچ٣ڈ ٳتت آٿچمُی ؽچؿ ثلای ُڀب ؿاڅٛټجبځ اؿاٿڈ تغٔییٺ ؿك ٿٰٜی٢ ٳبكُڄبًیی اكُیـ څ ؿٳتیلا ٷیبٽ ٿیچحلی        

 ډبی ثټڄـ ٫لؿای ُڀب ثبُـ.   ٷقاك ٷبٽ ډبی ؽـٿتٸناكاځ ُڀب ؿك ایڂ ٿچًٌڈ پبیڈٍ ثلؿاكؿ. اٿیـ اًت تلا

ٿڄ٠چك اًت٬بؿڇ ؿاڅٛټجبځ ٳڄٴچك ٳبكُڄبًی اكُـ ًلاًلی څ آماؿ څ ؿٳتیلا تیبٻی٪    ډبی ٳڀٲ آٿچمُی ٿبډبځ ثڈ ٿزڀچ٣ڈ ٳتبة

ډیبی    تت ٿ٤تجیل ؿاڅٛټجیبځ كا ام ٿٜبٻ٤یڈ ٳتیبة    ٷیلی ام تزلثڈ اًبتیـ ثنكٵ څ ٳ ایپ ثب ثڊلڇ ډب ٤ًی ٳلؿڇ اڃـ. ؿك ایڂ ٳتبة ُـڇ

 ڃیبم ٳڄیپ.   ٿت٤ـؿ ؿك ډل ؿكى ثی

 ثبُـ. ٓچكت فیٺ ٿی ؿیٸل تبٻی٬بت ٿبډبځ ثلای ًبیل ؿاڃِزچیبځ ثڈ

ٿلعټڈ آمٿچځ تبٻی٬ی  3ًبٹ اؽیل ثڈ ډڀلاڇ  5ٿلعټڈ ٳڄٴچك ٳبكُڄبًی اكُـ  5ُبٿٺ  آزهَى9  7ّبی  هجوَعِ کتبة ●

ډب ثب  ثبُـ ٳڈ ثلای آُڄبیی ثب ڃڀچڃڈ ًچالات ٳڄٴچك ٛلاعی ُـڇ اًت. ایڂ ٿزڀچ٣ڈ ٳتبة لیغی ٿیٿبډبځ ډڀلاڇ ثب پبًؼ تِ

كینی ؿكًی ؿك  ثڄـی ٿجبعج ؿك ډلیٲ ام ؿكڅى، اٛلا٣بت ٿڄبًجی رڊت ثلڃبٿڈ ًبٻڈ اؽیل ٳڄٴچك څ ثچؿرڈ 3تچرڈ ثڈ تغټیٺ 

 ؿډـ. اؽتیبك ؿاڃِزچ ٯلاك ٿی

ثبُـ ٳڈ ثلای  ډبی ٿؾتټ٪ ٳڄٴچك ٳبكُڄبًی اكُـ ٿی ٴبت ٳبكثلؿی ؿك ٷلایَُبٿٺ ٳټیڈ ڃ ّبی کَچک9 هجوَعِ کتبة ●

 ثبُـ. ٿبډڈ آؽل ٯجٺ ام ٳڄٴچك ٿ٬یـ ٿی 2ثڄـی ٿجبعج ؿك  ؿاڃِزچیبځ رڊت رڀ٢

كڅمكًبڃی تبٻی٬بت ٿبډبځ  څًیټڈ ام ٿزڀچ٣ڈ اًبتیـ، ٿچٻ٬بځ څ ډڀٴبكاځ ٿغتلٽ ؽبڃچاؿڇ ثنكٵ ٿبډبځ ٳڈ ؿك تچٻیـ څ ثڈ ثـیڂ

 ڃڀبییپ.  اڃـ، ٓڀیڀبڃڈ تٰـیل څ تِٴل ٿی ی ؿاُتڈڃَٰ ٿچحل

تچاڃڄـ ډلٷچڃڈ اڃتٰبؿ څ پیِڄڊبؿ ؿكؽٔچّ تبٻی٬بت ٿبډبځ كا ام ٛلیٮ ًبیت ٿبډبځ ثڈ آؿكى  ؿاڃِزچیبځ ٣نین څ اًبتیـ ٿغتلٽ ٿی

mahan.ac.ir .ثب ٿب ؿك ٿیبځ ثٸقاكڃـ 

 

 هَسسِ آهَزش عبلی آزاد هبّبى    



 

  مؤلفسخن 
 دٍست گراهی!

تلیڂ ٿٜبٻت ٿچكؿ ڃیبم رڊت پبًؾٸچیی ثڈ ًچالات ؿكى مثبځ تؾٔٔی )ؿك ؿڅ  ؿك ٳتبة عبٗل ٤ًی ٿب ثل ایڂ ثچؿڇ ٳڈ ٿڊپ

 څ تٰـیپ ڃڀبییپ. ی اًت٬بؿڇ ام ٿڄبث٢ آمٿچځ ایڂ ؿكى ٷلؿآڅكؿكا ثب ( كُتڈ ٿزڀچ٣ڈ ٣ټچٽ ارتڀب٣ی څ پوڅډَ ٣ټچٽ ارتڀب٣ی

كڅڃـ. ٿاٻ٬یڂ ایڂ ٿزڀچ٣ڈ  تلیڂ ٿجبعج ٣ټچٽ ارتڀب٣ی ثڈ ُڀبك ٿی اڃـ ٳڈ ٿچٗچ١ آڃڊب ام ٿڊپ اڅٹ، ٿتچڃی ؿكد ُـڇ ٯٌڀتؿك 

ثڈ ایڂ ځ ډل ٿتڂ ٛلط ڃڀبیڄـ تب ای ؿٯیٮ څ كڅاځ ام ایڂ ٿتچځ، ًاالات ٿڄبًجی ڃین ؿك پبیب ثل اكائڈ تلرڀڈاڃـ ٣لاڅڇ ٤ًی ؿاُتڈ

ای ؿكد ُـڇ  ڃبٿڈ ٽ، څاهڇٯٌڀت ًچؽچثی ٿغٲ مؿڇ ُچؿ. ډڀضڄیڂ، ؿك  څًیټڈ تٌټٚ ُڀب ٣نیناځ ثل ٿجبعج ٿچكؿ ٿٜبٻ٤ڈ ثڈ 

ثڈ ؿډڄـ، څ  ډبی ٿؾتټ٪ آځ تِٴیٺ ٿی ډبی آؽل ٳتت تؾٔٔی ٣ټچٽ ارتڀب٣ی ؿك عچمڇ ڃبٿڈ ای ام آځ كا څاهڇ ٳڈ ثؾَ ٣ڀـڇ

 تڀٺ ثل ثؾَ ٿڊڀی ام څاهٷبځ څ آٜلاعبت ٿڊپ څ ٿچكؿ اًت٬بؿڇ ؿك كُتڈ ٣ټچٽ ارتڀب٣ی اًت. یڂ تلتیت، ٿِا

ؿك ؿڅ كُتڈ ٿزڀچ٣ڈ ٣ټچٽ ارتڀب٣ی څ  1394تب  1380ډبی ًلاًلی  ڃین، ًچالات ؿكى مثبځ تؾٔٔی آمٿچځٯٌڀت ؿڅٽ ؿك 

 اڃـ. پوڅډَ ٣ټچٽ ارتڀب٣ی ؿكد ٷِتڈ څ ثب تلرڀڈ ٳبٿٺ پبًؼ ؿاؿڇ ُـڇ

ډبی ایڂ ٳتبة ڃٰٜڈ  پیِٸ٬تبك ثـڅځ تِٴل ام رڄبة آٯبی اٿیل ؽلٿی ٳبٿٺ ڃؾچاډـ ثچؿ؛ ؿڅًت ٷلاڃٰـكی ٳڈ اٷل تلرڀڈایڂ 

 ٯچّتی ؿاكڃـ، ٿلډچځ ؿٯت ڃ٠ل ٣ټڀی ایِبځ اًت.

 ٓڀیڀبڃڈ آكمڅی ٿچ٫ٰیت ُڀب كا ؿاُتڈ څ اڃتٰبؿات څ پیِڄڊبؿاتتبځ كا ثڈ ؿیـڇ ٿڄت پقیلاییپ.
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Chapter 1 



 

EVOLUTION: BIOLOGICAL, SOCIAL, CULTURAL 

1) The diverse forms of life on earth have emerged probably from a common source, through a 

process of evolution that has the following characteristics: 

1. The course of evolution does not always proceed along a straight path (for example, from simple 

to complex forms). Instead, it can meander like a stream directed largely by environmental 

circumstances, although also affected by limitation son the capacities of organisms to respond to 

environmental challenges, and by unpredictable „„chance‟‟ factors. Occasionally it reverses direction 

in certain respects, as when our own distant monkey like ancestors became adapted to life in the 

trees, and our more recent ancestors readapted to living on the ground. When the course of evolution 

does reverse direction, it generally does so with respect to comparatively few features only, not all 

features. Thus, we humans retain various characteristics evolved earlier in connection with life in the 

trees: stereoscopic vision, visual acuity, reduced sense of smell, and hands adapted for grasping. 

2. Different groups of organisms some timese volve in similar directions in certain respects when 

exposed to similar environmental conditions. Thus whales-descendants of mammals that lived on 

land-acquired fishlike shapes when they adapted to life in the water. However, parallelism in 

evolutionary development generally remains limited: different evolutionary lines do not come close 

to "merging". Whales, even though living in the ocean and acquiring fishlike shapes, retain basic 

anatomical and physiological features of mammals, quite different from those of fish. 

2) The life cycle of a human being involves fixed stages (infancy, childhood, adolescence, 

adulthood, old age) that represent an unfolding of innate potentialities and that culminate in 

inevitable death. The evolution of a new biological species, by contrast, is a unique historical 

development involving movement in directions shaped primarily by environmental pressures, 

without any inevitable „„death‟‟ or other pre-determined end state. 

3) A „„Lamarckian‟‟ evolutionary process (named after Jean Baptiste Lamarck, 1744-1829) , 

would involve inheritance of acquired characteristics. Thus, if evolution followed the Lamarckian 

pattern, giraffes might have acquired their long necks because in each generation necks were 

stretched (perhaps to obtain food high up in trees, or to detect approaching enemies) , and because 

the effect of each generation‟s stretching tended to be inherited by the generation that followed. 

However, Lamarckian ideas were found to be invalid long ago. 

4) A different approach developed by Charles Darwin (1859) and others does not assume that 

acquired characteristics (such as effects of neckstretching) are inherited. Rather, it assumes (1) 

random or randomlike variation among the offspring in each generation (with some giraffes 

happening by chance to have longer necks than others) ; (2) natural selection, involving 

tendencies for certain variants (longer-necked giraffes) to survive and reproduce more than 

others; and (3) preservation through inheritance of the effects of natural selection (longer-necked 

giraffes tending to have similarly long-necked offspring, although-as suggested above-there 

would still be some random variation among these offspring with respect to neck length). 
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5) Darwinian ideas challenged traditional Christian religious beliefs by suggesting (1) that we are 

descended from ape-like creatures and, ultimately, from elementary life forms; (2) that our 

evolution was basically an unplanned outcome of diverse environmental pressures rather than 

something planned in advance; and (3) that the earth is old enough for evolutionary processes to 

have had time to produce the variety and complexity of life forms that we actually find. 

Although today still resisted by many on religious grounds, Darwinian theory ultimately came to 

be generally accepted by biologists, with important modifications and certain disagreements 

about details, and in combination with new knowledge in other areas of biology and other 

scientific disciplines that was not available to Darwin (see Gould 1982; Stebbins and Ayala 

1985; Mayr and Provine 1998). 

6) An inherited trait that has evolved over a long period of time (like the giraffe‟s long neck) has 

very likely evolved because it makes some contribution to the survival and reproduction of the 

organisms possessing it, and because it has consequently emerged and persisted through the 

Darwinian mechanisms outlined above. However, some traits may appear and persist that are 

neutral in their implications for survival and reproduction, and even traits that have negative 

implications may appear and persist if they happen to be linked with traits whose implications 

are positive. 

7) Bioevolutionary explanations of human social phenomena, sometimes under the label of 

„„sociobiology‟‟ (see Wilson 1975) , pose a challenge to sociology, as the following example 

suggests. Stepparents tend to abuse their stepchildren more than biological parents tend to abuse their 

own children. Sociologists would ordinarily seek to explain this in a way that utilizes sociological 

and social-psychological concepts only, avoiding assumptions about inherited and biologically 

evolved traits. A sociobiologist, by contrast, would be more likely to view it as a human 

manifestation or extension of a biologically evolved tendency prevailing widely among nonhuman 

mammals: a tendency for individual mammals in stepparent-like positions to kill their 

„„stepchildren,‟‟ thus increasing their own prospects for producing survivable offspring and 

perpetuating their own genes (see Beckstrom 1993, pp. 23-29). 

8) An evolutionary explanation of an aspect of human life or society may present that aspect as 

having emerged (1) as a part of, or a continuation of, biological evolution (as illustrated in the 

discussion of stepparental child abuse above) , or (2) through a process analogous to biological 

evolution but nevertheless distinct from it, that is, a process of social or cultural evolution. 

Concepts analogous to those of biological evolution are especially applicable to aspects of 

culture such as science (Hull 1988) and technology (Basalla 1988) in which the cumulative 

character of culture is most strongly manifested. Competing scientific hypotheses are the 

„„randomlike variations‟‟ in science as an evolutionary process. Research results that evaluate 

such hypotheses select some of them for survival and others for extinction, and the knowledge 

that constitutes the outcome of this process in any given generation of scientists is „„inherited‟‟ 

by subsequent generations through textbooks, teaching, and research publications.In 

technological evolution, positive selection (i.e., acceptance) of variations (innovations) depends 

not only on research results (i.e., on how well they „„work‟‟) but also on costs, competitive 

pressures, compatibility with prevailing culture, and other factors. 

9) The evolutionary model is not appropriately applied to social or cultural changes that are 

cyclical, easily reversed, primarily planned, or repetitive. It may be usefully applied when a 

complex social or cultural transformation that would be hard to repeat or to reverse occurs 

gradually without being planned, through environmentally determined selections from among 

divergent alternative directions of change, and with enough stability to preserve the results of 

past environmental influence (see Campbell 1965; Richter 1982, pp. 19-34). 
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10) Not every process that is called „„evolutionary‟‟ seems to deserve that label. Some theories 

pertaining to major transformations of society illustrate this point. 

11) The idea that human society evolves from simple beginnings through comparatively fixed 

stages came to be commonly accepted in the nineteenth century, although different theorists had 

different conceptions of what these stages were. Thus we find analyses of transitions from 

theological to metaphysical to „„positivistic‟‟ thought-styles (Comte 1875) ; from savagery to 

barbarism to civilization (Morgan 1877) ; from tribalism to slavery, feudalism, capitalism, and 

then communism (Marx and Engels [1846] 1947) ; and from simple to compounded, doubly 

compounded and then triply compounded societies (Spencer [1885-1886] 1967). 

12) When societies, cultures, or civilizations are said to pass from childhood to adulthood, and 

then to old age, or are said to grow and then decline, we have an analogy not with the evolution 

of a species but rather with the human life cycle, as illustrated in the works of Oswald Spengler 

and Arnold J. Toynbee. Nineteenth century „„socialevolutionary‟‟ theories departed from the life-

cycle model in that they did not involve the idea of decline or old age followed by death as the 

end point of a cycle. Quite the opposite: the trends they described tended to culminate in 

triumphant achievements-„„positivism‟‟ (Comte) , „„civilization‟‟ (Morgan) , „„communism‟‟ 

(Marx and Engels) , and societies „„compounded‟‟ many times (Spencer). In this one respect, but 

only in this respect, these theories resembled the bioevolutionary model: biological species do 

not have to become extinct- even though many of them actually do-in the same sense that 

individuals have to die. However, these theories nevertheless reflect a life-cycle model, insofar 

as they involve one society after another following essentially the same pattern of development, 

just as one infant after another follows the same general route to adulthood. And they do not 

appear to involve, in any major way, the evolutionary mechanisms of random variation and 

selection. In fact, they are primarily theories of progress, not of evolution in any sense that 

biologists would recognize, regardless of the „„evolutionary‟‟ label commonly attached to them 

(Nisbet 1969). 

13) The social-evolutionary idea fell into disfavor among sociologists around the turn of the 

twentieth century, but was revived several decades later with, for example, Talcott Parsons‟ 

analysis of primitive, intermediate, and modern societies (1977) , and Lenski and Lenski‟s 

(1982) analysis of transitions from hunting-and-gathering to horticultural, agrarian, and 

industrial societies. Although based on more accurate and more extensive facts than were 

available in the nineteenth century, these newer schemes pertaining to the evolution of whole 

societies are nevertheless basically similar to their nineteenth century predecessors in that they 

present various societies as passing through specific stages in a predominantly unidirectional 

pattern, which, as noted above, represents a divergence from the bioevolutionary model. This is 

not necessarily a defect: the development of societies of new types may simply not be a process 

to which concepts of a bioevolutionary sort are fully applicable.  

14) Evolutionary concepts have been used not only in attempts to understand some social and 

cultural phenomena, as discussed above, but also in attempts to formulate and justify certain 

social policies. In the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, evolutionary concepts and 

associated slogans such as „„survival of the fittest‟‟ appeared to provide rationales for what have 

been labelled „„Social Darwinist‟‟ policies. Focusing on the selective (rather than on the random-

variation) phase of the evolutionary process, various business, political, ideological, and military 

leaders in several countries, along with some scholars in several disciplines (including the 

sociologists Herbert Spencer and William Graham Sumner) , emphasized the importance of the 

struggle for survival in maintaining a hardy population and a vigorous society, and opposed 

social welfare measures that they thought would mitigate that struggle. Supporters of this 

approach differed in several ways: some emphasized individual struggle, others, group 
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(e.g.,racial or national) struggle; some emphasized nonviolent means (e.g., economic competition) 

, and others, armed conflict (see Hofstadter 1955). 

15) A statement by Darwin himself illustrates the basic idea underlying „„Social Darwinism.‟‟ 

Although Darwin did not oppose smallpox vaccination, he worried about its effects: „„There is 

reason to believe that vaccination has preserved thousands, who from a weak constitution would 

formerly have succumbed to smallpox. Thus the weak members of civilized societies propagate 

their kind. No one who has attended to the breeding of domestic animals will doubt that this 

must be highly injurious to the race of man‟‟ (Darwin [1871] 1897, p. 134). 

16) Darwin did not believe that war led to the selective survival of the fittest people, as he thought 

smallpox tended to do. Quite the opposite: he saw war as destroying „„the finest‟‟ young men while 

those with „„poor constitutions‟‟ would avoid fighting and thus survive and reproduce. 

17) But evolutionary concepts can be applied at diverse levels. Nineteenth-century war might have 

led to the selective survival of societies or governments that were „„fittest‟‟ in some sense, even if 

not to the survival of the „„fittest‟‟ young men within particular societies. Some Social Darwinists 

adopted that perspective. Thus: „„Storm purifies the air and destroys the frail trees, leaving the 

sturdy oaks standing. War is the test of a nation‟s political, physical and intellectual worth. The 

State in which there is much that is rotten may vegetate for a while in peace, but in war its 

weakness is revealed.... It is better to spend money on armaments and battleships than luxury, 

motormania and other sensual living‟‟ (Baron Karl von Stengel, cited by Angell 1911, p. 168). 

18) There is a problem here: what an exceedingly powerful storm is most likely to leave standing 

are not sturdy oaks but blades of grass. And this leads to a question: what does „„survival of the 

fittest‟‟ actually mean? Defining the fittest as „„those who survive‟‟ would make the phrase 

tautological, but any other definition would very likely make it untrue except under a limited 

range of conditions. In any case, „„fitness‟‟ is not necessarily equivalent to „„desirability‟‟ as we 

might define that, or to what the people of a society actually desire.  

19) The problem of defining „„fitness‟‟ may be illustrated by examining what Darwin said about 

smallpox. Suppose people who would have succumbed to smallpox if not vaccinated, but who 

were actually saved by vaccination, have descendants who inherit their potential vulnerability to 

that disease. In this respect, such descendants might be considered relatively „„unfit.‟‟ But if 

these descendants are all protected from smallpox by vaccination, or if smallpox itself is 

permanently eliminated, then „„potential vulnerability to smallpox‟‟ might have no practical 

implications and might not entail „„unfitness‟‟ in any practically relevant sense. 

20) If the term „„Social Darwinism‟‟ is to be applied to attempts to improve society through 

competition and struggle that eliminate some variants while perpetuating others, then attempts to 

improve society by improving people within society (through education, health care, and so on) 

might reasonably be labelled „„Social Lamarckism.‟‟ The fact that Lamarckian ideas have been 

empirically disconfirmed and rejected in explanations of biological evolution has no bearing on the 

question of the reasonableness of analogous ideas in the sociocultural realm. And, in both biological 

and sociocultural contexts, Lamarckian and Darwinian ideas can logically coexist and have done so. 

Darwin himself accepted the validity of Lamarckian ideas in explaining biological evolution, even 

while he was developing different ideas of his own; the decisive rejection of Lamarckism by 

evolutionary biologists came after Darwin had died. And Herbert Spencer, who coined the 

Darwinian phrase „„survival of the fittest‟‟ and has traditionally been considered a major Social 

Darwinist, has also been called a Social Lamarckist (Bowler 1995, p. 113) on the ground that he was 

more committed to struggle as a (Lamarckian) means for invigorating and improving the individuals 

who participate in it, than to struggle as a (Darwinian) means for eliminating the „„unfit.‟‟ 
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 بخص اٍل: تطَّر بیَلَشیکی، اجتواػی، فرٌّگی

 ډبی میل كا ؿاكاًت: تٜچكی ٳڈ څیوٷی ٫لایڄـاڃـ، ام ٛلیٮ  ت ٷل٫تڈمٿیڂ اعتڀبلاً ام ٿڄج٢ ٿِتلٳی ڃِئاُٴبٹ ٷچڃبٷچځ عیبت ثل كڅی ( 1
تچاڃـ  ٿی ٫لایڄـؿك ٣چٕ، ایڂ  .(پیڀبیـ )ثلای ٿخبٹ ام اُٴبٹ ًبؿڇ تب اُٴبٹ پیضیـڇ كا ڃڀی ی. ًیل تٜچّك ډڀچاكڇ ٿٌیل ٿٌتٰیڀ1

ډبیی  ٤ِبثبت ڃین تغت تإحیل ٿغـڅؿیتؿډـ ٿڄ٤ِت ُچؿ، ډلصڄـ ٳڈ ډڀیڂ اڃ ٿبڃڄـ یٲ كڅؿؽبڃڈ ٳڈ ُلایٚ ٿغیٜی ثڈ آځ رڊت ٿی
ٯلاك « ُبڃي»ثیڄی  ډبی ٿغیٜی څرچؿ ؿاكؿ څ ڃین تغت تإحیل ٣چاٿٺ ٧یلٯبثٺ پیَ ډب ؿك پبًؼ ثڈ صبٻَ ډبی اكٷبڃیٌپ ٳڈ ؿك ٯبثټیت

ثل كڅی  ًبځ ؿڅك ٿب ثب عیبت ؿډـ، ٿبڃڄـ څٯتی ٳڈ ارـاؿ ٿیڀچځ ت٨ییل رڊت ٿی یاؿك ٿٌیلډبی څیوڇ ٫لایڄـٷیلؿ. ٷبډی ایڂ  ٿی
ؿډـ، ایڂ اٿل  تٜچك ؽٚ ًیل ؽچؿ كا ت٨ییل ٿی ٳڈ ډڄٸبٿیتل ؽچؿ ٿب ثب مڃـٷی ثل كڅی مٿیڂ.  ؿكؽتبځ ٿڄٜجٮ ُـڃـ څ ارـاؿ ڃنؿیٲ

تل ؿك  ډب كا ٳڈ پیَ ډب ثلؽی څیوٷی ٿب اڃٌبځ ،ډب كا. ثڈ ایڂ تلتیت ؿډـ ڃڈ ډڀڈ څیوٷی ٣ڀچٿبً تڄڊب صڄـ څیوٷی ڃٌجتبً اڃـٱ كا ت٨ییل ٿی
ډبیی ٳڈ  ث٤ـی، څٗچط ؿیـ، ٳبډَ عي ثچیبیی څ ؿًت ؿاكیپ: ؿیـ ًڈ ثب مڃـٷی ثل كڅی ؿكؽتبځ ت٨ییل ٳلؿڇ ثچؿڃـ، ڃٸڈ ٿیاكتجبٙ 

 اڃـ. ثلای ٷل٫تڂ اڃٜجب٭ یب٫تڈ
ٷیلؿ ٳڈ ایڄڊب ؿك  یبثڄـ؛ ایڂ څٯتی ٓچكت ٿی ډب ؿك رڊبت ٿِبثڊی تٜچك ٿی ډب ٷبډی ؿك ثلؽی رڄجڈ ډبی ٿؾتټ٪ اكٷبڃیٌپ . ٷلڅڇ2

ثلای تٜجیٮ  -میڄـ  ارـاؿ پٌتبڃـاكاڃی ٳڈ ؿك ؽِٴی ٿی -ډب  ُلایٚ ٿغیٜی ٿِبثڊی ٯلاك ؿاُتڈ ثبُڄـ. ثڈ ایڂ تلتیت ڃڊڄٶٿ٤لٕ 
ٷیلؿ:  ٛچك ٿغـڅؿ ٓچكت ٿی ثب مڃـٷی ؿك آة، ُٴٺ ٿبډی ثڈ ؽچؿ ٷل٫تڄـ. ثب ایڂ عبٹ اٿب، تٜچك ٿچامی ؿك پیِل٫ت تٜچكی ٣ڀچٿبً ثڈ

ډب ؿك اٯیبڃچى  ُچڃـ ٳڈ ثتچاڃڄـ ثب یٴـیٸل ثیبٿینڃـ. عتی ثب ایڄٴڈ ڃڊڄٶ یٴـیٸل ڃنؿیٲ ڃڀی ٯـك ثڈ ٿٌیلډبی تٜچكی ٿؾتټ٪ آځ
ای آڃبتچٿیٲ څ ٫ینیچٻچهیٲ، ُجیڈ پٌتبڃـاكاځ ډٌتڄـ څ  ډبی پبیڈ اڃـ ام رڊت څیوٷی ٳڄڄـ څ ُٴٺ ٿبډی ثڈ ؽچؿ ٷل٫تڈ مڃـٷی ٿی

 ډب ت٬بڅت ؿاكڃـ.  ٳبٿلاً ثب ٿبډی
ٳڈ ٿ٤ل٩ ٷِبیَ ( اًت ثل ٿلاعٺ حبثت )ڃچماؿی، ؽلؿًبٻی، ڃچرچاڃی، ثنكٷٌبٻی څ ًبٻؾچكؿٷیصلؽڈ عیبت آؿٿی ٿِتڀٺ ( 2

ډبی میٌتی تبمڇ، پیِل٫ت  یبثـ. تٜچك ٷچڃڈ ای ام اٿٴبڃبت فاتی ؿك ٛچٹ عیبت اًت څ ثب ٫لا كًیـځ ٿلٵ ڃبٷنیل، پبیبځ ٿی ٿزڀچ٣ڈ
څًیټڈ ٫ِبكډبی ٿغیٜی ُٴٺ ؿاؿڇ  ٳڈ ؿك څډټڈ اڅٹ ثڈ ًت ُچؿ ٳڈ ُبٿٺ علٳت ؿك رڊبتی ٫لؿی ٿغٌچة ٿی ثڈ تبكیؾی ٿڄغٔل

 ای ڃـاكڃـ. ُـڇ ت٤ییڂ پیَ ڃبٷنیل یب ٿلعټڈ پبیبځ ام« ٿلٵ»ُچڃـ څ ثڄبثلایڂ ډیش  ٿی
تچاڃـ ثڈ اكث كًیـځ  ، ٿی( ُچؿ صڄیڂ ڃبٿیـڇ ٿی 1829-1744)ثڈ ا٫تؾبك هاځ ثبتیٌت لاٿبكٱ، « لاٿبكٳی»تٜچكی  ٫لایڄـ( 3

ډبی  اڃـ ٳڈ ٷلؿځ ډب یبؿٷل٫تڈ ا ڃین ُبٿٺ ُچؿ. ثڈ ایڂ تلتیت، اٷل تٜچك ام اٻٸچی لاٿبكٳی پیلڅی ٳڄـ، مكا٫ڈډبی اٳتٌبثی ك څیوٷی
ُچؿ )ُبیـ ثڈ ؽبٛل ؿًتلًی پیـا ٳلؿځ ثڈ ٧قا ؿك ثبلای ؿكؽتبځ یب  ډبی آڃڊب ٳِیـڇ ٿی ؿكام ؿاُتڈ ثبُڄـ میلا ؿك ډل ڃٌٺ ٷلؿځ

څًیټڈ ڃٌٺ ث٤ـ ثڈ اكث ثلؿڇ ُـڇ  ډل ڃٌٺ اعتڀبلاً ثڈ« ٳِی ٷلؿځ»ُچڃـ څ ڃتیزڈ  ٿیڅك  ُڄبًبیی ؿُڀڄبڃی ٳڈ ثڈ ًچی آڃڊب عڀټڈ
 لاٿبكٳی، ٿ٤تجل ڃیٌتڄـ.  اًت. ثب ایڂ عبٹ اٿب، ؽیټی څٯت اًت ٳڈ ٿ٤ټچٽ ُـڇ ایـڇ

خٺ ډبی اٳتٌبثی )ٿ ـ ٳڈ څیوٷیٳڄ څ ؿیٸلاځ ثٌٚ څ ٷٌتلٍ یب٫ت ٫لٕ ڃڀی1859كڅیٴلؿ ٿت٬بڅتی ٳڈ تچًٚ صبكٻن ؿاكڅیڂ ( 4
ډبی ربڃچكاځ  ؿك ٿیبځ ثضڈ -1ٳڄـ ٳڈ  ٛچك ٫لٕ ٿی یبثڄـ ثټٴڈ ایڂ كڅیٴلؿ ایڂ ام كاڇ څكاحت اڃتٰبٹ ٿی( ڃتبیذ عبٓٺ ام ٳِیـځ ٷلؿځ

ٛچك ُبڃٌی، ؿكام ُـځ ٷلؿځ ات٬ب٭  ډب ثڈ ا٫تـ )ی٤ڄی ؿك ثلؽی ام مكا٫ڈ ٛچك تٔبؿ٫ی یب ُجڈ تٔبؿ٫ی ات٬ب٭ ٿی ؿك ډل ڃٌٺ، ت٨ییلاتی ثڈ
ډبی ثب  ُچؿ ثلؽی ام اڃچا١ ت٨ییلیب٫تڈ )مكا٫ڈ اڃتؾبة ٛجی٤ی ؿك ٳبك اًت ٳڈ ٿچرت ٿی ٫لایڄـڃچ٣ی  -2، ( ڃڈ ؿك ډڀڈا٫تبؿڇ اًت 

ُچؿ ڃتبیذ عبٓٺ ام  اثٰبء ؿك ٳبك اًت ٳڈ ٿچرت ٿی ٫لایڄـڃچ٣ی  -3ثبٯی ثڀبڃڄـ څ ثیَ ام ًبیلیڂ ماؿ څ څٻـ ٳڄڄـ، ( ٷلؿځ ؿكام
ډبیی ؽچاډڄـ ؿاُت ٳڈ ٷلؿڃِبځ ثڈ  ؿكام اعتڀبلاً ثضڈ ډبی ٷلؿځ ډبی ث٤ـی اڃتٰبٹ یبثڄـ )مكا٫ڈ اڃتؾبة ٛجی٤ی ثبٯی ثڀبڃڄـ څ ثڈ ڃٌٺ

ډب ام ڃ٠ل ؿكامی ٷلؿځ  ډڄچم ت٨ییلاتی تٔبؿ٫ی ؿك ٿیبځ ایڂ ثضڈ -تل ٷ٬تڈ ُـ  ډڀضڄبځ ٳڈ پیَ -ڃغچی ٿِبثڈ ؿكام اًت، ډل صڄـ 
 .(تچاڃـ څرچؿ ؿاُتڈ ثبُـ ٿی
ٿب اؽلا٩ ٿچرچؿاتی  -1ډب ثل آځ ثچؿڃـ ٳڈ  ٳِیـ، میلا ایڂ ایـڇ ا٣تٰبؿات ؿیڄی ًڄتی ٿٌیغی كا ثڈ صبٻَ ٿیډبی ؿاكڅیڂ،  ایـڇ( 5

ًت ا ڃِـڇ ٫ِبكډبی ٷچڃبٷچځ ٿغیٜی تٜچك ٿب ڃتیزڈ ٛلاعی -2ٿیڀچځ ُٴٺ څ ثڈ ڃچثڈ ؽچؿ ٿغٔچٹ اُٴبٹ اثتـایی عیبت ډٌتیپ؛ 
ډبی تٜچكی مٿبځ ؿاُتڈ ٫لایڄـٯـك ٯـٿت ؿاكؿ ٳڈ  مٿیڂ آځ -3ٷل٫تڈ اًت؛ ڃڈ ایڄٴڈ ڃتیزڈ ڃچ٣ی ٛلاعی ثبُـ ٳڈ ؿك اثتـا ٓچكت 

ډبی ؿیڄی ڃ٠لیڈ  ایپ تچٻیـ ٳڄـ. ډلصڄـ ٳڈ اٿلڅمڇ ڃین ډڄچم ؿك ثٌیبكی ام مٿیڄڈ ثبُڄـ تب اڃچا١ پیضیـڇ ام اُٴبٹ عیبت كا ٳڈ ٿب یب٫تڈ
ډبیی ٿڊپ ٳڈ ثل  ؛ اٻجتڈ ثب رلط څ ت٤ـیٺٷل٫تُڄبًبځ ٯلاك  ایڂ ڃ٠لیڈ ٿچكؿ تچا٫ٮ ٣بٽ میٌت ،ُچؿ څٻی ًلاڃزبٽ ؿاكڅیڂ پقیل٫تڈ ڃڀی

ای ام رنئیبت څرچؿ ؿاكؿ څ ڃین ؿك تلٳیت ثب ؿاڃَ رـیـ ٿب ؿك ؿیٸل  ډبیی ٳڈ ثل ًل پبكڇ كڅی آځ ٓچكت ٷل٫تڈ اًت څ ٿؾبٻ٬ت
 ډبی ٣ټڀی ٳڈ ؿك مٿبځ ؿاكڅیڂ څرچؿ ڃـاُت.  ُڄبًی څ ؿیٸل كُتڈ ډبی میٌت عچمڇ
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ثٌیبك اعتڀبٹ ؿاكؿ ٳڈ ؿڅاٽ ثیبڅكؿ میلا ( ٳڈ ؿك ٛچٹ مٿبڃی ٛچلاڃی تٜچك یب٫تڈ اًت )ثلای ٿخبٹ ٷلؿځ ؿكام مكا٫ڈیٲ څیوٷی اكحی ( 6
آٿـڇ  څرچؿ ثڈتل فٳل ُـ  ډبی ؿاكڅیڄی ٳڈ پیَ ډبی ؿاكڃـڇ آځ ڃَٰ ؿاكؿ څ ڃین صچځ ام ٛلیٮ ٿٴبڃیٌپ ؿك ثٰب څ تچٻیـ ٿخٺ اكٷبڃیٌپ

ډب ٿڀٴڂ اًت ٟبډل ُچڃـ څ ؿڅاٽ ثیبڅكڃـ ٳڈ ؿك ثٰب څ تچٻیـ ٿخٺ اكٷبڃیٌپ ڃِٰی  څ ثبٯی ٿبڃـڇ اًت. ثب ایڂ عبٹ اٿب، ثلؽی څیوٷی
 څرچؿ ثڈًت  ډبی ٿخجت اكٷبڃیٌپ ؿك پیچڃـ ثبُڄـ ٿڀٴڂ ا ډبی ٿڄ٬ی ڃین ثڈ ُلٙ آڃٴڈ ثب څیوٷی ؽڄخی ؿاكڃـ؛ عتی ثلؽی څیوٷی

 آٿـڇ، ؿڅاٽ ثیبڅكڃـ.
ډب  ُچڃـ؛ ایڂ تجییڂ ڃبٿیـڇ ٿی« ُڄبًی ربٿ٤ڈ -میٌت»ډبی ارتڀب٣ی اڃٌبڃی، ٷبډی تغت ٣ڄچاځ  ډبی تٜچك میٌتی پـیـڇ تجییڂ( 7

ډبی میل ؽچاډیپ ؿیـ. څاٻـیڂ ڃبتڄی ثیِتل ٷلایَ ؿاكڃـ ٳڈ ٫لمڃـاځ ڃبتڄی  ٳڈ ؿك ٿخبٹ ٳِڄـ صڄبځ ُڄبًی كا ثڈ صبٻَ ٿی ربٿ٤ڈ
ٿٜبثٮ ٿ٤ڀچٹ ثڈ ؿڃجبٹ  ٿٌئټڈُڄبًبځ ثلای تچٗیظ ایڂ  ك ؿډڄـ تب څاٻـیڂ تڄی ٫لمڃـاځ ؽچؿ كا. ربٿ٤ڈؽچؿ كا ٿچكؿ افیت څ آماك ٯلا

ډبی  ٷیلؿ څ ؿك ایڂ كاڇ ٫لٗیبت ٿلثچٙ ثڈ څیوٷی ارتڀب٣ی كا ؿك ثل ٿی ُڄبًی كڅاځُڄبؽتی څ  تجییڄی ډٌتڄـ ٳڈ تڄڊب ٿ٬بډیپ ربٿ٤ڈ
ُڄبى میٌتی ثیِتل اعتڀبٹ ؿاكؿ ٳڈ ایڂ  ٷقاكڃـ. ؿك ٿٰبثٺ اٿب یٲ ربٿ٤ڈ ٿییب٫تڈ كا ٳڄبك  ُڄبؽتی تٜچك ثڈ ٻغبٝ اكحی څ میٌت

ای ثـاڃـ ٳڈ ٿیبځ پٌتبڃـاكاځ ٧یلاڃٌبځ  ُڄبؽتی تٜچكیب٫تڈ كا ؿك ٯبٻت تزټی اڃٌبڃیِ یب تٌلّی ڃچ٣ی ٷلایَ ثڈ ٻغبٝ میٌت ٿٌئټڈ
څ ثڈ ایڂ تلتیت ا٫نایَ « ٫لمڃـاځ ڃبتڄی»اڃـ ثڈ ٳِتڂ  څرچؿ ؿاكؿ: ٷلایَ پٌتبڃـاكاځ ٿڄ٬لؿ ٳڈ ؿك ربیٸبڇ څاٻـیڂ ڃبتڄی ٯلاك ٷل٫تڈ

 ډبی ؽچؿ.  ٳلؿځ هځ ڈُبڃي ؽچؿ ثلای تچٻیـ ٫لمڃـ څ ربڅؿاڃ
ثؾِی ام یب اؿاٿڈ تٜچك میٌتی ثـاڃـ )ٿبڃڄـ ٿخبٻی ٳڈ  -1تجییڂ تٜچكی یٲ رڄجڈ ام عیبت اڃٌبڃی یب ربٿ٤ڈ ٿڀٴڂ اًت آځ رڄجڈ كا ( 8

تٜچك میٌتی څٻی ثڈ ډل عبٹ ٿتڀبین ام آځ، ی٤ڄی آځ كا  ٫لایڄـی ثؾچاڃـ ُجیڈ ثڈ ٫لایڄـ -2، ( ُـ تل فٳل ؿك ٿچكؿ څاٻـیڂ ڃبتڄی پیَ
ډبیی ام ٫لډڄٶ ٿخٺ ٣ټپ څ  ی ثـاڃـ ام تٜچك ارتڀب٣ی یب ٫لډڄٸی. ٿ٬بډیپ ٿِبثڈ ثب ٿ٬بډیپ تٜچك میٌتی ثڈ څیوڇ ؿك ٿچكؿ رڄجڈ٫لایڄـ

ُچؿ، ٯبثٺ ٳبكثلؿ ډٌتڄـ. ٫لٗیبت ٣ټڀی كٯیت ډڀضچځ  تل ام ډڀڈ رب ٟبډل ٿی تٴڄچٻچهی ٳڈ ؿك آڃڊب څیوٷی اڃجبُتی ٫لډڄٸی پلكڃٶ
ؿډڄـ ثلؽی ام آڃڊب كا  تٜچك ډٌتڄـ. ڃتبیذ تغٰیٰبت ٳڈ صڄبځ ٫لٗیبتی كا ٿچكؿ اكمیبثی ٯلاك ٿی ٫لایڄـؿك « تٔبؿ٫ی ٿت٨یلډبیی ُجڈ»

اًت تچًٚ  ٫لایڄــ څ ؿاڃَ ٳڈ ثڈ ایڂ تلتیت ڃتیزڈ ایڂ ٷقاكؿ تب ٿڄٰلٕ ُچڃ ٳڄـ تب ثبٯی ثڀبڃڄـ څ ثلؽی ؿیٸل كا څاٿی اڃتؾبة ٿی
ُچؿ. ؿك تٜچك تٴڄچٻچهیٴی،  ثلؿڇ ٿی« اكث»ډبی ؿكًی، تـكیي څ اڃتِبك تغٰیٰبت، ثڈ  ډبی ث٤ـی ؿاڃِڀڄـاځ ام ٛلیٮ ٳتبة ڃٌٺ

اؽتلا١ تب صڈ عـ ؽچة ٳبك ڃڈ تڄڊب ثڈ ڃتبیذ تغٰیٰبت )ایڄٴڈ ٫لاځ ( ام ٿیبځ اڃچا١ )ډڀبځ اؽتلا٣بت( اڃتؾبة ٿخجت )ډڀبځ پقیلٍ
 ډب، ٫ِبكډبی كٯبثتی، ډڀؾچاڃی ثب ٫لډڄٶ ٿچرچؿ څ ؿیٸل ٣چاٿٺ ڃین څاثٌتڈ اًت.  ثٌتٸی ؿاكؿ ثټٴڈ ډڀضڄیڂ ثڈ ډنیڄڈ( ٳڄـ ٿی
ډٌتڄـ یب صلؽِی  ؿڅكیٿڄبًت ڃیٌت ٿـٹ تٜچكی كا ثلای تچٗیظ آځ ؿًتڈ ام ت٨ییلات ارتڀب٣ی یب ٫لډڄٸی ثڈ ٳبك ثلیپ ٳڈ ( 9

تچاځ ؿك ٿچكؿ تغچلات ارتڀب٣ی یب  اڃـ یب تٴلاكی ډٌتڄـ. ایڂ ٿـٹ كا ثڈ ُٴټی ٿ٬یـ ٿی ثڈ ُٴټی اثتـایی ٛلاعی ُـڇډٌتڄـ یب 
ډبی  تـكیذ څ ثـڅځ ٛلط ٯجټی ات٬ب٭ ثی٬تڄـ څ ام ٛلیٮ اڃتؾبة ای ثڈ ٳبك ثلؿ ٳڈ تٴلاكی یب صلؽِی ڃجبُڄـ څ ثڈ ٫لډڄٸی پیضیـڇ

ٯـك حجبت ؿاُتڈ ثبُڄـ ٳڈ ڃتبیذ عبٓٺ  ٷیلڃـ څاٯ٢ ُچڃـ څ آځ رڊبت ٿڀٴڂ ت٨ییل ٓچكت ٿی ای ٳڈ ام ٿیبځ ُـڇ ٛچك میٌتی ت٤ییڂ ثڈ
 ام تإحیلات میٌتی ٷقُتڈ كا ثتچاځ حجت ٳلؿ.

ډبی ٿلثچٙ ثڈ تغچلات ثنكٵ ربٿ٤ڈ  ُچڃـ ُبیٌتڈ ایڂ ٣ڄچاځ ڃیٌتڄـ. ثلؽی ڃ٠لیڈ ڃبٿیـڇ ٿی« تٜچكی»ډبیی ٳڈ ٫لایڄـډڀڈ ( 10
 اڃـ. ډب ډٌتڄـ ٳڈ ثڈ اُتجبڇ تٜچكی ڃبٿیـڇ ُـڇ٫لایڄـای ام ایڂ  ڃڀچڃڈ

یبثـ، ؿك  تل تٜچك ٿی ُچؿ څ ٛی ٿلاعټی ثڈ ڃٌجت حبثت ثڈ اُٴبٻی پیضیـڇ ایڂ ایـڇ ٳڈ ربٿ٤ڈ اڃٌبڃی ام اُٴبٹ ًبؿڇ ُلڅ١ ٿی( 11
لا٩ ڃ٠ل ؿاُتڄـ. ثڈ ایڂ پلؿاماځ ٷچڃبٷچځ ؿك ٿچكؿ ٿبډیت ایڂ ٿلاعٺ اؽت ٯلځ ڃچمؿډپ ٿٰجچٻیتی ٫لاٷیل پیـا ٳلؿ؛ ډلصڄـ ٳڈ ڃ٠لیڈ

ډبیی ٳڈ ًیل تغچٹ ت٬ٴل ثِلی كا ام ٿلعټڈ اٻڊیبتی ثڈ  تچاڃیپ ؿك ایڂ ؿڅكڇ ډڀڈ ڃچ١ تغټیټی ام تغچلات ثیبثیپ؛ تغټیٺ تلتیت ٿب ٿی
ثلیت ؿاڃڄـ ٿبڃڄـ تغټیٺ ٳڄت؛ آڃڊب ٳڈ ًیل تغچٹ ربٿ٤ڈ ثِلی كا ام تچعَ ثڈ ثل ثڈ ٿلعټڈ پچمیتیٌتی ٿی( )څ ث٤ـٿلعټڈ ٿتب٫ینیٴی 

ؿاكی، ٫ئچؿاٻیٌپ،  ڃِیڄی ثڈ ثلؿڇ ډبیی ٳڈ ًیل تغچٹ ربٿ٤ڈ كا ام ٳچس ؿاڃڄـ ٿبڃڄـ تغټیٺ ٿچكٷبځ؛ آځ تغټیٺ ثڈ تڀـځ ٿی( )څ ث٤ـ
ُـڇ،  ډبیی ٳڈ ًیل تغچٹ كا ام ًبؿڇ ثڈ تلٳیت ؿاڃڄـ ٿبڃڄـ تغټیٺ ٿبكٳي څ اڃٸټي، څ آځ تغټیٺ ؿاكی څ آڃٸبڇ ٳڀچڃیٌپ ٿی ًلٿبیڈ
 ؿاڃڄـ ٿبڃڄـ تغټیٺ اًپڄٌل. ٷبڃڈ ٿی څ آڃٸبڇ رچاٿ٤ی ثب تلٳیت ًڈُـڇ ٿ٘ب٣٪  تلٳیت

ُچؿ  ُچڃـ یب څٯتی ٷ٬تڈ ٿی كًڄـ څ ث٤ـ پیل ٿی ډب ام ٳچؿٳی ثڈ ثنكٷٌبٻی ٿی ډب یب تڀـځ ُچؿ ٳڈ رچاٿ٢، ٫لډڄٶ څٯتی ٷ٬تڈ ٿی( 12
اڃٌبڃی ًل څ ٳبك ؿاكیپ ڃڈ ثب تٜچك اڃچا١؛ ایڂ ًبمی ثب صلؽڈ عیبت  كًـ، ی٤ڄی ٳڈ ثب ٿِبثڊت ٳڄڄـ څ ث٤ـ مڅاٻِبځ ٫لا ٿی ٳڈ كُـ ٿی

ډبی  ٯلځ ڃچمؿډپ ام ٿـٹ« تٜچك ارتڀب٣ی»ډبی  تچاځ ؿیـ. ڃ٠لیڈ تچییڄجی ٿی ًبمی كا ؿك آحبك اًچاٻـ اُپڄٸټل څ آكڃچٻـ ری. ٿِبثڊت
ٿخبثڈ آؽلیڂ ٿلعټڈ ام یٲ ډب ایـڇ مڅاٹ یب ًبٻؾچكؿٷی څ ٿلٵ ٿت٤بٯت آځ كا ثڈ  صلؽڈ عیبت رـا ثچؿڃـ ثڈ ایڂ ٿ٤ڄب ٳڈ ایڂ ڃ٠لیڈ

پلؿاؽتڄـ ٳڈ ٷلایَ ؿاُتڄـ ثڈ ؿًتبڅكؿډبیی  ډب ثڈ تچٓی٪ كڅڃـډبیی ٿی صلؽڈ، ؿك ثل ڃـاُتڄـ. ثټٴڈ ؿٯیٰبً ثل٣ٴي ثچؿڃـ: ایڂ ڃ٠لیڈ
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صڄـثبك »ٿبكٳي څ اڃٸټي، څ رچاٿ٢ « ٿلعټڈ ٳڀچڃیٌپ»ٿچكٷبځ، « ٿلعټڈ تڀـڃی»ٳڄت، « ٿلعټڈ پچمیتیچیٌپ» -ثنكٵ ثیڄزبٿڄـ 
ډب ثب ٿـٹ تٜچك  ډب ډٌتڄـ. ؿك ایڂ څ تڄڊب ؿك ایڂ رڄجڈ، ایڂ ڃ٠لیڈ ډبیی ام ایڂ ڃ٠لیڈ ډلثلت اًپڄٌل، ډڀٸی ٿخبٹ« یب٫تڈ یتتلٳ

ډب ثڈ ډل عبٹ  ُچڃـ. ثب ایڂ عبٹ اٿب، ایڂ ڃ٠لیڈ ٿیلڃـ، ٿڄٰلٕ ڃڀی ٛچك ٳڈ ا٫لاؿ ٿی یبثڄـ: اڃچا١ میٌتی ٗلڅكتبً آځ میٌتی ٿِبثڊت ٿی
ٳڄـ  آیـ ډڀبځ اٻٸچی پیِل٫ت كا ؿڃجبٹ ٿی ای ٳڈ ث٤ـ ام ؿیٸلی ٿی اڃـ ٳڈ ربٿ٤ڈ ؽڈ عیبت ډٌتڄـ میلا ثل آځثبمتبة ڃچ٣ی ٿـٹ صل

 ی ٿڊپډب ٳڄـ. څ ایڄٴڈ ایڂ ڃ٠لیڈ ؿكًت ٿخٺ ڃچماؿی ٳڈ ٿبڃڄـ ډڀڈ ڃچماؿاځ ډڀبځ اٻٸچی ٿِبثڈ كا ثلای كًیـځ ثڈ ثنكٷٌبٻی ٛی ٿی
ٳڈ ثڈ آڃڊب « تٜچكی»ډب ٓل٫ڄ٠ل ام ثلصٌت  ، ایڂ ڃ٠لیڈؿكڅاٯ٢پلؿامڃـ.  تٔبؿ٫ی ڃڀی ثڈ ًبم څ ٳبكډبی اڃتؾبة څ تڄچ١ ،ثڈ ډیش څرڈ

 ُڄبًبځ ٿ٤تٰـڃـ. ډبی تٜچك ثڈ آځ ٿ٤ڄب ٳڈ میٌت اڃـ ڃڈ ڃ٠لیڈ ډبی تٴبٿٺ ُچؿ، ؿك څډټڈ اڅٹ ڃ٠لیڈ مؿڇ ٿی
ُڄبًبځ ٯلاك ڃـاُت څٻی صڄـیڂ ؿډڈ ث٤ـ ؿڅثبكڇ  ایـڇ تٜچك ارتڀب٣ی ؿك اثتـای ٯلځ ثیٌتپ ٿیلاؿی ؿیٸل ٿچكؿ تچرڈ ربٿ٤ڈ( 13

تچاځ ثڈ پبكًچڃن اُبكڇ ٳلؿ ٳڈ ثڈ تغټیٺ ٿلاعٺ اثتـایی، ٿیبڃی څ ٿـكځ رچاٿ٢  ڃڀچڃڈ اعیبٷلاځ ایڂ ایـڇ ٿی ٣ڄچاځ ثڈاعیبء ُـ؛ 
ی ٳڈ ثڈ تغټیٺ اڃتٰبٹ رچاٿ٢ ام رچاٿ٢ ُٴبك څ ٷلؿآڅكی ؽچكاٱ ثڈ رچاٿ٢ ثچًتبڃٴبك، ٳِبڅكم څ ٛچك ٻڄٌٴڅ ډڀیڂ( 1977)پلؿاؽت 

تلی ٳڈ ؿك  تل څ ٷٌتلؿڇ ډبی ٓغیظ ډبی رـیـتل تٜچك ارتڀب٣ی، ثل ٿجڄبی څاٯ٤یت ٓڄ٤تی ډڀّت ٷڀبكؿ. ٣ټیل٧پ ایڄٴڈ ایڂ ڃ٠لیڈ
ډبی ثڄیبؿیڂ ؿاكڃـ میلا ډل ؿڅ،  ب اًلا٩ ٯلځ ڃچمؿډڀی ؽچؿ ٿِبثڊتاڃـ، څٻی ثڈ ډل عبٹ ث ٯلځ ڃچمؿډپ ؿك ؿًتلى ڃجچؿ پلؿاؽتڈ ُـڇ

ٛچك ٳڈ ؿك ثبلا فٳل ُـ ایڂ اٻٸچ ثب  ؿاڃڄـ ٳڈ ډڀبځ ؽٜی ٿی رچاٿ٢ كا ؿك عبٹ ٷقك ام ٿلاعٺ ؽبٓی ثب تج٤یت ام اٻٸچیی اٳخلاً تٲ
ی ٫لایڄـرچاٿ٢ رـیـ ٿڀٴڂ اًت ثل ٛجٮ كڅؿ: پیِل٫ت  ایڂ اٿل ٗلڅكتبً ٣یت ثڈ ُڀبك ڃڀیاٿب اٻٸچی تٜچك میٌتی ت٬بڅت ؿاكؿ. 

 تٜچك میٌتی كا ٳبٿلاً ثل آځ تٜجیٮ ٳلؿ. ٫لایڄـڃجبُـ ٳڈ ثتچاځ ڃچ٣ی 
ثڄـی څ تچریڈ ثلؽی  ډبی ارتڀب٣ی څ ٫لډڄٸی، ثټٴڈ ثلای ٓچكت ٿ٬بډیپ تٜچكی، ڃڈ تڄڊب ثڈ ٿڄ٠چك ٫ڊپ ثلؽی پـیـڇ( 14

اڃـ. ؿك اڅاؽل ٯلځ ڃچمؿڇ څ اڅایٺ ٯلځ ثیٌت، ٿ٬بډیپ تٜچكی څ ٤ُبكډبی  ډبی ارتڀب٣ی ڃین ٿچكؿ اًت٬بؿڇ ٯلاك ٷل٫تڈ ٷقاكی ًیبًت
ُچڃـ. اكثبثبځ  ڃبٿیـڇ ٿی« ؿاكڅیڄیٌپ ارتڀب٣ی»ډبیی ٯلاك ٷل٫ت ٳڈ  ٷقاكی ، ٿجڄبی ٣ٰټی ًیبًت«ثٰبی آټظ»ٿلثچٙ ثڈ آځ ٿخٺ 

ثلؽی ٿغٰٰبځ ؿك صڄـیڂ كُتڈ )ُبٿٺ تزبكت، ًیبًت، ایـئچٻچهی څ ڃ٠بٿی ؿك صڄـیڂ ٳِچك ډل یٲ ثڈ ڃچثڈ ؽچؿ څ ثڈ ٿچامات 
ثیَ ام آڃٴڈ ثل رڄجڈ تٔبؿ٫ی تڄچ١ّ تڀلٳن ٳڄڄـ ثل رڄجڈ اڃتؾبثی ( ُڄبًبڃی صچځ ډلثلت اًپڄٌل څ څیټیبٽ ٷلاډبٽ ًبٿڄل ربٿ٤ڈ
 تٜچكی تڀلٳن ٳلؿڃـ څ ثل اډڀیت تڄبم١ ثٰب ؿك ڃٸڊـاُت یٲ رڀ٤یت څ یٲ ربٿ٤ڈ ًبٻپ تإٳیـ ڃڀچؿڃـ څ ثڈ ٿؾبٻ٬ت ثب ٫لایڄـ

ٳبډڄـ. عبٿیبځ ایڂ كڅیٴلؿ ثب یٴـیٸل  اٯـاٿبت ك٫بڇ ارتڀب٣ی پلؿاؽتڄـ ثب ایڂ اًتـلاٹ ٳڈ ایڂ اٯـاٿبت ام عـّت تڄبم١ ٿقٳچك ٿی
؛ ( ٳلؿڃـ څ ثلؽی ثل تڄبم١ ثٰبی ٷلڅډی )ٿخلاً تڄبم١ ثٰبی ڃواؿی یب ٿټیّ ډبیی ؿاُتڄـ: ثلؽی ثل تڄبم١ ثٰبی ٫لؿی تإٳیـ ٿی ت٬بڅت

 څ ثلؽی ثل ڃنا١ تٌټیغبتی.( ٳلؿڃـ )ٿخلاً كٯبثت اٯتٔبؿی ـڅځ ؽِچڃت تإٳیـ ٿیثلؽی ثل اثناكډبی ث
ٳڄـ. ډلصڄـ ؿاكڅیڂ ثب  كا ثیبځ ٿی« ؿاكڅیڄیٌپ ارتڀب٣ی»ای  ای ٳڈ تچًٚ ؽچؿ ؿاكڅیڂ ٷ٬تڈ ُـڇ اًت، ایـڇ آټی څ پبیڈ رڀټڈ( 15

ی څرچؿ ؿاكؿ ٳڈ ٿ٤تٰـ ثبُیپ څاٳٌیڄبًیچځ ربځ ډناكاځ ؿلایټ»څاٳٌیڄبًیچځ آثټڈ ٿؾبٻ٪ ڃجچؿ، څٻی ڃٌجت ثڈ ڃتبیذ آځ ڃٸلاځ ثچؿ: 
ٿلؿڃـ. ثڈ ایڂ  ُـڃـ څ ٿی ډبی ٤ٗی٪ ٳڈ اٷل څاٳٌیڄبًیچځ ڃجچؿ ؿك ثلاثل آثټڈ تٌټیپ ٿی ڃ٬ل كا ڃزبت ؿاؿڇ اًت، ی٤ڄی ٳٌبڃی ثب ثڄیڈ

ڃٸی كا ؿیـڇ ثبُـ ؿك ایڂ تلتیت ا٣٘بی ٤ٗی٪ رچاٿ٢ ٿتڀـځ، ڃٌٺ ؽچؿ كا ٷٌتلٍ ؽچاډڄـ ؿاؿ. ډل ٳي ٳڈ مایڀبځ عیچاڃبت ؽب
 «.ٿچكؿ ُٴی ڃؾچاډـ ؿاُت ٳڈ ایڂ اٿل ٯچیبً ثڈ ٗلك ڃواؿ اڃٌبځ اًت

ٳلؿ ٳڈ آثټڈ  ٛچك ڃین ٫ٴل ڃڀی ُچؿ ٗڀڂ ایڄٴڈ څی ایڂ ؿاكڅیڂ ا٣تٰبؿ ڃـاُت ٳڈ رڄٶ ٿڄزل ثڈ ثٰبی اڃتؾبثی ا٫لاؿ آټظ ٿی( 16
ٳِـ  ٿلؿاځ رچاځ كا ثڈ ٳبٽ ٿلٵ ٿی« ثڊتلیڂ»ؿیـ ٳڈ  ای ٿی ـیـڇتچاڃـ صڄیڂ ٳبكی اڃزبٽ ؿډـ. ؿٯیٰبً ثل٣ٴي: اڅ رڄٶ كا پ ٿی
ٿبڃـڃـ  ُـڃـ څ ثڈ ایڂ تلتیت ثبٯی ٿی تچاڃٌتڄـ ثزڄٸڄـ ام رڄٶ ٿ٤ب٩ ٿی ڃڀی« ُلایٚ ثـ ًلاٿت»ؿیٸلاڃی ٳڈ ثڈ ؿٻیٺ ٳڈ  عبٻی ؿك

 ٳلؿڃـ.  څ تچٻیـ ٿخٺ ٿی
ثٰبی اڃتؾبثی  ډبی ٯلځ ڃچمؿډپ اعتڀبلاً ثڈ ڃچ٣ی ٿڄزل ثڈ ثلؿ. رڄٶتچاځ ؿك ًٜچط ٷچڃبٷچڃی ثڈ ٳبك  اٿب، ٿ٬بډیپ تٜچكی كا ٿی( 17

كا ؿكڅځ رچاٿ٢ ٿ٤یڂ « آټظ»ډب ثٰبی ٿلؿاځ رچاځ  ثچؿڃـ، ډلصڄـ ٳڈ ایڂ رڄٶ« آټظ»ُـڃـ ٳڈ  ډبیی ٿی رچاٿ٢ یب عٴچٿت
تچ٫بځ ډچا كا پبٳینڇ »لتیت: ٳلؿڃـ. ثڈ ایڂ ت اڃـامی كا اتؾبف ٿی ډبی ارتڀب٣ی صڄبځ صِپ ٳلؿڃـ. ثلؽی ؿاكڅیڄیٌت ت٘ڀیڂ ڃڀی

ٳڄـ. رڄٶ آمٿچځ اكمٍ ًیبًی، ثـڃی څ  ډبی رچاځ كا ًبٻپ كډب ٿی ُٴڄـ، اٿب ؿك ٣چٕ ثټچٙ ٳڄـ څ ؿكؽتبځ ٤ٗی٪ څ پیل كا ٿی ٿی
اًت ؿك ُلایٚ ٓټظ ثتچاڃـ ثلای ٿـتی ثڈ مڃـٷی   ٫ٴلی یٲ ٿټّت اًت. ؿڅٻتی ٳڈ ؿك آځ ثٌیبك صینډب پچًیـڇ اًت ٿڀٴڂ

ڃبڅډب ٳڄیپ تب  ا٫ناكډب څ كمٽ ډبیڀبځ كا ٓل٩ رڄٶ ُچؿ... ثڊتل اًت ٳڈ پچٹ اٍ ډچیـا ٿی اؿاٿڈ ؿډـ څٻی ؿك رڄٶ ٤ٗ٪ تغلٱ ؽچؿ ثی
 «.ٓل٩ ڃچ٣ی مڃـٷی تچؤٽ ثب تزڀٺ، ٿبُیڄی څ اعٌبًبتی



 

Chapter1: Evolution: Biological , Social , Cultural 

 
 

04 

 
 
 

ډبی ثلڅٿڄـ ڃیٌتڄـ  ثټچٙډب ربځ ثڈ ؿك ؽچاډـ ثلؿ  تلیڂ تچ٫بځ اٿب ؿك ایڄزب ٿِٴټی څرچؿ ؿاكؿ: آڃضڈ ثڈ اعتڀبٹ میبؿ ام ٷنڃـ ٯچی( 18
ٛچك ت٤لی٪  صڈ ٿ٤ڄبیی ؿاكؿ؟ اٷل آټظ كا ایڂ« ثٰبی آټظ»ُچؿ: څاٯ٤بً  ډب ډٌتڄـ. څ ایڂ ٿب كا ثڈ پلًِی كډڄڀچځ ٿی ثټٴڈ صڀڂ

ایپ اٿب ډل ت٤لی٪ ؿیٸلی ثڈ اعتڀبٹ میبؿ رن ؿك ُلایٚ  ٷچیبڃڈ ًبؽتڈ ډڀبځ څٯت ڃچ٣ی ت٤لی٪ ایڂ آځ« ٿبڃـ ٳٌی ٳڈ ثبٯی ٿی»ٳڄیپ 
ٛچك ٳڈ  ڃیٌت ی٤ڄی آځ« ؿٻؾچاڇ»ٻنڅٿبً ٿ٤بؿٹ « آټظ»ٿغـڅؿ څ اًتخڄبیی، ڃبؿكًت ؽچاډـ ثچؿ. ثڈ ډل عبٹ آڃضڈ كڅُڂ اًت ایڄٴڈ 

 ؽچاډڄـ ثبٯی ثڀبڃـ. ٿب ٿڀٴڂ اًت ت٤لی٪ ٳڄیپ یب ٿ٤بؿٹ آڃضڈ ٳڈ ا٫لاؿ یٲ ربٿ٤ڈ ٿی
ٷچیـ ثڊتل ڃِبځ ؿاؿ. ا٫لاؿی كا ؿك ڃ٠ل ثٸیلیـ ٳڈ  آثټڈ ٿی څًیټڈ آڃضڈ ؿاكڅیڂ ؿك ٿچكؿ كا ُبیـ ثتچاځ ثڈ« آټظ»ٿِٴٺ ت٤لی٪ ( 19

اڃـ  څًیټڈ څاٳٌیڄبًیچځ ڃزبت پیـا ٳلؿڇ تچاڃٌتڄـ ؿك ثلاثل آثټڈ ؿڅاٽ ثیبڅكڃـ اٿب ٳٌبڃی ٳڈ ثڈ ؿك ٓچكت ٣ـٽ څاٳٌیڄڈ ُـځ ڃڀی
ؿك ڃ٠ل ٷل٫تڈ « ڃبآټظ»اًلا٩ ڃین ثبیـ ڃٌجتبً اڃـ. ام ایڂ ڃ٠ل، ایڂ  پقیلی ثبٻٰچڇ ؽچؿ كا ثڈ ایِبځ ثڈ اكث ؿاؿڇ اًلا٫ی ؿاكڃـ ٳڈ آًیت

څًیټڈ څاٳٌیڄبًیچځ ؿك ثلاثل آثټڈ ٿغب٠٫ت ُچڃـ یب اٷل ؽچؿ آثټڈ ثلای ډڀیِڈ كیِڈ ٳڂ ُچؿ،  ُچڃـ. اٿب اٷل ایڂ اًلا٩ ډڀٸی ثڈ
 ن ؿك ثل ڃؾچاډـ ؿاُت.ڃی« ڃبآټغیت»ډیش ٿ٤ڄبیی ڃؾچاډـ ؿاُت څ ؿك ڃتیزڈ ډیش ڃچ١ « پقیلی ثبٻٰچڇ ؿك ثلاثل آثټڈ آًیت»څٯت  آځ
ډبیی ثڈ ٳبك كڅؿ ٳڈ ډـ٫ِبځ ثڊجچؿ ربٿ٤ڈ ام ٛلیٮ كٯبثت څ  ٯلاك ثبُـ ؿك ٿچكؿ ٳچَُ« ؿاكڅیڄیٌپ ارتڀب٣ی»اٷل آٜلاط ( 20

ډبیی كا ٳڈ ٿٰٔچؿُبځ ثڊجچؿ  څٯت ٳچَُ ؿاكؿ، آځ ٳڄـ څ ؿك ٣یڂ عبٹ ثلؽی كا ڃٸڈ ٿی ًت ٳڈ ثلؽی اڃچا١ كا عق٩ ٿی ا تڄبم٣ی
ڃبٿیـ. ایڂ « لاٿبكٳیٌپ ارتڀب٣ی»تچاځ  ٿی( یٮ ثڊجچؿ څ٢ٗ ا٫لاؿ ربٿ٤ڈ اًت )ام ٛلیٮ آٿچمٍ، ثڊـاُت څ ام ایڂ ٯجیٺربٿ٤ڈ ام ٛل

اڃـ، ثڈ ایڂ ٿ٤ڄب ڃیٌت ٳڈ ڃتچاځ  ډبی لاٿبكٳی ثڈ ٻغبٝ تزلثی ٯبثٺ تإییـ ڃیٌتڄـ څ ام تجییڂ تٜچك میٌتی ٣برن ٿبڃـڇ څاٯ٤یت ٳڈ ایـڇ
ُڄبؽتی څ ډپ ؿك مٿیڄڈ ربٿ٤ڈ څ ٫لډڄٶ،  مڇ ربٿ٤ڈ څ ٫لډڄٶ ثڈ ٳبك ثلؿ. څ ډپ ؿك مٿیڄڈ میٌتآڃڊب كا ثڈ ُٴټی ٿ٤ٰچٹ ؿك عچ

 ٳڈ ډڄٸبٿیتچاڃڄـ ٿڄٰٜبً ثب یٴـیٸل ډڀنیٌتی ٳڄڄـ څ تب عبٹ ڃین صڄیڂ ثچؿڇ اًت. ؽچؿ ؿاكڅیڂ عتی  ډبی لاٿبكٳی څ ؿاكڅیڄی ٿی ایـڇ
پقیل٫ت؛ كؿّ ٯب٢ٛ  ډبی لاٿبكٱ كا ؿك تجییڂ تٜچك ثیچٻچهیٴی ٿی بك ایـڇډبی ٿت٬بڅت ؽچؿ ثچؿ، ا٣تج ؽچؿ ؿك عبٹ ثٌٚ څ ٷٌتلٍ ایـڇ

ُڄبًبځ تٜچكی ٓچكت ٷل٫ت ٳڈ ث٤ـ ام ٿلٵ ؿاكڅیڂ آٿـڃـ. څ ډلثلت اًپڄٌل ٳڈ آٜلاط ؿاكڅیڄی  څًیټڈ میٌت لاٿبكٳیٌپ ثڈ
ارتڀب٣ی ڃین ڃبٿیـڇ ُـڇ اًت؛ ٿبكٳیٌت لاڅ ًڄتبً ؿاكڅیڄیٌت ارتڀب٣ی تټٰی ُـڇ، ؿاؿڇ كا ثٌیبك ٿچكؿ اًت٬بؿڇ ٯلاك « ثٰبی آټظ»

ٳڄڄـ  اثناكی ثلای ثڊجچؿ څ٤ٗیت ا٫لاؿی ٳڈ ؿك آځ ٿِبكٳت ٿی ٣ڄچاځ ثڈثب ایڂ اًتـلاٹ ٳڈ څی ثڈ تڄبم١ ؿك ٿ٤ڄبی لاٿبكٳی آځ 
 «.ڃبآټظ»ًت ثلای عق٩ ا  ثیِتل ٿ٤تٰـ ثچؿ تب ثڈ تڄبم١ ؿك ٿ٤ڄبی ؿاكڅیڄی آځ ٳڈ اثناكی

 

 فصل اول تالیفی یا سؤالات چهار گزینه

1-Which of the followings is Not among the factors which shape an organism? 
1) Chance  2) Form simplicity 
3) Envirnmental challenges 4) Limitaions on capacities 

2- The word “Merging” in the 1
st
 paragraph is closest in meaning to: 

1) Combination 2) Illustration 3) Acquisition 4) Coordination 

3- Which of the followings about the acceptance of Darwinian theory is Not true? 
1) Darwinian theory is still resisted by many on religious grounds. 
2) Darwinian theory is completely accepted by biologists. 
3) Darwinian theory is generally accepted by biologists. 
4) Darwinian theory has to be combined with new knowledge of other areas to be completely accepted. 

4- Bioevolutionary explanations of human social phenomena or „„sociobiology‟‟: 
1) is a branch of sociology as a discipline. 2) is a combination of sociology and biology. 
3) challenges the explanations of sociology. 4) is a branch of anthropology as a discipline. 

5- The evolutionary pattern is applicable to those changes in society and culture which are: 
1) reversed 2) planned 3) stable enough 4) cyclical 

6- The analogy of passing civilizations from childhood to adulthood is an analogy with: 
1) the human life cycle  2) the evolution of species 
3) the organisms  4) society 

7- The divergence between Lenski‟s model of societies and the bioevolutionary model, comes from: 
1) the specific fixed stages of the latter 2) the specific fixed stages of the former 
3) the unstable stages of the latter 4) the unstable stages of the former 
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8- The word “smallpox” in the 15
th

 paragraph of the above text, refers to: 
1) a way of vaccination  2) a kind of disease 
3) a way of treatment  4) a kind of social policy 

 

 فصل اول تالیفی یا سؤالات چهار گزینهپاسخناهه 

 «1»گسیٌِ  -0
 كڅڃـ؟ ؿډڄـ، ثڈ ُڀبك ڃڀی ډبی میل، رنء ٣چاٿټی ٳڈ یٲ اكٷبڃیٌپ كا ُٴٺ ٿی ام ٷنیڄڈ ٳـاٽ یٲ 
 ډبی ٿغـڅؿ ٯبثټیت( 4 ډبی ٿغیٚ میٌتی صبٻَ( 3 ًبؿٷی ُٴٺ( 2 ُبڃي( 1
 «0»گسیٌِ  -1
  ڃنؿیٲ اًت؟ ٳـاٽ یٲؿك پبكاٷلا٩ اڅٹ، ام ڃ٠ل ٿ٤ڄبیی ثڈ « تلٳیت»څاهڇ 
 ډڀبډڄٸی( 4 یبؿٷیلی( 3 ڃڀبیَ( 2 تلٳیت( 1
 «1»گسیٌِ  -2
 ډبی میل ؿك ٿچكؿ ٿٰجچٻیت ڃ٠لیڈ ؿاكڅیڂ ٓغیظ ڃیٌت؟ ام ٷنیڄڈ ٳـاٽ یٲ 
 ًت.ا كڅ ډبی ؿیڄی ثٌیبكی كڅثڈ ڃ٠لیڈ ؿاكڅیڂ ډڄچم ثب ٿؾبٻ٬ت( 1
 ُڄبًبځ پقیل٫تڈ ُـڇ اًت. ٛچك ٳبٿٺ تچًٚ میٌت ڃ٠لیڈ ؿاكڅیڂ ثڈ( 2
 ُڄبًبځ پقیل٫تڈ ُـڇ اًت. تچًٚ میٌت ڃ٠لیڈ ؿاكڅیڂٳټیت ( 3
 ډبی ؿیٸل تلٳیت ُچؿ. ڃ٠لیڈ ؿاكڅیڂ ثلای آڃٴڈ ٳبٿلاً ٿٰجچٹ څاٯ٢ ُچؿ ثبیـ ثب ؿاڃَ رـیـ عبٓٺ ام عچمڇ( 4
 «2»گسیٌِ  -3
 ُڄبًی میٌتی ربٿ٤ڈ»ډبی تٜچك میٌتی یب ډڀبځ  تجییڂ:» 
 .ًتا ُڄبًی څ میٌتُڄبًی  ام ربٿ٤ڈ  تلٳیجی( 2  ًت.ا  ُڄبًی ای ام ربٿ٤ڈ ُبؽڈ( 1
 ًت. ا ُڄبًی ای ام اڃٌبځ ُبؽڈ( 4 ٳِـ. ُڄبًی كا ثڈ صبٻَ ٿی ډبی ربٿ٤ڈ تجییڂ( 3
 «2»گسیٌِ  -4
 ثبُڄـ..اٻٸچی تٜچكی ؿك ٿچكؿ آځ ت٨ییلاتی ؿك ٫لډڄٶ څ ربٿ٤ڈ ٯبثٺ ٳبكثلؿ اًت ٳڈ ........ 
 ؿڅكی( 4 ثڈ ٯـك ٳب٫ی ثبحجبت ( 3 ُـڇ ٛلاعی( 2 صلؽِی( 1
 «0»گسیٌِ  -5
 ًت ثب:ا  ډب ام ٳچؿٳی ثڈ ثنكٷٌبٻی، ٿِبثڊتی ٿِبثڊت ٷقك تڀـځ 
 ربٿ٤ڈ( 4 ډب اكٷبڃیٌپ( 3 تٜچك اڃچا١( 2 صلؽڈ عیبت اڃٌبځ( 1
 «1»گسیٌِ  -6
 ُچؿ. ............ ڃبُی ٿی.ت٬بڅت ٿیبځ ٿـٹ ٻڄٌٴی ام رچاٿ٢ څ ٿـٹ تٜچك میٌتی، ام 
  اڅٻیٿلاعٺ حبثت څ ٿِؾْ ( 2  ٿلاعٺ حبثت څ ٿِؾْ ؿڅٿی( 1
 حجبت اڅٻی ٿلاعٺ ثی( 4  حجبت ؿڅٿی ٿلاعٺ ثی( 3
 «1»گسیٌِ  -7
  ؿك پبكاٷلا٩ پبڃنؿڇ ام ٿتڂ ٫چ٭، اكرب١ ؿاكؿ ثڈ:« آثټڈ»څاهڇ 
 ٷقاكی ارتڀب٣ی ڃچ٣ی ًیبًت( 4 یٲ ُیچڇ ؿكٿبځ( 3 ڃچ٣ی ثیڀبكی( 2 یٲ ُیچڇ څاٳٌیڄبًیچځ( 1
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GENOCIDE 

1) When, in 1881, the German anti-Semite Dühring urged a „„final settling of accounts‟‟ with the 

Jews, he spoke, rather obliquely, of the need for a „„Carthaginian‟‟ solution (p. 113f.). This was 

not merely a euphemism, however, as it might now seem. On the contrary, it was well known 

that Rome had utterly destroyed Carthage in the last Punic War. Hence Dühring‟s meaning was 

clear. But his phrasing remained cryptic because the vocabulary of mass death had not yet 

attained technical precision. Not until World War II, in fact, were the terms „„genocide‟‟ and 

„„crimes against humanity‟‟ introduced. Thus, in December 1948, when the United Nations 

declared the willful destruction of an entire people to be a breach of international law-a principle 

enshrined in the U.N. Convention for the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide-

the very word for mass murder was still novel. 

CONCEPTUAL ROOTS 

2) The word „„genocide‟‟ was coined by the jurist Raphaël Lemkin in his book Axis Rule in 

OccupiedEurope. „„New conceptions require new terms,‟‟ Lemkin wrote. „„By „genocide,‟ we 

mean the destruction of a nation or... ethnic group‟‟-that is, „„murder, though on a vastly greater 

scale‟‟ (1944, pp. 79, 91). Mass murder, of course, is hardly new. But only since the French 

Revolution has there been widespread concern with what the philosopher Hegel called „„the 

fanaticism of destruction,‟‟ which aims, Hegel said, to eliminate all enemies, real or imagined 

([1821] 1991, p. 38). An early expression of this concern came from Gracchus Babeuf, the 

leading socialist in the French Revolution, who decried the „„exterminating wheel‟‟ of 

Robespierre‟s Terror. Robespierre‟s „„general system of government,‟‟ Babeuf contended, is also 

a „„general system of extermination‟‟ ([1794] 1987, pp. 96-98). In a similar spirit, the liberal poet 

August von Platen deplored the Russian repression of the Polish revolution of 1831 as an 

instance of „„Volksmurder‟‟ (Jonassohn 1998, p. 140). Others later made similar charges. But it 

was not until the Nazi Holocaust that the international community felt the need to adopt a special 

term for the attempted murder of a people. 
 3) In 1945, soon after Lemkin‟s book appeared, the defeated Nazi rulers were charged with 

„„deliberate and systematic genocide.‟‟ A year later the United Nations ratified a working 

definition of genocide as the „„denial of the right of existence of entire human groups‟‟ (Kuper 

1981, pp. 22-23). Lemkin‟s new coinage had won swift acceptance. Since then, it has become 

universally popular- and equally controversial. 

GLOBAL VIOLENCE 

4) The popularity of the idea of genocide reflects its continuing relevance in today‟s world. 

Globally, there were at least forty-four state-organized mass slaughters in the period from 1945 
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to 1989, many of which were quasi-genocidal by almost any definition. These massacres resulted 

in an average of 1.6 million to 3.9 million deaths per annum- significantly more, that is, than the 

total number of fatalities caused by all wars and natural disasters in this period. And in every 

decade since 1945 another 1.85 million people have died in wars and civil wars (Gurr and Harff 

1989). Nor has the picture improved since 1989. In 1993, for example, there were twenty-three 

wars, 25 million refugees, and a record number of armed U.N. interventions in conflicts around 

the world (Gurr and Harff 1994). In 1994, a genocidal massacre in Rwanda caused roughly 

850,000 deaths (Smith 1998). Elsewhere- in Burundi, east Timor, and myriad other places- 

similar if smaller tragedies have unfolded. 

5) Many groups, in other words, have been victims of systematic violence in the recent past, and 

allegations of genocide abound. Yet the concept itself remains elusive-partly, indeed, thanks to 

its own success. So many people now equate genocide with evil that nearly every conflict is 

marked by charges and countercharges of genocide. Abortion, birth control, forced sterilization, 

intermarriage, and desegregation are just a few of the countless practices that have been labeled 

genocidal. Almost anything controversial, it seems, can be called genocide. For social scientists, 

plainly, the matter is more complex. This was clear from the outset in Lemkin‟s work, which 

remains paradigmatic in many ways. 

TOTAL WAR 

6) Sociologically, Lemkin believed that the Holocaust was not a contingent feature of German 

Nazism but rather an expression of intrinsic Nazi tendencies. As an absolutist form of 

nationalism, Nazism claimed absolute sovereignty over non- Germans on the ground of purported 

German racial-national superiority. This, in turn, led to a Nazi conception of war as Total War-

the conviction, that is, that wars are not merely struggles between states but rather inevitable 

racial contests between peoples, with total victory or defeat as the ultimate outcomes. And the 

Nazi repudiation of universalist ethics inspired the belief that, in Total War, enemy peoples may 

be totally destroyed without ethical qualms. 

7) Genocide was not, however, the entire Nazi agenda. On the contrary, in Lemkin‟s view, 

genocide was a single part of a many-sided strategy. The ultimate Nazi goal was to build a 

German empire, and in pursuing this goal only certain types of enemies were slated for 

annihilation: Jews, who were seen as the poisonous racial antithesis of everything German; so-

called Gypsies, who were regarded as racially inferior pests; and a variety of others (including 

democratic intellectuals, Marxists, and resistance fighters) whom the Nazis saw as irreconcilable 

political foes. Enemies of other kinds, however, were to be ruled rather than massacred. Some, 

indeed, were to be incorporated into the Nazi empire as lesser „„Germanic‟‟ peoples (including 

the Dutch, Flemings, and Scandinavians). Others, including Russians, Serbs, and Poles, were to 

be enslaved and reduced in numbers (by limits on birthrates, food rationing, etc.) but were not to 

be liquidated per se. 

AN AGE OF ABSOLUTES 

8) For Lemkin, that is, genocide was a strand in the fabric of Nazi war aims. And though the 

genocidal aspect of Nazi policy had historical precedents, it was also uniquely modern in many 

ways. Neither of the two pillars of the Holocaust („„master-race mythology and aggressive 

technology‟‟) could be grasped apart from specifically modern forces, including science and 

industry, nationalism, racism, and statism. Nor could modern German militarism be equated with 

the warrior ethics of times past. Other peoples had periodically committed mass murder, but 

German militarism had risen to new heights of virulence, driven, Lemkin concluded, by an acute 
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„„national and racial emotionalism‟‟ that was given a uniquely destructive force by modern 

technology (1944, p. xiv). 

9) The consequence, as the sociologist Jessie Bernard noted shortly after the war ended (1949, 

p.652) , is that „„ethnic conflict in our day has taken an unexpectedly brutal turn,‟‟ even reaching 

the level of „„exterminating whole peoples-genocide.‟‟ Previous conflicts, however brutal, now 

seemed relatively small and unsystematic by comparison. 

VARIETIES OF GENOCIDE 

10) This is not to say, however, that genocide is entirely unique to modernity. In recent decades, 

sociologists have tended to agree that the willful destruction of entire peoples is, in fact, an 

ancient practice, common to many cultures. But it is also widely accepted that mass murder has 

assumed new forms in the twentieth century (as Lemkin said). This change is not merely 

quantitative but qualitative, and it is often framed in terms of a contrast between two ideal-types: 

(1) instrumental genocide, or mass murder to achieve pragmatic goals; and (2) ideological 

genocide, or mass murder as an end in itself. 

11) Save for a relatively small proportion of cases that prefigure contemporary trends (e.g., wars 

of religion like the Crusades) , most premodern genocides were essentially instrumental in 

nature. Modern genocides, in contrast, are often said to be largely if not primarily ideological-

though instrumental motives remain powerful as well. 

THE ORIGIN OF MASS MURDER 

12) Many scholars, like Kurt Jonassohn, believe that genocides have occurred „„throughout history 

in all parts of the world‟‟ (Jonassohn 1988, in Chalk and Jonassohn 1990, p. 415). Leo Kuper, in a 

classic study, called genocide „„an odious scourge which has inflicted great losses on humanity in 

all periods of history‟‟ (1981, p. 11). Sociobiologists, meanwhile, have been even bolder, claiming 

that genocide is not only universal for humanity but for our closest evolutionary relatives as well 

(including chimpanzees and our evolutionary ancestors; cf. Diamond 1991, p. 264). E. O. Wilson, 

the founder of sociobiology, has speculated that genocide may be a „„primitive cultural capacity,‟‟ 

rooted in „„the possession of certain genes,‟‟ that confers a selective advantage on predatory groups 

that wish to spread their genes at the expense of their neighbors (1980, p. 298). 

13) In reality, however, there is very little evidence of anything like genocidal violence in the 

evolutionary or historical record until comparatively recently. Sociobiologists who defend the 

idea that people and chimps share „„a continuous, 5-millionyear habit of lethal aggression‟‟ have 

offered, as their best evidence, the testimony of witnesses who report that, in more than 100 

years of observation at four sites, seven chimps were assaulted by groups from neighboring 

chimp communities; and though none of the victims were killed on the spot, several later died or 

disappeared (Wrangham and Peterson 1996, pp. 16-21, 63). 

14) This, it seems plain, is slight evidence for the large claim that people and their relatives and 

ancestors are genocidal by nature. Little else in the ethological or evolutionary record seems to 

lend credibility to this claim. Nor does history before the discovery of agriculture show significant 

evidence of mass murder. To date, the earliest known evidence of collective violence is a 

gravesite in the Nile Valley containing fifty-nine men, women, and children, most of whom were 

killed by weapons with projectile points. This massacre, dating back 12,000-14,000 years, was 

„„almost certainly‟‟ a consequence of disruptions produced by a crisis in the protoagricultural 

system that was evolving in the region (Reader 1998, p. 146). The only other authenticated 

evidence of mass violence in remote antiquity is a similar but smaller burial ground in Bavaria 

dating back 7,700 years (Frayer 1997). 



 

Chapter 2: Genocide 
 
 

10 

 
 
 PLOUGHSHARES INTO SWORDS 

15) In general, archaeological evidence makes it clear that wars, massacres, and even murders 

were comparatively rare in pre-agricultural days (Ferguson 1997). And the ethnographic 

evidence shows that, while hunter-gatherers are seldom entirely nonviolent, they have 

significantly fewer wars, internal conflicts, and interpersonal violence than agrarian peoples 

(Ember and Ember 1997;Ross 1993). Even the famously „„fierce‟‟ Yamomami of northern Brazil 

and Venezuela seem to have been driven to violence as much by the influence of outside forces 

as by internal pressures (Ferguson 1992). „„It seems unlikely,‟‟ as the genocide scholars Chalk 

and Jonassohn conclude, „„that early man engaged in genocide during the hunting and gathering 

stage‟‟ (1990, p. 32). 

16) For some peoples, this stage lasted until the recent past. For humanity as a whole, hunting 

and foraging remained universal until roughly 11,000 years ago. Shortly afterwards, agriculture 

arose in the Middle East; and then, in succession, in China 11,000 years ago in Papua, Mexico, 

and the Andes 10,000 years ago in West Africa 6,000 years ago and elsewhere. Once agriculture 

had appeared, mass violence assumed new dimensions. 

EMPIRE AND TERROR 

17) The first weapons of war, and the earliest signs of mass warfare, appeared at the dawn of the 

agrarian era. In the ensuing millenia the first true wars were fought (Ferrill 1997, pp. 18-19). The 

intent of these wars was usually instrumental-to win land and labor, to keep enemies at bay, to 

build states and empires. This was the context in which mass violence became familiar. 

Genocide in particular was almost always linked to empire building in this period. Historically, 

empire builders generally seek tribute or servile labor from the peoples they conquer, which 

leads them to spare the lives of noncombatants, especially peasants. This was the spirit in which 

Sumerian, Hittite, and Babylonian epics of remote antiquity warned of the folly of genocide 

(Cohn 1996). But as fortified cities emerged as obstacles in the path of empire, conquest 

sometimes took more brutal forms. And peasant resistance often provoked vengeful repression. 

Hence, by the third millenium B.C.E., genocidal conquests had become comparatively common 

in the early Egyptian empire (Jonassohn 1998). Elsewhere, genocidal massacres seem to have 

become common by the first milennium B.C.E. 

18) The Assyrians in particular became legendary for their merciless assaults on fortified cities, 

including Babylon, which Sennacherib decimated in 689 B.C.E. The goal of such assaults was 

usually to destroy an imperial or commercial rival. The preferred method was to lay siege to a 

city and starve its citizens into submission by burning crops and destroying livestock. Once a 

campaign of this kind triumphed, the conquerors would often raze the defeated city, salt the 

earth, and slaughter the citizens. The legalistic Romans dubbed this practice „„devastation.‟‟ 
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 کطی ًسل

ثِچؿ، ثڈ تټچیظ ًؾڂ « یٲ تٌچیڈ عٌبة اًبًی»، ٗـّ یڊچؿ آٻڀبڃی ؿڅكیڄٶ ٯچیبً ؿكؽچاًت ٳلؿ ٳڈ ثب یڊچؿیبځ 1881څٯتی ؿك ًبٹ ( 1
ٳڈ ٿڀٴڂ اًت اٿلڅم ثڈ ڃ٠ل ثلًـ، تڄڊب ام كڅی اؿة ڃجچؿ.  ٛچك ًؾڂ ٷ٬تڂ ؿك پلؿڇ صڄبځٷ٬ت. ایڂ  ٿی« ٳبكتبهی»ام ڃیبم ثڈ یٲ كاڇ عٺ 

ډب ٳبكتبه كا ؿك آؽلیڂ رڄٶ پچڃیٲ، ُـیـاً څیلاځ ٳلؿڃـ. ثڄبثلایڂ ٿ٤ڄبی عل٩  ًت ٳڈ كڅٿیا  ثل٣ٴي، ایڂ څاٯ٤یت تبكیؾی ٿِڊچكی
٫ڄی ؽچؿ كا پیـا ڃٴلؿڇ ثچؿ. تب مٿبځ رڄٶ  ٟلا٫تاهڇ ٳِتبك رڀ٤ی ؿڅكیڄٶ كڅُڂ اًت. څٻی ٿڄ٠چك څی ؿك پلؿڇ اًلاك ٿبڃـ میلا ډڄچم څ

، 1948ُڄبؽتڈ ُـڇ ڃجچؿڃـ. ثڈ ایڂ تلتیت، عتی ؿك ؿًبٿجل ًبٹ « رڄبیت ٣ټیڈ ثِلیت»څ « ٳِی ڃٌٺ»، آٜلاعبت ؿكڅاٯ٢رڊبڃی ؿڅٽ 
آټی ٳڈ ؿك ٿزڀ٢ ٣ڀچٿی ًبمٿبځ ٿټٺ  -اٻڀټټی اًت  ًبمٿبځ ٿټٺ ٿتغـ ا٣لاٽ ٳلؿ ٳڈ ٳِتبك ٣بٿـاڃڈ ٿلؿٽ ڃٰٖ ٯچاڃیڂ ثیڂ ٳڈ ډڄٸبٿی

 .ثچؿ ای ثـی٢ څاهڇ ٳِتبك رڀ٤ی ډڄچم څاهڇ -ٳِی ثڈ تٔچیت كًیـ  ثڈ ٿڄ٠چك پیِٸیلی څ ٿزبمات رڄبیت ڃٌٺ

 ّای هفَْهی ریطِ

ٿٜلط ُـ. ٿغچكی ؿك اكڅپبی ا٨ُبٻی  ٯبڃچځًٚ كا٫بئٺ ٻڀٴیڂ عٰچٯـاځ ؿك ٳتبثَ تغت ٣ڄچاځ ثلای اڅٻیڂ ثبك تچ« ٳِی ڃٌٺ»څاهڇ ( 2
.. یٲ ٷلڅڇ .ام ثیڂ ثلؿځ یٲ ٿټتّ یب« ٳِی ڃٌٺ»ٿڄ٠چك ٿب ام »څ اٗب٫ڈ ٳلؿ « ٛټجڄـ ډبی تبمڇ، ٿ٬بډیپ تبمڇ ٿی ؿكٱ»ٻڀٴیڂ ڃچُت: 

ای ڃیٌت. اٿب تڄڊب ام مٿبځ اڃٰلاة ٫لاڃٌڈ،  ی اٻجتڈ، اٿل صڄـاځ تبمڇٳِتبك رڀ٤«. تلیڂ ٿٰیبى آځ ٳِتبك، ؿك ٷٌتلؿڇ»ی٤ڄی « ًت ٯچٿی
 ٷ٬ت ډـ٫َ ام ٳڈ ډٸٺ ٿی صڄبځ« ٧بیت ٳِتبك»ؽچاڃـ، ٷٌتلٍ یب٫تڈ اًت؛  ٿی« ٧بیت ٳِتبك»ڃٸلاڃی ؿك ٿچكؿ آڃضڈ ډٸٺ ٫یټٌچ٩ 

ثیبځ اڅٻیڈ ایڂ ڃٸلاڃی كا ؿك ٳلاٽ ٷلاُچى  تچاڃڄـ ؿُڀڂ ثبُڄـ. ٿیبځ ثلؿځ ډڀڈ ؿُڀڄبځ اًت صڈ ؿُڀڄبځ څاٯ٤ی صڈ آڃڊب ٳڈ ثبٻٰچڇ ٿی
ٷ٬ت. ثبثچ٩  عٴچٿت تلڅك كڅثٌپیل ًؾڂ ٿی« ٿبُیڂ ٳِتبك»تچاځ یب٫ت ٳڈ ٣ټڄبً ام  ډبی اڃٰلاة ٫لاڃٌڈ ٿی ثبثچ٩ كډجل ًچًیبٻیٌت

ة اڃٰلاة ٻڊٌتبځ ڃین ډٌت. ُب٣ل ٻیجلاٹ آٷچًت ٫چځ پلاتڂ ًلٳچ« ڃ٠بٽ ٣بٽ ٳِتبك»كڅثٌپیل « ڃ٠بٽ عٴچٿتی ٣بٽ»ٳڄـ ٳڈ  اٗب٫ڈ ٿی
ؽچاڃـ. ث٤ـتل ؿیٸلاځ ڃین ت٤بثیل ٿِبثڊی ًبؽتڄـ. څٻی تب مٿبځ ٿبرلای  ٿی« ٳِتبك ٿلؿٽ»ای ام  كا تچًٚ كڅًیڈ ڃڀچڃڈ 1831ؿك ًبٹ 

 ډب، ربٿ٤ڈ رڊبڃی اعٌبى ڃٴلؿ ٳڈ ثڈ اتؾبف آٜلاعی ؽبّ ثلای ٳِتبك ٣ڀـی ٿلؿٽ ڃیبم اًت. ٳِی ڃبمی یڊچؿی
ًبٹ  یٲ«. ٳِی ٣ڀـی څ ٿڄ٠پ ڃٌٺ»ؽچكؿڇ ڃبمی ٿتڊپ ُـڃـ ثڈ  ـ ام اڃتِبك ٳتبة ٻڀٴیڂ، عبٳڀبځ ُٴٌت، اڃـٳی ث1945٤ؿك ًبٹ ( 3

احل ثـی٢ «. ډبی اڃٌبڃی ت٘یی٢ عٮ ٿچرچؿیت ډڀڈ ٷلڅڇ: »ایڂٳِی اكائڈ ٳلؿ ثڈ ُلط  ث٤ـ ًبمٿبځ ٿټٺ ٿتغـ، ت٤لی٬ی ٳبكآٿـ ام ڃٌٺ
 ثلاڃٸین ثچؿڇ اًت. ٹ، ایڂ ٿڊپ ٿٰجچٻیتی رڊبڃی یب٫تڈ څ ثڈ ډڀبځ ٿیناځ ڃین ٿڄبٯِڈعبثڈ ٻڀٴیڂ ثڈ ًل٣ت ٿٰجچٹ څاٯ٢ ُـ. ام آځ مٿبځ تب 

 خطًَت جْاًی

تب  1945ؿډـ ٳڈ ایڂ پـیـڇ تب صڈ عـ ثڈ رڊبځ اٿلڅم ٿلثچٙ اًت. ؿك ٿٰیبًی رڊبڃی ام ًبٹ  ٳِی، ڃِبځ ٿی ٿغجچثیت ایـڇ ڃٌٺ( 4
اڃـ. ایڂ ٳِتبكډب  ٳِی ثچؿڇ اًت ٳڈ ثٌیبكی ام آڃڊب ثب ډل ت٤لی٬ی، ڃٌٺعـاٯٺ صڊٺ څ صڊبك ٿچكؿ ٯتٺ ٣بٽ ؿڅٻتی ٿِبډـڇ ُـڇ  1989

ډب  اڃـ؛ ایڂ كٯپ ثڈ ٛلمی ٿ٤ڄبؿاك ام ٳٺ ت٤ـاؿ ٿلٵ څ ٿیل ؿك احل رڄٶ ٛچك ٿتچًٚ ؿك ډل ًبٹ ُـڇ ٿیټیچځ ٿلٵ ثڈ 3.9تب  1.6ٿڄزل ثڈ 
اڃـ.  ډبی ؿاؽټی ٿلؿڇ ډب څ رڄٶ ٿیټیچځ ڃ٬ل ڃین ؿك رڄٶ 1.85، 1945څ ٫زبی٢ ٛجی٤ی ؿك ایڂ ؿڅكڇ، ثیِتل اًت. څ ؿك ډل ؿډڈ ام ًبٹ 

 25رڄٶ څاٯ٢ ُـڇ اًت،  23، 1993ثڈ ایڂ ًچی ثڊتل ُـڇ اًت. ثلای ٿخبٹ ؿك ًبٹ  1989ایڂ ثـاځ ٿ٤ڄب ڃیٌت ٳڈ ٿبرلا ام ًبٹ 
اڃـ ٿزجچك ثڈ  ڊبځ ات٬ب٭ ا٫تبؿڇاڃـ څ ثڈ ؿ٤٫بت ڃیلڅډبی ڃ٠بٿی ًبمٿبځ ٿټٺ ؿك رلیبځ ٿؾبٓڀبتی ٳڈ ؿك ًلتبًل ر ٿیټیچځ ڃ٬ل آڅاكڇ ُـڇ

ڃ٬ل ُـ. ؿك ربډبی  850000كعڀبڃڈ  ٳِی ثڈ كاڇ ا٫تبؿ ٳڈ ٿڄزل ثڈ ٳِتڈ ُـځ ثی ، ؿك كڅآڃـا یٲ ڃٌٺ1994اڃـ. ؿك ًبٹ  ٿـاؽټڈ ُـڇ
 اڃـ. ؿڇتل، ات٬ب٭ ا٫تب ډبیی ٿِبثڈ، اٷل صڈ ٳچصٲ تلاهؿی -ؿك ثچكڅڃـی، تیڀچك ُلٯی څ ٓـډب ربی ؿیٸل  -ؿیٸل ڃین ؿك ډڀیڂ ًبٹ 

اڃـ څ ُٴبیبت ثٌیبكی څرچؿ ؿاكؿ ٿجڄی ثل څرچؿ  ٯلثبڃی ؽِچڃت ٿڄ٠پ ُـڇ ،ډبی ثٌیبكی ؿك ٷقُتڈ ڃنؿیٲ ثڈ ثیبځ ؿیٸل، ٷلڅڇ( 5
ثٌیبكی ام ٿلؿٽ  ایڂ اٿل تب عـڅؿی اٻجتڈ ثڈ ؽبٛل كڅاد یب٫تڂ ایڂ ٿ٬ڊچٽ اًتٳِی. اٿب ډڄچم ایڂ ٿ٬ڊچٽ ٿجڊپ ٿبڃـڇ اًت.  ڃٌٺ

صٌجبڃڄـ. ًٰٚ  ٳِی ٿی ٛچكی ٳڈ تٰلیجبً ثڈ ډل ؿ٣چایی ثلصٌت اتڊبٽ ڃٌٺ ؿاڃڄـ؛ ثڈ ډلٷچڃڈ ُلّی ٿتلاؿ٩ ٿی ٳِی كا ثب اٳڄچځ ڃٌٺ
مؿایی تڄڊب صڄـ ڃڀچڃڈ اڃـٱ ام ا٣ڀبٻی ډٌتڄـ ٳڈ ثلصٌت  ٯچٿی څ ت٬ٴیٲ رڄیڂ، ٳڄتلٹ ٿچاٻیـ، ٣ٰیپ ٳلؿځ ارجبكی، امؿڅاد ٿیبځ

ثلای  ٿٌئټڈٳِی ڃبٿیـ. څٻی ٓبؿٯبڃڈ ثٸچییپ  تچاځ ڃٌٺ ای كا ٿی اٿل ٿغٺ ٿڄبٯِڈكًـ تٰلیجبً ډل  اڃـ. ثڈ ڃ٠ل ٿی ٳِی ؽچكؿڇ ڃٌٺ
ؿك ډڀبځ ٳبك ٻڀٴیڂ ٿِؾْ ُـ؛ ٳبكی ٳڈ ډڄچم ام ثٌیبكی  ٿٌئټڈډبًت. پیضیـٷی  تل ام ایڂ عل٩ ٣بٻڀبځ ارتڀب٣ی ؽیټی پیضیـڇ

 ٷیلؿ. رڊبت ًلٿِٮ ٯلاك ٿی
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 جٌگ کاهل 

ډب، ڃچ٣ی څیوٷی ٿِلڅٙ ڃبمیٌپ آٻڀبڃی ڃجچؿ ثټٴڈ ثیبځ  ٳِی ڃبمی اُت ٳڈ یڊچؿیُڄبؽتی ٣ٰیـڇ ؿ ٻڀٴیڂ ام ٿڄ٠ل ربٿ٤ڈ( 6
ٳلؿ ٳڈ عٮ عبٳڀیت ٿٜټٮ ثل  ٷلا، اؿ٣ب ٿی ٷلایی ٿٜټٮ ُٴټی ام ٿټیّ ٣ڄچاځ ثڈډبیی ثچؿ ٳڈ فاتی ڃبمیٌپ اًت. ڃبمیٌپ  ٷلایَ

ډب ام رڄٶ ٳبٿٺ  اڃزبٿیـ ٳڈ ڃبمی ثڈ ؿكٱ ؽبٓی ٿیڃواؿی آٻڀبځ. ایڂ اٿل ثڈ ڃچثڈ ؽچؿ  -ډب ٿجتڄی اًت ثل ثلتلی ٿټّی ٧یلآٻڀبڃی
ډب ڃیٌتڄـ ثټٴڈ ٿٌبثٰبت ڃواؿی ٷلینڃبپقیل ٿیبځ  ډب تڄڊب ڃنا١ ٿیبځ ؿڅٻت ؿاُتڄـ؛ ثڈ ایڂ ٿ٤ڄب ٳڈ ایِبځ ٯچیبً ا٣تٰبؿ ؿاُتڄـ ٳڈ رڄٶ

ثؾَ ایڂ  ډب اٻڊبٽ چٹ تچًٚ ڃبمیُچڃـ. څ كؿ اؽلاٯیبت رڊبڃِڀ ډب ډٌتڄـ ٳڈ ڃڊبیتبً ثڈ پیلڅمی ٳبٿٺ یب ُٴٌت ٳبٿٺ ٿڄزل ٿی ٿټت
 ٷچڃڈ ٬ُٰت اؽلاٯی ٳبٿلاً ڃبثچؿ ٳلؿ.  تچاځ ثـڅځ ډیش ډب كا ٿی ا٣تٰبؿ ثچؿ ٳڈ ؿك رڄٶ ٳبٿٺ، ٿټت

 ٳِی تڄڊب ثؾِی ام یٲ اًتلاتوی صڄـث٤ـی ډب ڃجچؿ. ثل٣ٴي، ؿك ڃ٠ل ٻڀٴیڂ، ڃٌٺ ٳِی ډڀڈ ثلڃبٿڈ ڃبمی ثب ایڂ عبٹ اٿب، ڃٌٺ( 7
ایڂ ډـ٩، ڃبثچؿی ٳبٿٺ اڃچا١ ٿِؾٔی ام ؿُڀڄبځ ؿك ؿًتچك ٳبك ٯلاك  پیثل پبیی اٿپلاٛچكی آٻڀبځ ثچؿ څ ؿك  ډب، . ډـ٩ ٧بیی ڃبمیثچؿ

ډب ٳڈ ربڃچكاځ ٿچفی ثڈ ٻغبٝ ڃواؿی  ُـڃـ؛ ٳچٻی ٣ڄچاځ ثلاثلڃڊبؿ ڃواؿی ًڀیّ ډل آڃضڈ آٻڀبڃی ثچؿ تټٰی ٿیؿاُت: یڊچؿیبځ ٳڈ ثڈ
ډب آڃڊب كا ثڈ ٿخبثڈ  ٳڈ ڃبمی( ډب څ ٿجبكماځ ٿٰبڅٿت كڅُڄ٬ٴلاځ ؿٿچٳلات، ٿبكٳٌیٌتُـڃـ څ ًبیلیڂ )ُبٿٺ  پٌت ؿك ڃ٠ل ٷل٫تڈ ٿی
اٿب، ٯلاك ثچؿ تغت ًټٜڈ ٯلاك ثٸیلڃـ ڃڈ ایڄٴڈ ٳِتڈ ُچڃـ. ثلؽی  .ؿاڃٌتڄـ. اڃچا١ ؿیٸل ؿُڀڄبځ ڃبپقیل ؽچؿ ٿی ؿُڀڄبځ ًیبًی آُتی

ډب څ  ډب، ٫ڄلاڃـی ٿپلاٛچكی ڃبمی ٯلاك ثٸیلڃـ )ُبٿٺ ډټڄـیٯلاك ثچؿ تغت ُڀچٹ ا ؿكڅاٯ٢ُـڃـ،  ڃین ٳڈ ٳڀتل هكٿڄی ٿغٌچة ٿی
ډب ٯلاك ثچؿ ثڈ ثلؿٷی ٷل٫تڈ ُچڃـ څ ام ت٤ـاؿُبځ ٳبًتڈ ُچؿ  ډب څ ٻڊٌتبڃی ډب، ٓلة ؿیٸلاځ ډڀضچځ كڅى .(ډب اًٴبڃـیڄبڅیبیی

 اٿب ٯلاك ڃجچؿ ڃبثچؿ ُچڃـ. ( ثڄـی ٧قایی څًیټڈ ٳبډَ ڃلػ تچٻـ، ریلڇ )ثڈ

 ّا دٍراى هطلق

ٳِبڃڈ ًیبًت ڃبمی، ًبثٰڈ  ډب. څ اٷلصڈ رڄجڈ ڃٌٺ ٳِی تڄڊب ڃؾی ثچؿ ؿك ٿیبځ ثب٫تبك اډـا٩ رڄٸی ڃبمی ؿك ڃ٠ل ٻڀٴیڂ، ڃٌٺ( 8
ٳِی كا )ڃڈ  ډبی ٿبرلای یڊچؿی یٲ ام ًتچځ ُـ. ډیش ٫لؿ ٿـكځ ٿغٌچة ٿی تبكیؾی ؿاُت اٿب ام ثٌیبكی رڊبت ثڈ ڃغچی ٿڄغٔلثڈ

څیوڇ ٿـكڃی صچځ ٣ټپ، ٓڄ٤ت، ڃبًیچڃبٻیٌپ، ڃواؿپلًتی څ  تچاځ رـا ام ڃیلڅډبی ثڈ ڃڀی( ؾبٓپا٫ٌبڃڈ ڃواؿ ثلتل څ ڃڈ تٴڄچٻچهی ٿت
ډبی ٷقُتڈ ثلاثل ؿاڃٌت. ٻڀٴیڂ ڃتیزڈ  ٷلی آٻڀبڃی كا ثب اؽلا٭ رڄٸزچیبځ مٿبځ تچاځ ڃ٠بٿی ٷلایی، ؿاڃٌت. ډڀضڄیڂ ڃڀی ؿڅٻت

ٷلایی ٿټیّ څ  ٣ب٬ٛڈ»څاًٜڈ ڃچ٣ی  ٷلی آٻڀبڃی ثڈ ـ څٻی ڃ٠بٿیُـڃ ډبیی ٿلتٴت ٳِتبك رڀ٤ی ٿی ډب ؿك ؿڅكڇ ٷیلؿ ٳڈ ؿیٸل ٿټت ٿی
ثڈ ڃیلڅی  ی٫لؿ ٯچی ثڈ صڄبځ اكت٬ب٣بت رـیـ څ ؽٜلڃبٳی كًیـڇ ثچؿ ٳڈ ؿك تلٳیت ثب تٴڄچٻچهی ٿـكځ، ثڈ ُٴٺ ٿڄغٔلثڈ« ڃواؿی

 ُـ.  ٿجـٹ ٿی یٿؾلّة ډچٻڄبٳ
ت٘بؿ ٯچٿی ؿك ؿڅكاځ ٿب ثڈ »ڈ ٳ رڄٶ ٿؾتٔلاً ؽبٛلڃِبځ ٳلؿُڄبى ث٤ـ ام پبیبځ  ٛچك ٳڈ رٌی ثلڃبكؿ ربٿ٤ڈؿك ڃتیزڈ، ډڀبځ( 9

ت٘بؿډبی پیِیڂ ثب «. ٳِی كًیـڇ اًت ډب ی٤ڄی ڃٌٺ ڃبثچؿی ډڀڈ ٿټت»عتی ثڈ ًٜظ « ڃغچی ڃبٿڄت٠ل ت٨ییلی ًج٤بڃڈ ٳلؿڇ اًت
 بثڄـ. ی ډب اث٤بؿی ثڈ ڃٌجت ٳچصٲ څ ڃبٿڄ٠پ ٿی ایڄٴڈ ًج٤بڃڈ ثچؿڃـ اٿب عبلا ؿك ٿٰبٽ ٿٰبیٌڈ ثب ًج٤یت ڃبمی

 کطی اًَاع ًسل

ُڄبًبځ ثل  ډبی اؽیل ربٿ٤ڈ ًت تڀبٿبً ٿڄغٔل ثڈ ٿـكڃیتڈ. ؿك ؿډڈ ا ای ٳِی پـیـڇ څٻی آڃضڈ ٷ٬تیپ ثڈ ایڂ ٿ٤ڄب ڃیٌت ٳڈ ڃٌٺ( 10
ډب  ًت ثبًتبڃی څ ؿك ثٌیبكی ام ٫لډڄٶا  ٣ڀټی څاٯ٢ ؿكاڃـ ٳڈ ٳِتبك ت٤ڀـی تڀبٽ آعبؿ یٲ ٿټّت  ًل ایڂ ڃ٠ل ثڈ ارڀب١ كًیـڇ

ثڈ ؽچؿ  ی. اٿب ایڂ ایـڇ ڃین تچًٚ اٳخل ایِبځ پقیل٫تڈ ُـڇ اًت ٳڈ ٳِتبك رڀ٤ی ؿك ٯلځ ثیٌتپ اُٴبٹ رـیـاًت ٹ ثچؿڇٿ٤ڀچ
؛ ایڂ ت٨ییل كا ثڈ ٻغبٝ ؿاكؿایڂ ت٨ییل ڃڈ تڄڊب ٿبډیتی ٳڀّی ؿاكؿ ثټٴڈ ت٨ییلی ٳی٬ی ڃین  .(ٷل٫تڈ اًت )ٻڀٴیڂ ڃین ثل ایڂ ٣ٰیـڇ ثچؿ

( 2یب ٳِتبك رڀ٤ی ثڈ ٿڄ٠چك كًیـځ ثڈ اډـا٩ ٣ڀټی څ  ٳِی اثناكی ڃٌٺ( 1اڃـ:  پلؿامی ٳلؿڇ ٿ٬ڊچٽآٹ،  ت٘بؿ ٿیبځ ؿڅ تیپ ایـڇ
 ڃ٬ٌڈ.  ډـ٫ی ٫ی ٣ڄچاځ ثڈیب ٳِتبك رڀ٤ی  ٳِی ایـئچٻچهیٲ ڃٌٺ
( یډبی ٓټیج ؿاؿڃـ )ثلای ٿخبٹ رڄٶ ؿیڄی صچځ رڄٶ ثڈ رن ت٤ـاؿ ٳڀی ام ٿچاكؿ ڃٌجتبً ٳچصٲ ٳڈ ؽجل ام كڅڃـډبی ٿ٤بٓل ٿی( 11

ډبی ٿـكځ ا٧ټت اٷل ڃڈ ډڀیِڈ، ایـئچٻچهیٲ  ٳِی ډبی پیِبٿـكځ اًبًبً ٿبډیتی اثناكی ؿاُتڄـ. ؿك ٿٰبثٺ، ڃٌٺ ٳِی ، ثیِتل ڃٌٺ
 اڃـ.  ډبی اثناكی ڃین ډڀضڄبځ ٯـكتڀڄـ ثبٯی ٿبڃـڇ اڃـ؛ ډلصڄـ ٳڈ ؿك ایڂ ٿیبځ اڃٸینڇ ؿاڃٌتڈ ُـڇ
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 ریطِ کطتار جوؼی

«. اڃـ تبكیؼ څ ؿك ډڀڈ ربی ٣بٻپ ات٬ب٭ ا٫تبؿڇ ةډڀیِ»ډب  ٳِی یچډبڃٌچځ، ٣ٰیـڇ ؿاكڃـ ٳڈ ڃٌٺ ثٌیبكی ام ٿغٰٰبځ ڃ٠یل ٳچكت( 12
تبكیؼ ٓـٿبتی ثنكٵ ثڈ اڃٌبڃیت   ةای ډچٻڄبٱ ٳڈ ډڀیِ ٫بر٤ڈ»ٳڄـ:  ٳِی كا صڄیڂ ت٤لی٪ ٿی ٻئچ ٳچپل ؿك تغٰیٰی ٳلاًیٲ، ڃٌٺ

ٳِی ڃڈ تڄڊب ام رڊت اڃٌبڃی  اڃـ ٳڈ ڃٌٺ اڃـ څ اؿ٣ب ٳلؿڇ لاتل ك٫تڈُڄبًبځ میٌتی عتی ٫ ؿك ډڀیڂ كاثٜڈ، ربٿ٤ڈ«. څاكؿ آڅكؿڇ اًت
 .(ډب څ ڃیبٳبځ تٜچكی ٿب تلیڂ ؽچیِبڅڃـاځ تٜچكی ٿب ڃین څرچؿ ؿاكؿ )ُبٿٺ ُبٿپبڃنڇ ثټٴڈ ؿك ٿیبځ ڃنؿیٲ ؛ُڀچٹ ًت رڊبځا  اٿلی

ثبُـ ٳڈ « ڃچ٣ی ٯبثټیت ٫لډڄٸی ثڄیبؿیڂ»ت ٳِی ٿڀٴڂ اً ُڄبًی میٌتی، اڃـیِیـڇ اًت ٳڈ ڃٌٺ ای. اُ. څیټٌچځ، ثڄیبڃٸقاك ربٿ٤ڈ
ډبی ؽچؿ ثڈ ك٧پ ډڀٌبیٸبځ ؽچؿ  ډبی تزبڅمٳبك ٳڈ ؿك آكمڅی اڃتِبك هځ كیِڈ ؿاكؿ څ ثڈ ٷلڅڇ« ډبی ٿ٤یڄی ٿڄـی ام هځ ثڊلڇ»ؿك 

 ؿډـ. ډٌتڄـ، ڃچ٣ی ثلتلی ؿك اڃتؾبة ٿی
ٳِبڃڈ ؿك رلیبځ تٜچك یب تبكیؼ څ ایڂ ُچاډـ ٳپ ڃین تب  یت اٿب، ُچاډـ ثٌیبك ٳڀی څرچؿ ؿاكؿ ام ډل ٷچڃڈ ؽِچڃت ڃٌٺؿكڅاٯ٤( 13

٣بؿت ٿـاڅٽ »ډب ډل ؿڅ ؿاكای  ډب څ ُبٿپبڃنڇ ٳڄڄـ ٳڈ اڃٌبځ ُڄبًبځ میٌتی ٳڈ ام ایڂ ایـڇ ؿ٫ب١ ٿی ډڀیڂ اڅاؽل څرچؿ ڃـاُتڄـ. ربٿ٤ڈ
اڃـ ٛی  آڅكڃـ ٳڈ ٷناكٍ ؿاؿڇ ځ ٿی٣ڄچاځ ثڊتلیڂ ُچاډـ ؽچؿ ُڊبؿت ُبډـاڃی كا ثڈ ٿیبثڈ« څ پڄذ ٿیټیچځ ًبٻڈ ؽِچڃت ٿلٷجبكڃـ

یٲ ام  اڃـ څ ډیش ډبی ډڀٌبیڈ ؽچؿ ٿچكؿ ډزچٽ څاٯ٢ ُـڇ ثیَ ام ٓـ ًبٹ ٿِبډـڇ صڊبك ٯټڀلڅ، ډ٬ت ُبٿپبڃنڇ تچًٚ ٷلڅڇ ُبٿپبڃنڇ
 اڃـ. اڃـ یب ڃبپـیـ ُـڇ اڃـ ثټٴڈ صڄـیڂ ُبٿپبڃنڇ یب ث٤ـتل ٿلؿڇ ډبی ٯلثبڃی ڃین ؿك رلیبځ عڀټڈ ٳِتڈ ڃِـڇ ُبٿپبڃنڇ

ٳَ  ُبځ، ٛجی٤تبً ڃٌٺ ډب څ ؽچیِبڅڃـاځ څ ڃیبٳبځ تٜچكی څرچؿ ؿاكؿ ثلای تإییـ ایڂ اؿ٣ب ٳڈ اڃٌبځ ؿٯیٰیثڄبثلایڂ، ُچاډـ ( 14
كًـ ٳڀتل ثڈ ایڂ اؿ٣ب ا٣تجبك ثجؾِڄـ. ٣لاڅڇ ثل ایڂ تبكیؼ پیَ ام  ُڄبؽتی ڃین ثڈ ڃ٠ل ٿی اڃـ. ډڀضڄیڂ ُچاډـ تٜچكی څ ثچٽ ثچؿڇ

ُـڇ ؿاٹّ ثل ؽِچڃت  تلیڂ ٿـكٱ ُڄبؽتڈ ؿډـ. تب ثڈ اٿلڅم، ٯـیڀی كا ام ٳِتبك رڀ٤ی ثڈ ؿًت ڃڀی ٳِبڅكمی ڃین ُچاډـ ٿڊڀی
ډبی ڃچٱ تین  څًیټڈ ًلاط اڃـ ٳڈ ثیِتلُبځ ثڈ رڀ٤ی، ٷچكًتبڃی اًت ؿك ؿكڇ ڃیٺ ٳڈ ؿك آځ پڄزبڇ څ ڃڈ ٿلؿ، مځ څ ٳچؿٱ ٿـ٫چځ

ډبیی اًت ٳڈ  پیبٿـ ُچكٍ« ثڈ اعتڀبٹ ٯلیت ثڈ یٰیڂ»ٷلؿؿ  ٿیډناك ًبٹ پیَ ثل  14تب  12اڃـ. ایڂ ٳِتبك ٳڈ ثڈ  ٳِتڈ ُـڇ
یب٫ت. تڄڊب ٿـكٱ آیٺ ؽِچڃت رڀ٤ی ٿلثچٙ ثڈ  ًت ٳڈ ؿك آځ ٿڄٰٜڈ ٷٌتلٍ ٿی ا ٳِبڅكمی څاًٜڈ ڃچ٣ی ثغلاځ ؿك ڃ٠بٽ ُجڈ ثڈ

 ٷلؿؿ. ٿیًبٹ پیَ ثبم  7700تل ؿك ثبڅاكیب ٳڈ ثڈ  ًت ٿِبثڈ څٻی ثب اث٤بؿی ٳچصٲا  ډبی ؿڅك، ٯجلًتبڃی مٿبځ

 تبذیل گاٍآّي بِ ضوطیر 

ډب ؿك ؿڅكاځ پیِبٳِبڅكمی، ثڈ ڃٌجت  ډب، ٳِتبكډب څ عتی ٯتٺ اڃـ ٳڈ رڄٶ ُڄبؽتی كڅُڂ ًبؽتڈ ؿك ٿزڀچ١، ُچاډـ ثبًتبځ( 15
ثچؿڃـ ِچڃت ؽ ؿډڄـ ٳڈ ډلصڄـ رچاٿ٢ ُٴبكصی څ ٷلؿآڅكڃـڇ ؽچكاٱ ثڈ ڃـكت ٳبٿلاً ثی ڃٸبكاڃڈ ڃِبځ ٿی اڃـ. څ ُچاډـ ٿلؿٽ ڃبؿك ثچؿڇ

ٳلؿڃـ، ٳڀتل ت٘بؿډبی ؿاؽټی ؿاُتڄـ څ  ؿك ٿٰبیٌڈ ثب ٿلؿٿبځ ٣ٔل ٳِبڅكمی، ٳڀتل رڄٶ ٿی یٿ٤ڄبؿاك څٻی ایِبځ ڃین ثڈ ُٴٺ
ٯـك تغت تإحیل  كًـ ٳڈ ډڀبځ یبٿچٿبٿیِ ثلمیٺ ُڀبٻی څ څڃنڅئلا ثڈ ڃ٠ل ٿی« څعِی»ٳڀتل ؿ٣چای ُؾٔی ؿاُتڄـ. عتی ٯجبیٺ 

ٛچكٳڈ ٿغٰٰبڃی صچځ صبٱ څ یچډبڃٌچځ ڃتیزڈ اڃـ ٳڈ تچًٚ تإحیل ڃیلڅډبی ؽبكری. ډڀبځ ڇ٫ِبكډبی ؿاؽټی ثڈ ؽِچڃت ٳِیـڇ ُـ
 «. ٳِی ُـڇ ثبُڄـ ډبی اڅٻیڈ ؿك ٛچٹ ؿڅكڇ ُٴبك څ ٷلؿآڅكی ؽچكاٱ ٿلتٴت ڃٌٺ كًـ ٳڈ اڃٌبځ ثڈ ڃ٠ل ڃبٿغتڀٺ ٿی»ٷیلڃـ:  ٿی
ڃچ١ ثِل اٿب ثڈ ٿخبثڈ یٲ ٳٺ، ُٴبك څ ٷلؿآڅكی ؽچكاٱ تب  ډب تب ٷقُتڈ ڃنؿیٲ ڃین اؿاٿڈ ؿاُت. ثلای ایڂ ؿڅكڇ ثلای ثلؽی ٿټت( 16

ُڀچٹ ثِل ثچؿ. ؿك مٿبځ ٳچتبډی پي ام آځ، ٳِبڅكمی ؿك ؽبڅكٿیبڃڈ پب ثڈ ٿڄٔڈ ٟڊچك ڃڊبؿ؛ څ  ًبٹ پیَ ُیچڇ ٿ٤بٍ رڊبځ 11000
ًبٹ پیَ څ ؿك آ٫لیٰبی  10000ؿك  آځ ډبی ٿزبڅك ًبٹ پیَ څ ؿك پبپچآ، ٿٴنیٲ څ ًلمٿیڂ 11000ٷبڇ ثڈ ؿڃجبٹ آځ ؿك صیڂ ؿك  آځ

 ای ثڈ ؽچؿ ٷل٫ت.  ًبٹ پیَ ٷٌتلٍ یب٫ت. ثڈ ٿغٖ آڃٴڈ ٳِبڅكمی ٟڊچك ٳلؿ، ؽِچڃت رڀ٤ی اث٤بؿ تبمڇ ٧6000لثی څ ًبیل ربډب ؿك 

 اهپراتَری ٍ ٍحطت

ٷقُت  ؿٽ ؿڅكاځ ٳِبڅكمی ډٌتڄـ. پي ام ډبی ٳبكماك رڀ٤ی ٿت٤ټٮ ثڈ ًپیـڇ تلیڂ ڃِبڃڈ ډبی رڄٶ څ ٯـیڀی اڅٻیڂ ًلاط( 17
ی٤ڄی یب ثلای ٫تظ ًلمٿیڂ  -ډب ٿ٤ڀچلاً ٿبډیتی اثناكی ؿاُتڄـ  ډبی څاٯ٤ی ثِل ثڈ څٯچ١ پیچًت. ایڂ رڄٶ ډناكاځ ًبٹ، اڅٻیڂ رڄٶ

ای ثچؿ ٳڈ ؿك آځ ثِل ثب  ډب. ایڂ مٿیڄڈ ډب څ اٿپلاتچكی څ ڃیلڅی ٳبك ثچؿڃـ یب ثلای ٿتچٯ٪ ًبؽتڂ ؿُڀڄبځ یب ثلای ًبؽتڂ ؿڅٻت
ٳِی ثڈ څیوڇ تٰلیجبً ډڀیِڈ ثب ًبؽت اٿپلاتچكی ؿك ایڂ ؿڅكڇ پیچڃـ ؿاُت. ثڈ ٻغبٝ تبكیؾی،  ـ. ڃٌٺؽِچڃت رڀ٤ی آُڄب ُ

ُـ تب ربځ ٿلؿٿی كا ٳڈ ٿٰبڅٿت  ًبمڃـٷبځ اٿپلاتچكی ٣ڀچٿبً ام ٿلؿٽ ٿ٨ټچة تچٯ٢ ډـایب یب ٳبك ثلؿٷی ؿاُتڄـ ٳڈ ٿچرت ٿی
ډبی ًچٿلی، ډیتی څ ثبثټی، ڃٌجت ثڈ  ڈ څرچؿ ډڀیڂ كڅعیڈ ثچؿ ٳڈ ا٫ٌبڃڈڅاًٜ ٳلؿڃـ څ ثڈ څیوڇ ؿډٰبڃبځ كا ثڈ آڃڊب ثجؾِڄـ. ثڈ ڃڀی
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ؿاؿڃـ. اٿب ثڈ ٿزلؿ آڃٴڈ ُڊلډبی ٿغٔچك تچًٚ ثلد څ ثبكڅ ثڈ ٿخبثڈ ٿچاڃ٤ی ثل ًل كاڇ اٿپلاتچكی  ٳِی ٳچك ډِـاك ٿی څٯچ١ ڃٌٺ
ُـ. ثڄبثلایڂ ؿك  بځ ا٧ټت ثڈ ُـت ًلٳچة ٿیٷل٫ت څ ٿٰبڅٿت ؿډٰبڃ ثڈ ؽچؿ ٿی یتل كعڀبڃڈ ٟڊچك ٳلؿڃـ، ٷبډی اڅٯبت ٫تظ اُٴبٹ ثی

ٳِی اٿلی ثڈ ڃٌجت كایذ ُـڇ ثچؿ. ؿك  ډناكڇ ًچٽ پیَ ام ٿیلاؿ ٿٌیظ، ؿك اثتـای ؿڅكاځ اٿپلاتچكی ٿٔل، ٳِچكٷِبیی تچؤٽ ثب ڃٌٺ
 ٳِبڃڈ ؿك ډناكڇ اڅٹ پیَ ام ٿیلاؿ كڅاد یب٫ت.  كًـ ٳڈ ٳِتبك ڃٌٺ ڃ٠ل ٿیٿچكؿ ؿیٸل ربډب ثڈ

پیَ ام ٿیلاؿ  689ُبځ ثڈ ُڊلډبی ٿغٔچك ڃ٠یل ثبثٺ ٳڈ تچًٚ ًڄبؽلیت ؿك  كعڀبڃڈ څیوڇ ثڈ ًجت عڀلات ثی ڈډب ث آُچكی( 18

څیلاځ ُـ، ا٫ٌبڃڈ ٷِتڄـ. ډـ٩ ام صڄیڂ عڀلاتی ٿ٤ڀچلاً عق٩ یٲ كٯیت عبٳپ یب تزبكی ثچؿ. كڅٍ ٿ٤ڀچٹ ثلای ٫تظ یٲ ُڊل، 

مؿځ ٧لات څ ام ٿیبځ ثلؿځ عیچاڃبت اډټی ثچؿ. ثڈ ٿغٖ ایڄٴڈ صڄیڂ څًیټڈ آتَ  ٿغبٓلڇ آځ څ ٷلًڄٸی ؿاؿځ ثڈ ًبٳڄبځ ُڊل ثڈ

پبُیـڃـ څ ُڊلڅڃـاځ كا ام ؿٽ تی٦  ٳلؿڃـ، مٿیڂ كا ڃڀٲ ٿی ُـ، ٫بتغبځ ا٧ټت ُڊل ٿ٨ټچة كا ثب ؽبٱ یٴٌبځ ٿی ای پیلڅم ٿی ٿغبٓلڇ

 ڃبٿیـڃـ. ٿی« اڃڊـاٽ»ٷلا ایڂ ٣ڀٺ كا  ډبی ٯبڃچځ ٷقكاڃـڃـ. كڅٿی ٿی

 دومفصل  تالیفی یا چهار گزینهسؤالات 

1-The word “willful” in the 1
st
 paragraph is furthest in meaning from: 

1) Intentional 2) Deliberate 3) Pointed 4) Purposeful 

2- The widespread concern with “genocide” dates to:  
1) French revolution  2) World War II 
3) World War I  4) Roman Empire 

3- Which of the followings, was NOT among the certain types of enemies were slated for 

annihilation according to Nazi agenda? 
1) Jews 2) Gypsies 3) Russians 4) Resistance fighters 

4- For Lemkin, The founder of the concept “Genocide”, genocidal aspect of Nazi policy: 
1) was totally a new phenomenon 2) was campletely historical in nature 
3) neither was new nor it was historical 4) was partially new and partially historical 

5- Wars of religion like Crusades were in the premodern era, were instances of: 
1) Instrumental genocide 2) Ideological genocide 
3) Master-race mythology 4) Aggressive technology 

6- From the above passage, one can easily infer that the author is against: 
1) Sociobiological approach towards genocide  
2) Marxist approach towards genocide 
3) Lemkin‟s point of views towards mass murder 
4) Anthropological approach towards genocide 

7- According to the author, the first signs of mass murder historically dates to: 
1) hunting and gathering era 2) agriculture era 
3) the beginning of modern era 4) horticulture era 

8- The word “millenium” in the 17
th

 paragraph of the above text equals: 
1) 100 years 2) 1000 years 3) 1000000 years 4) 25 years 
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 دومفصل  تالیفی یا سؤالات چهار گزینهپاسخناهه 

 «3»گسیٌِ  -0
  ؿڅكتل اًت؟ ٳـاٽ یٲؿك پبكاٷلا٩ اڅٹ ام ڃ٠ل ٿ٤ڄبیی ام « ٣ڀـی»څاهڇ 
 ُـڇ ت٤ییڂ( 4 ٯٔـی( 3 ت٤ڀّـی( 2 ٣ڀـی( 1
 «0»گسیٌِ  -1
  ٷلؿؿ؟ ثڈ ٳـاٽ ؿڅكڇ ثبم ٿی« ٳِی ڃٌٺ»ڃٸلاڃی ٣ڀچٿی ڃٌجت ثڈ 
 اٿپلاتچكی كڅٽ( 4 رڄٶ رڊبڃی اڅٹ( 3 رڄٶ رڊبڃی ؿڅٽ( 2 اڃٰلاة ٫لاڃٌڈ( 1
 «2»گسیٌِ  -2
 ډب ٯلاك ؿاُت، ڃجچؿ؟ ډبی میل ؿك ٿیبځ اڃچا١ ٿ٤یڄی ٳڈ ثلای عق٩ ؿك ؿًتچكٳبك ڃبمی ام ٷنیڄڈ ٳـاٽ یٲ 
 ٿجبكماځ ٿٰبڅٿت( 4 ډب كڅى( 3 ډب ٳچٻی( 2 یڊچؿیبځ( 1
 «3»گسیٌِ  -3
 ډب: ٳِبڃڈ ًیبًت ڃبمی ، رڄجڈ ڃٌٺ«ٳِی ڃٌٺ»ٷقاك ٿ٬ڊچٽ  ؿك ڃ٠ل ٻڀٴیڂ، پبیڈ 
  ای تبكیؾی ثچؿ ٿبډیتبً پـیـڇ( 2  ثچؿ. ای ٳبٿلاً رـیـ پـیـڇ( 1
 ثؾِی رـیـ څ ثؾِی تبكیؾی ثچؿ( 4  ثچؿ. ڃڈ رـیـ ڃڈ تبكیؾی( 3
 «1»گسیٌِ  -4
 ډبیی ثچؿڃـ ام: ډبی ٓټیجی ؿك ؿڅكاځ پیِبٿـكځ، ڃڀچڃڈ ډبی ؿیڄی ٿخٺ رڄٶ رڄٶ 
 تٴڄچٻچهی ٿتؾبٓپ( 4 ا٫ٌبڃڈ ڃواؿ ثلتل( 3 ٳِی ایـئچٻچهیٲ ڃٌٺ( 2 ٳِی اثناكی ڃٌٺ( 1
 «0»گسیٌِ  -5
 ڃ٠ل ٿٌب٣ـی ڃـاكؿ:.تچاځ اًتڄتبد ٳلؿ ٳڈ ڃچیٌڄـڇ ڃٌجت ثڈ ام ٿتڂ ٫چ٭ ثڈ آًبڃی ٿی ....... 
 ٳِی كڅیٴلؿ ٿبكٳٌیٌتی ثڈ ڃٌٺ( 2 ٳِی ُڄبًی میٌتی ثڈ ڃٌٺ كڅیٴلؿ ربٿ٤ڈ( 1
 ٳِی ُڄبؽتی ڃٌجت ثڈ ڃٌٺ كڅیٴلؿ اڃٌبځ( 4 ډبی ٻڀٴیڂ ڃٌجت ثڈ ٳِتبك رڀ٤ی ؿیـٷبڇ( 3
 «1»گسیٌِ  -6
 ٷلؿؿ؟ ډبی ٳِتبكرڀ٤ی ام ڃ٠ل تبكیؾی ثڈ ٳـاٽ ؿڅكاځ ثبم ٿی ٛجٮ ڃ٠ل ڃچیٌڄـڇ، اڅٻیڂ ڃِبڃڈ 
 ؿڅكاځ ٳِبڅكمی( 2  ؿڅكاځ ُٴبك څ ٷلؿآڅكی ؽچكاٱ( 1
 ؿڅكاځ ثچًتبڃٴبكی( 4  اثتـای ؿڅكاځ ٿـكځ( 3
 «1»گسیٌِ  -7
  ام ٿتڂ ٫چ٭، ٿ٤بؿٹ اًت ثب: 17ؿك پبكاٷلا٩ « ډناكڇ»څاهڇ 
 ثیٌت څ پڄذ ًبٹ( 4 یٲ ٿیټیچځ ًبٹ( 3 ډناك ًبٹ( 2 ٓـ ًبٹ( 1
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CROSS-CULTURALANALYSIS 

1) Cross-cultural research has a long history in sociology (Armer and Grimshaw 1973; Kohn 1989; 

Miller-Loessi 1995). It most generally involves social research across societies or ethnic and 

subcultural groups within a society. The focus here is primarily on cross-cultural analysis of social 

psychological processes. These include communicative and interactive processes within social 

institutions and more generally the relation between the individual and society and its institutions.  

2) Although all sociological research is seen as comparative in nature, comparisons across 

subcultural or cultural groups have distinct advantages for generating and testing sociological 

theory. Specifically, cross-cultural research can help „„distinguish between those regularities in 

social behavior that are system specific and those that are universal‟‟ (Grimshaw 1973, p. 5). In 

this way, sociologists can distinguish between generalizations that are true of all cultural groups 

and those that apply for one group at one point in time. The lack of cross-cultural research has 

often led to the inappropriate universal application of sociological concepts that imply an 

intermediate (one cultural group at one point in time) level (Bendix 1963). 

3) In addition to documenting universal and system- specific patterns in social behavior,  

cross-cultural analysis can provide researchers with experimental treatments (independent variables) 

unavailable in their own culture. Thus, specific propositions can be investigated experimentally that 

would be impossible to establish in a laboratory in the researcher‟s own country (Strodtbeck 1964). 

Finally, cross-cultural analysis is beneficial for theory building in at least two respects. First, the 

documentation of differences in processes across cultures is often the first step in the refinement of 

existing theory and the generation of novel theoretical models. Second, cross-cultural analysis can 

lead to the discovery of unknown facts (behavioral patterns or interactive processes) that suggest new 

research problems that are the basis for theory refinement and construction. 

INTERPRETIVE AND INFERENTIAL PROBLEMS 

4) Cross-cultural researchers face a number of challenging interpretive and inferential problems 

thatare related to the methodological strategies theyemploy (Bollen, Entwisle, and Alderson 1993). 

Forexample, Charles Ragin (1989) argues that mostcross-cultural research at the macro level invol 

veseither intensive studies of one or a small group ofrepresentative or theoretically decisive cases 

orthe extensive analysis of a large number of cases.Not surprisingly, extensive studies tend to 

emphasizestatistical regularities while intensive studiessearch for generalizations that are 

interpreted within a cultural or historical context. This same paternal so appears in most micro-

level cross-cultural research, and it is clearly related to both theoreticalorientation and 

methodological preferences.Some scholars take the position that cultural regularities must always 

be interpreted in cultural and historical context, while others argue that whatappear to be cross-

cultural differences may really be explained by lawful regularities at a more general level of 
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analysis. Those in the first group most often employ primarily qualitative research strategies 

(intensive ethnographic and historical analysis of a few cases) , while those in the second usually 

rely on quantitative techniques (multivariate or other forms of statistical analysis of large data sets). 

METHODOLOGICAL TECHNIQUES AND AVAILABLE DATA SOURCES 

5) The wide variety of techniques employed in crosscultural analysis reflect the training and 

disciplinary interests of their practitioners.We discuss the methods of anthropologists, psychologists, 

and sociologists in turn. Anthropologists generally rely on different types of ethnographic tools for 

data collection, analysis, and reporting. Ethnographic research has the dual task of cultural 

description and cultural interpretation. The first involves uncovering the „„native‟s point of view‟‟ 

or the criteria the people under study use „„to discriminate among things and how they respond to 

them and assign them meaning, including everything in their physical, behavioral, and social 

environments‟‟ (Goodenough 1980, pp. 31-32) ; while the second involves „„stating, as explicitly 

as we can manage, what the knowledge thus attained demonstrates about the society in which it is 

found and, beyond that, about social life as such‟‟ (Geertz 1973, p. 27). 

6) Three types of ethnographic approaches and methodological tools are generally employed in 

cross-cultural research. The first involves longterm participant observation and the thick 

description of the culture under study in line with Clifford Geertz‟s (1973) interpretive 

perspective of culture. From this perspective, culture is seen as „„layered multiple networks of 

meaning carried by words, acts, conceptions and other symbolic forms‟‟ (Marcus and Fisher 

1986, p. 29). Thus the metaphor of culture in the interpretive approach is that of a text to be 

discovered, described, and interpreted. The second involves methods of ethnoscience including 

elicitation tasks and interviews with key informants that yield data amenable to logical and 

statistical analysis to generate the „„organizing principles underlying behavior‟‟ (Tyler 1969; also 

see Werner and Schoepfle 1987). Ethnoscience views these organizing principles as the 

„„grammar of the culture‟‟ that is part of the mental competence of members. The final type of 

ethnographic research is more positivistic and comparative in orientation. In this approach 

crosscultural analysis is specifically defined as the use of „„data collected by anthropologists 

concerning the customs and characteristics of various peoples throughout the world to test 

hypotheses concerning human behavior‟‟ (Whiting 1968, p. 693). 

7) All three types of ethnographic research generate data preserved in research monographs or data 

archives such as the Human Relations Area Files, the Ethnographic Atlas, and the ever-expanding 

World Cultures data set that has been constructed around George Murdock and Douglas White‟s 

(1968) Standard Cross Cultural Sample. A number of scholars (Barry 1980; Lagacé 1977; 

Murdock 1967; Whiting 1968; Levinson and Malone 1980) have provided detailed discussions of 

the contents, coding schemes, and methodological strengths and weaknesses of these archives as 

well as data analysis strategies and overviews of the variety of studies utilizing such data. 

8) Most cross-cultural research in psychology involves the use of quasi-experimental methods. 

These include classical experimentation, clinical tests and projective techniques, systematic 

observation, and unobtrusive methods (see Berry, Poortinga, and Pandey, 1996; Triandis and 

Berry 1980). However, a number of psychologists have recently turned to observational and 

ethnographic methods in what has been termed „„cultural psychology‟‟ (Shweder 1990). Much of 

the recent research in this area focuses on culture and human development and spans disciplinary 

boundaries and involves a wide variety of interpretive research methods (Greenfield and Suzuki 

1998; Shweder et al. 1998). 

9) Sociologists have made good use of intensive interviewing (Bertaux 1990) and ethnography 

(Corsaro 1988, 1994; Corsaro and Heise 1992) in cross-cultural analysis. However, they more 

frequently rely on the survey method in cross-cultural research and have contributed to the 
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development of a number of archives of survey data (Kohn 1987; Lane 1990). The growth of 

such international surveys in recent years has been impressive. The World Fertility Survey 

(WFS) is an early example. In one of the first efforts of its kind, women in forty-two developing 

countries were interviewed between 1974 and 1982 about their fertility behavior, marital and 

work history, and other aspects of their background. The WFS spawned hundreds of comparative 

studies that have contributed greatly to the understanding of human fertility (see, for example, 

Bohgaarts and Watkins 1996; Kirk and Pillet 1998). The Demographic and Health Survey (DHS) 

largely took up where the WFS left off. In this ongoing project, begun in 1984, nationally 

representative samples of women aged 15-49 in forty-seven countries have been surveyed 

regarding lifetime reproduction, fertility preferences, family planning practices, and the health of 

their children. For some countries, detailed data are available for husbands also and, for a few 

countries, in-depth interview data are also available. 

10) Less specialized is the international counterpart to the U.S. General Social Survey (GSS) ; the 

International Social Survey Program (ISSP). The ISSP got its start in 1984 as researchers in the 

United States, Germany, Britain, and Australia agreed to field common topical modules in the 

course of conducting their regular national surveys. Beginning 1985 with a survey of attitudes 

toward government in the four founding countries, the ISSP has expanded to include surveys on 

topics as diverse as social networks and social support and attitudes regarding family, religion, 

work, the environment, gender relations, and national identity. Some specific modules have been 

replicated and, overall, a large proportion of the items from earlier surveys are carried over to new 

modules, giving the ISSP both a cross-cultural and longitudinal dimension. At present, thirty-one 

nations are participating in the ISSP. A number of non-member nations have also replicated 

specific modules. An interesting offshoot of the ISSP is the International Survey of Economic 

Attitudes (ISEA). Building on an ISSP module concerning beliefs regarding social inequality, the 

ISEA collects a wide array of information on attitudes regarding income inequality, social class, 

and economic policy. The first round was carried out between 1991- 1993 in three countries.  

A second round was carried out in five countries over the 1994-1997 period, and a third round is 

currently under way. Some of the important reports based on data from these surveys include Jones 

and Broyfield (1997) , Kelley and Evans (1995) , and Western (1994). 

11) Also of general interest are the surveys undertaken under the auspices of the World Values 

Survey Group and Eurobarometer. The World Values Survey (WVS) (originally termed the 

„„European Values Survey‟‟) began in 1981 as social scientists in nine Western European 

countries administered a common survey of social, political, moral, and religious values in their 

respective countries. Between 1981 and 1984, this survey was replicated in fourteen additional 

countries, including a number of non-European countries. In 1990-1993, a second wave of the 

World Values Survey was conducted in a broader group of fortythree nations and a third wave 

was undertaken in 1995-1996. In terms of content, the WVS is broadly organized around values 

and norms regarding work, family, the meaning and purpose of life, and topical social issues. 

Specifically, respondents are queried on everything from their views on good and evil to their 

general state of health, from their associational memberships to their opinions of the value of 

scientific discoveries (see Inglehart 1997; MacIntosh 1998). The Eurobarometer surveys began 

in 1974 as an extension of an earlier series of European Community surveys. Designed primarily 

to gauge public attitudes toward the Common Market and other EU institutions, the 

Eurobarometer surveys, carried out every Fall and Spring, have expanded to include a variety of 

special topics of interest to sociologists, ranging from attitudes regarding AIDS to beliefs about 

the role of women (see Pettigrew 1998; Quillian 1995). 

12) Finally, there are two more specialized projects that are deserving of note for their scale and 

scope. Of interest to students of crime and deviance is the International Crime (Victim) Survey 




