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 On Monday December 11, 2017 lecture entitled “Voter Behavior and Political 
Mobilization in Iran: Findings from the Iran Social Survey” was given by Daniel Tavana, a PhD 
candidate at Princeton University. The lecture was given at the American University of Kuwait 
in the multipurpose room from 6-8pm. The lecture was based on findings from the Iran Social 
Survey (ISS), a post-election survey-based study conducted after the 2016 Majles elections. He 
tried answering questions such as: Why do Iranians participate in national elections in such large 
numbers--and who do they vote for? Can survey research challenge our assumptions about 
everyday life and social change in the Islamic Republic of Iran? 
 Tavana started off explaining the different political structures, elections, and the 
complicated voting system of Iran. This was to help familiarize the audience with Iran’s political 
structure. He then went on to explain his methodology which included his tools of surveying as 
well as the time frame. Tavana chose to study the 2016 parliamentary elections as well as the 
2013 president elections. He went on to explain the several political factions and their legality 
due to the absence of political parties, explaining the differences between Principalists, 
Moderates, and Reformists. 
 After describing and explaining the political and electoral structure to the audience, 
Tavana went on to explain the ISS survey methodology.	The ISS sample was stratified first by 
province, then by settlement type. The residents chosen from these areas were called by 
enumerators via telephone. Tavana explained that a survey through telephone would was what he 
wanted because it was uncommon in Iran and people seemed more likely to participate. This is 
as opposed to going door to door where citizens might feel they are under scrutiny. The four 
research modules he explores are: Intergenerational mobility, State services and civic 
associations, Ethno-linguistic identification, and Political participation. 
 In the speaker’s findings, he ranged questions about the voter’s interest and following in 
politics, and then also looked at the voter turnout by age, education, and Friday prayer 
attendance. Lastly, he looked at the voter choice by faction in both rounds of the 2016 
parliamentary elections as well as the 2013 presidential elections. In each categories dealing with 
factions and candidates, many voters leaned towards the most popular choices, however Tavana 
pointed out that when asked about their interest and how far ahead did they think about their 
votes, many of the answers varied. 
 Overall Daniel Tavana explained the importance and complications of his research.  
He explained his reasons for his methodology while also explaining the implications of such 
questions and the intent of voters over a telephone. He discussed ISS efforts to ensure quality 
control checks and reliability of the data. Tavana explained how the way he approached voters in 
Iran will vary differently from how he would approach voters in other countries. His research 
showed a complex understanding of human behavior, attitudes, and decision making in official 
government elections. 
 
 


