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Introduction: Today, social tolerance is a necessary pre-
condition for living in higher population densities with
different types of cultural behavior. The purpose of this
study was to measure social tolerance and its social re-
lated factors in Bandar Abbas.

Method: The research method was survey and the ques-
tionnaire was used to collect the data. The statistical
population of this study included people aged 18 and
over living in Bandar Abbas. According to Morgan ta-
ble, there were 384 people, which was increased to 400
people as a precaution in returning the questionnaires.
The samples were selected through stratified and simple
random sampling. SPSS24 and Amos Graphic software
were used to analyze the data.

Findings: The results showed that there is no signifi-
cant relationship between the variables of gender, age,
income, and education with the variable of social tol-
erance, but there is a significant relationship between
marital status and tolerance. The results of structural
equations showed that the model of the relations of the
mentioned variables has an acceptable fit.

Discussion: If tolerance gives way to violence and aggres-
sion, the greatest damage will be done to the collective
life of individuals and a normal society. In achieving tol-
erance and its very positive and necessary effects, many
components such as, appropriate socialization, sense of
belonging to the place of residence and the people liv-
ing there, the degree of religiosity and also the role of
socio-economic status of individuals are very decisive
and tangible.
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Extended Abstract

Introduction: Tolerance is the understanding and interaction of ideas and actions
that are different from one’s own beliefs and attitudes. From the researchers’ point
of view, tolerance as a valuation and celebration of difference, acceptance of what
one disagrees with, is a lack of prejudice. Thus, as tolerance increases, individual
prejudices and discriminatory practices will decrease, and individuals will be able
to suppress and select overt prejudices that are more tolerant (Weiss & Driskel,
2017:3). Social tolerance can be referred to as the capacity for transformation,
adaptation and adaptability, and the ability to deal with social tensions and crises.
The term was first used in disaster management issues at the 2005 Hugo Confer-
ence (UN /ISDR, 2005). .

On the other hand, the unfavorable situation of marginalization, the damaged
and extensive neighborhoods in Bandar Abbas, which all lead to insecurity and
violence, adds to the need to study social tolerance in Bandar Abbas. Therefore,
considering the importance of social tolerance in people’s lives, we decided to
measure social tolerance in this study as well as the factor affecting the social
tolerance of the citizens of Bandar Abbas.

Method: The present study is applied in terms of survey type, in terms of time it was
cross sectional, practical in terms of nature. The statistical population of the study,
as well as the analysis unit, includes people aged 18 and over living in the city of
Bandar Abbas, which, according to Morgan’s table, determined the sample size of
400 people; using a simple stratified and random sampling method, the copies of
questionnaire were distributed among the three areas of Bandar Abbas. The ques-
tionnaire, after validation and reliability in the preliminary stages of the research,
was used to collect the required data in the final stage. To this end, attempts were
made to extract the items that measure the variables of the research from the items
of the previous research, or to use the opinions of other researchers and professors
to select the best items for the new variables. Therefore, formal and content validity
was used to determine the validity of the questionnaire and Cronbach’s alpha coef-
ficient technique was used to determine the reliability of the questionnaire. Finally,
SPSS24 and Amos Graphic software was used to analyze the data.
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Findings: The result of study showed that there was a positive and significant re-
lationship between socio-economic status and social tolerance (p = 0.148; Sig =
0.000). In other words, people who have a higher social status, they also have
more social tolerance. Also, the results of the inferential test showed that there is
no statistically significant relationship between the two variables of respondents’
age and social tolerance.

The results of the relationship between respondents’ gender and social tolerance
also showed that there is no statistically significant relationship between these
two variables; that is, the means of the two groups of men and women are not
significantly different from each other and these two groups are similar with a
95% confidence level in the average resilience. But the findings showed that there
is a relationship between the levels of social resilience of individuals in terms of
marital status. This relationship shows that married people have more social toler-
ance than single people.

In order to investigate the relationship between media consumption, religiosity,
sense of belonging, and sociability on the level of social tolerance of citizens,
Amos software has been used. The index of goodness and fit in the evaluation of
the structural model indicates that in general the collected data supports the devel-
oped structural model; standard values also indicate that the sense of belonging,
religiosity, and sociability are related to social tolerance. Significant coefficients of
attachment (0.001), religiosity (0.017), and sociability (0.000) confirm the above
relationships. Standard values also indicate that there is no relationship between
media consumption and social tolerance. Significant coefficients (0.092) confirm
the above relations.

Discussion: The results showed that there is a positive and significant relationship
between social variability and social tolerance. One of the innate needs of human
beings is the need to establish interactions and social relations (Rafipoor: 2014).
As Allport (1958) argues, dealing with outsiders increases tolerance for members
of these groups.

The findings also indicate a direct and significant relationship between social tol-
erance and sense of belonging. From the point of view of Chavez and McMillan,
the four components of membership, influence, meeting needs, and emotional at-
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tachment affect the sense of social belonging; In this way, if a person feels a sense
of belonging to the community and knows that his actions and opinions affect the
community and his needs are met in this neighborhood, he establishes a strong
emotional bond with other residents of the neighborhood, which ultimately leads
to increasing and strengthening social tolerance. The results of the research of Sar-
tipipour and Asadi (2018) confirm the above relationship. .
In addition, the variability of religious adherence is one of the parameters affecting
the level of social tolerance of citizens; this means that the more religious people
are, the more social tolerance they will have. The results of Bayati et al.’s (2019),
Zalizadeh et al. (2018), Chari et al. (2012), Monavar (2012) and Kim Zheng (2010)
research studies are consistent with the results of the present study. Also, accord-
ing to Durkheim’s theory, the important function of religion is to strengthen the
collective conscience and social cohesion; in this case, religion will immediately
increase the level of social tolerance of citizens by directly arousing a sense of
cohesion and collective conscience. Also, the results of Pearson test show; as the
socio-economic base increases, so does social tolerance. Bourdieu believes that
people within their class and economic and social base are gradually developing
habits, each of which (lifestyle, type of food, clothing, etc.) depends on how they
behave, make decisions, and act. The theory of relative deprivation also empha-
sizes that reducing the gap between rich and poor in societies reduces intolerance.
These results of the above research are consistent with Afshani and Ram’s study
(2017). The analysis of variance analysis (ANWA) shows that the type of employ-
ment of individuals can affect the level of social tolerance of citizens. The aver-
age table of job groups showed that people working in service, military and law
enforcement jobs, administrative and organizational jobs, educational and cultural
jobs, and manufacturing and technical jobs were ranked from the lowest to the
highest average, respectively. Also, due to the sensitivity of working conditions,
occupational therapies have the lowest level of social tolerance. As long as people
have a sense of commitment and participation, that is, they feel that they are work-
ing to achieve a specific goal and are doing a service, the anomic aspects are
gradually diminished (Garb, 2002: 106). The results of Sharifi’s research (2013)
confirm the above relationship.
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The significant relationship between the two variables of social tolerance and
marital status shows that married people have more social tolerance than single
people. This finding can be explained by the view of the chemist who believed
that social solidarity and belonging and commitment to collective norms lead to
commitment. Single people have fewer responsibilities and at the same time con-
nections and belonging. As a result, he/she becomes dependent on the “self” and
accepts only the rules of behavior that are based on his/her personal interests (Dur-
kheim, 1897: 241). The results of the present study are consistent with the study of
Firoozjaeian et al. (2016), Sharifi (2013), and Moghaddasi (2010).

Ethical Considerations:

Authors’ contributions

All authors contributed in producing of the research.

Funding

In the present study, all expenses were borne by the authors and they did not have
any sponsors. Conflicts of interest

The authors declared no conflict of interest.

Acknowledgments

In this article, all rights relating to references are cited and resources are carefully
listed.

WA



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

FPREN
Jeted sl sl &S ol O slael Ole OOl Sl sdmy Sl ansl
I S rie Aol 3 5l Glasspams (S GlgamslSo 5 aslg blize (6 S ails
Slaal NS 25l gl golpl Olpeals (Sap gl S e sl
GlealBis pimen WS b plarl o Golene  Hb 5 elen]
LIS e STsl aly GBS s bsle clis el o pleze
ool S 181y e 5 BB sba Csl (S (g ol o edins ST Ll ]
Soslite (633 Gl bl Sl Il o Sa S a Sl ssba sl Il ann s
4313 s (L dy oS Sl Gl (28 en Gl Gl A b S ol (Soee
AT Mo 5 L) Al Joos LB 4l cosllas 5 (ool L
Ol a5 LB LUls 5 elazxl gllte VL Ol blra Lolidl (s g
3 ag a el Gl e a5 LB sl (s 5 S ol b
o S5 AESS eSS gl b eslIG B s b s Sl 5l Sl e 5 B i sl
3Ll obea (Vo) E TOLKes 5 (g ) ol 03Y (Ko b Ll L (CTE) o
ags 5 Lays) 55 go iy 5 (S5 05 5 gt B ol e 52 755 5 Comalr 00
(Yoo T sn 555 ) s elazzrlos 8 ptior sde Olejon 5 sbas sl 3l 5.(Y 01
Jleel 5, 4l cdtoan OVt 55 50 48 o 3131 Lol (6leS 525 el Ol ol s
@b S b 55 (oo LB anelr 55 4l o5 ol ol el s glls &S Sl

)l}wgﬂjdoWlQYﬁfﬂﬁjw\ Q}WQKA}QLA)JJE)J J}Jda

1. Dima and Dima
2. Cieri
3. Brewer and Pierce

wa



VA o /‘/,o..v‘ 949 e /.' o Jl ‘s Lo/ c/}/‘ Jw..AJAJ., — L;o.,L’F/ Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

YOVE SO O) als
5> Gl Gaanl 3 Llp e el slotdy Olgea e (s o Sl
Gl ey 5 s3laBl Ly oge bale i S5 050 Jam 5K 56wl
S S Ol e a3 ok oL Sladaly & e 5 as e 13 bess |
Aea Ll os e 6,8 O lael S s)ls LU ol 4 anel> (g3lasl Cunss
S Ol NS e Al 5 el s Sy 5 elerl pbs e Ll
S Glamal= |55l Sl Caeal bl ol Ol Sl 4 s bl gl &S
Sl SO E TSy 5 ) 3550 ol b IS ol aals 6 5VL eler] slaes 5
celie Solgs dlde ol 598 lis ps S5 Sls e 3l elal gl s
Symy Coew g sllael Ll i a8 Sl g (S ONSie OLLIS g
oo 5 il 53l Laib &5 1yle S 5 S OLES bt L e (YT 0Ll 2D 3,15
OF sl 5 Ol oDl Jai 0T 51 3ge Sl (NS0 L3550 0 53 33 (65850
S i 5 S Gl 5 oMSis LU Wiz o Ul sl 31 4 lie .ol 50
il s ) Sl b Ly Wmdse nl o 5 L el Sl Sl Oy g

(Y O 5 sege) das 13 eslinal 3550 5550 S
Sled S5 dlie 51 Sslize Jleel 5 lie Jols 5 S Dlde opl L esdle
s O (5l 31 ks 5 S a5 Olgear 1y Llde Oliie wl 33 545
o e Gl el iy S e pad ol Cilos T 35S (55 8 00
L DT Slaans A5l 5 o 531 5 b sl 2alS 6bl S Lams dlsl 5 35 <L

1. Van Doorn
2. Shi and Peng
3. Wise and Driskell

VY-



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

33 5 38 e 2l 5 IS S Ol a5 Laalg 4 ol 3l s Dl il
ol O 3dme akilosle 5 OV Clr Gy e S b b e (s
5 Aol Glle o Sls o5 wil gl Sa Ol uds oS ol ol g LB eSS
L slemml Ghlde K3 Lsm 51TV OLKan 5 aSYs) &S i 1 Las, 50
el Gl 5 25 L alis 01y 5 OBl 5 Galal (Il 5 hids &b b Ol e
T S s iales 53 Y000 Jlu Sl il g g e Emlis 3 e o315 opl sl
CUN/ISDR( Y++0 ) A&
83,18 DLl [ 34b (w350 s 0 st 5 el o gea 53 Sos wSS
S s 25 SSUS 5 S rlee Cands OF mill 5 el e 2 S 5 el
el s Lol el e3ls Gas el B ki 53 &S SV 5 i L oS O
SKae Skl opl & W5l (Golw sl OUT L 48 Wk o sms, SlS L osss
SR ol 15 058 e |y Sipi 5 6550 (G5S S a5 o
o (Ll i ansl 3 S8 5 GG sl Jlisa 5 a8l 1) gl oyl
O by e onl ol i pda 1 el 5 ol JUS sls cnl b 015,49 B 35 e
L Sdde 5 a5l el a5 51 a8 55 i s pleas S 5 sl 3L Ol lS 5 5y
b S e o S L crman (YA DL Ken 5 sl 15 dites &sline Lo
o235 el e .S 296 L e 4y Sy 5 S (6l 5131 Sl s (e )
(25 3 6 S S b ke (sl S e llle DT L3 b S el plasr s S
ol OF 31 el 6ol 1y 5l s &S 1y plaser Oles 5l 2 BBlas L 53
(ol dly Sl Dlle gu 5 5 op el S nl b &S cdlbee OTL L Lls

.l.«.aLu b&).@‘j&%@;dﬂc‘ﬂ ‘)CL“JLSJ"J"‘C)";“SJ"“)" t.b‘Jw UjJ'J ‘Ji)

Oz 55Tl glagd e g lazs] e

V¥



/

VA o /‘/,o..v‘ 949 e /.' o Jl ‘s Lo/ c/}/‘ Jw..AJAJ., — L;o.,L’F/ Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

u.,aBLLa@)quf ia_gl)))}:fj\ﬂ@._g Clslizel &S 355 o0 gars B e ceslg 5o
YV WOu3 ) L
A 53 935S 5l S il bl sy Sos Bb
adllas oy sy g3 Sk 5 el Sl (Ses & ule sy
S 55 0L bl Ll paans L1 e lesdn g s slel Glole o
el a3l elanrl (galiasl (cwlow Ciliis win s Golapmenad 5 OIS sl
Db ey ol p3 &S ol bl sl i 68 aS Sl andllaes ) 9o anelr 5530
Ll g ol ass 5 Cawsinss ldanelr Gl 5 Sl glaesls 35S L
Aol Jood maw Coa s ) S8 05 G sl AN s 3 s se Glaesls bl
ok ol sl B (S5 5 sl ghle &5 penl w5 Loscall s &5
et ol Js s candllae opl 5o 5 3500 5 0 e piie ) 4 e A s ol
Shlde 15 €t b dea elarl slilhe sLls by e 350 LT aliys oS

S OF 5 30 Yo el 0l UYL el ol s slezs|

Ldﬁb; le.ﬁajj} u‘)haa}u 42-)3&5 )L:.w.g S ol wﬁlj’.& 41.49-)‘ b\.l.a
LS‘J"\'A w)f))‘\s&‘u.:bdj‘ L}"-f G| 03 ¢ QJLQJJ;'NQ‘JEJJLQ,AKJ\.;)
)\ Sl CJ)L:.G (Sl 0 <=L>u\ 69[&3}‘
e Ol s elemml hle b Lad e slgmo b s Lol otbiamels e
el el a bl by Spoa (T0V9) OKes 5 Sl kw8 WOle
Om L ya a8 ol sl UL O s e (ololae ch.w} P CR ST Sl

Olgeas plal Col ulaal 5550 5 5l ) slgd 5l elarl slazel (g5l s sl iz

VFY



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

52558 bl syls 3 sm s seniies 5 jlalis aaly slaz| gyl b Lo e slgis 3
aba>Se (g lobas abaly ( polazml slle b Las o sleldlr Ol e O3 0 o Ll 5
slazel (g laus Gla juate a5 e3ls OLES 50 0 pite Lo O g S Sl @Lﬁ | 0 S
SUMe Glas S st (S8 el bl 5 5y Sl Ll elen]
Hlos 5 O, 4 O, G 03 (slonr]

SLla b olerl ale jur oy b0 L (VAV) L s ol 5 SLESI &S L2y
dom ol e sl il 35 0Ll S L8 YAE s G ,ed Obler Ol s slez
el bl b ls (Jiadl cuns s ‘JA‘U Cand g (s (G 45 Kk
oL plezr! o O gmman ola pize bl 3l 3525 (golsbas alal, (g bl Ll
e b elarl Ghlbe 5 e blosl blus 5l eslizal Olpe 5 elaza - gslasl
Llails Hlslas

Fin ol Jalse 5 elenrl Ghle o ) (Ao 3 g (YY) & 2
5 St 03031 51 ol el @l Ol She Oy e G 3 ol
ol el o lalas aasly s g s e lasOLLS (G (pl s Weesls Lo g4 2
Lols) 4l o ol daly sz pde 5 25 80050 luly; Sl s slexx] slazed
OS5 Jelosd 53 o o)1y sla it plad Sl cl slazal Silbe 5 25 505
Jale 5 055 Jola M mmd (pasid w slazel el ulet (gl slezsl o 5 o
LTI Al e e 53 1 e (e O3

53 bt oy sloe 4 1 Lle d(T0VY) bl 315 (60l ¢pioman
Ol Blodamin Glied e sbaesl gl 53 1y Llte sladsly 5 350 Jolsen 5 azails
Sl e |y Salglbs Ly 5 alay 5l eslanal (Mass « S05 SUISG! Jon sl e

6})@)3 “:)U\fu\ Ju.vLA L;jwjx\o);&w‘ab‘yb; &LAJ) \)‘ij)‘.xfj‘

VFY



/

VA o /‘/,o..v‘ 949 e /.' o Jl ‘s Lo/ c/}/‘ Jw..AJAJ., — L;o.,L’F/ Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

Ol Gaoe glaamly Llesls )1 3 adle 5550 03 50 1hlde (gladaly a5l 1, o5l sl
o3l 5l el (S DUl asilur, 5l eslinal ol CAlams (sla e S Aas e
Llie oSl Ol e b (6l sonn alaly cosl 5l slael e sledlad 5 elazs! Lyl
e |yl aesl gl glab s

w05 o O NI Lelge 5 slal 5 1l et Js ol cledassy Obe )
25 el s letass

(Pl gl Aol ys &F aasly s Sl e 5> (T Loy 5 Legs
CYeye Sl o Sl sleds)l ulay 51 ol slaosls 5 S Jlosd sa 12 4
JJL Sy 05 S dalpd 4 s o cpl s lastls 538 EA s (Y
Rl 38 8 Jalse mmmen ety olenrl Jasd  Llys mis e
O 1L Cand s 4 Ol e ol 030 IS 51 elazr| e S IS e
Sledi) @I ST Rl 4 5 pasd Sl e ol Cns e i (3 50
3,5 o Lal sl 3l galeliy

(G Sl (8l Sl a8 Ol g o (gladlis 3 (Y410) "0 58Sl s 5 oo
Lo sloxl sl 5 aoacns s Ole LLII kb Wl 0L 2 4 s
St Ky 53303 oo Ul s elel bl bllasil Mo ) o ieo 55 b,
Cind 5 gh blo a5 5,8 e a5 S e Ol ) ey 0By 5 slex]
o3Il Sl wdipd 08 S5 05l sladyl b 3ol g0 o 53 5 edsn s Ll
S o G35 ediy] DS gl |y aeeiens s olonr]

b e oS Leloml Loyl 5 5 lde Cole oy o a4 s 5o ((Y0VE) 0,55 O3

)ﬁ)‘L.’b \)lJAJ:ATJA.;U CMALA (.d:?;PL? O..{\)b KX sl 419'-\:).; L((éj.\i&.a ‘)\"L").ﬁj.’

1. Beeline and Yelkinson

\FE



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

S5 Sl 0315 I3 ) 3550 Llde 4 Lad s slaasl 5 e Olids Sl
IR 0T sap dals 5 Ulte 5L ogb deas S o Jails, s S LS e 0L
Oal al b o e ol o glaadlse 51 G Ol pear elanrl slazsl das e
A o 3 1 Dl 5358 00 L8 @ S e )l

bl s liSopend Jolge 5 b wp 4 el 5o (VD) ' (iamen
S ol O 51 S o5 sy 2l el s (K Ks 5 b 5 olar]
cla_.ﬂj'\ lel B 4 &S Lleas S 5 ol sl sl £ Ol 3 Lyl a5
Aol g3y 51 ok I e b Bl g y) cdilsy ot VL sl
Sleatls ) & Griman dlie () S o B Bl Sleas S L1 el Lol
Sleas S Ole 5o lde 45 das o OLES 5 ol antls y Lle 35 5 o bdcgmes
el slazsl U lde s ol 53 el a8 53 O lge 36 Ole 55 5 2« 50ls
2,05 Sl pra 5 Sute dlal

LU oS 53 ol LMo 5 0 Olgs b assy 53 (T) ) TS055 5 oS
i e eade LIS i 5 Lgliad s 4 o Olals g o8 Al s wn ol
s (5 S e Sl ¢ ade OIS 5 4y

2 De 5 epess) (SA s pane elal ol A8 (Y0r4) T, 5 LIS
53 Klesls 513 s 350 Sosal 5 onls ahem sl ola)5iS 55 1, elel Gleas S
laaod ol 53 S olie 5 Bl 653 5 00 28 olennl a0t o syl Gk ()
5 slime 3135 eas S L bLil rman ol elazl Sl s a5 BB me

Sy e Gl o e g g elanrlaSid 5l ol 55 0

1. Lee
2. Kim and Zhong
3. Ikeda and Richey

V¥o



VA o placd 99 gl iaiony S o olainl oly it ale dolilas

(& g - -

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

033 15 (Y VA) (gl 5 55 o o Do S 80053 (B3 Slednsy e dle
b, TV 8) 0L 5 sl sl (Y1) OKan 5 Ol 35,8 (Y4 VA) O, Ken
Slolte s 55 (110) 05l 5 ok (YY) Gilasme 5 (b sy (Y1)
Alazls s 4 slanr
(o> Oy s e 48 s OLE sl 5 s e ol lalllas 5
5 P S0s0 ks bl ol bl (slal glon (slenl slzel
Sla e 5 alle, G e o elannl — gl oL« Sol sl Luls, a5 S0
S5 o Ol i 53 (OO a3 (o gt 0 smm0n) plas
Slola,y O a5 oMy dile b paze ol 51 2 31 s cpl s ladls |lae
A G el 6 planslr dile (6505 e e 51l p e dle 5 el eslinu
2l e s G Olgeas wlie sl el 3 aS e 5 038 (Sa B g war g L
K33 o Oliioms Sl 50 a5 BB ISG Sl Ll o eslitel 5 25 o s
OVslae Jagy 5l andllas cpul 55 eman 0 SOl wleydy b s el l gl
a3l ol el Lo s 525 g 53 AMOS il Sl eslisl L s L

RGO PSS WP V3o

A ezl
Wi 5 s b b 05 e 1 slorml (sl cales S o)Ll 55 93 oS sbokes
G Sl ax g bl elaxl gl pu 5 25 L ablis 0155 5 (850 5 Gulas
ool Ces e il 5 S Sl o sl S sla e 5 el CJJM
A o el Gl G SIS ST bl e s el 5 gl

(ed SRl (8 pdhanal ( slal 5 (gslasl eL<>L O halss ) s sl cpl ol

\¥$



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

sl o 0o Ol a5l elazd (sl s 3lad uleml 5 el O e

S5 r.:aa\)al oalau

Sl syl

0313 o3kl 03 S Joos lims 0 5 300 N i e pbasl ey bs Llte o3l
el 0313 o3 5 03 5 L 03 S Je Slae 4 (5 shae Lol pl ol O3 ST
bl 5 01805 Sk, 5 lie (upn 4ol (slme 4y lke (S5 ol et 2 S b )
Ol s 520) ol 0k iy o e e (23ls sl gas 8 5 3131 ey G52
(Yo

ool b oayst (ol s 3 AS e Ol s (V40A) T, ol s b
e ialsl a oS el ge das o 2al5al Leas S cnl sl sl ol 53 1) ol o3 S0
oolde e daslg o gas Loy i ol 5h e L1 ) Ll sl 50 558 0 e
(YN8 O e 5 o ol 3l 85 a0 T A T ol ) s s b LS 3

4 il glaaio bl Sos b w48 ol enls Olas ool Sl 55 e
ALl 5 s, g Rl L &S] o5 o oie Ly 528 53 8l 31 5t sl
Al SRl S0s lassiS Oline slen b Ll ote oSS ccilis (5LSin 3
w6355 0 by K3 Slens S 51 63131 L 3555 1 i i) & olazn Shlke
A go OLES |y 1yl Ol s cCanB g ol 53 33l by Sos e g o S 5l ol o2l
A0 5 se)

)J@uud&iﬁgébﬂba)u\ty‘)ﬂuﬂbwQtﬁjfwwjlaaw

1. Tolero 2. Allport
3. Quintetler 4. Mutz

VY



VA o /‘/,o..v‘ 949 e /.' o Jl ‘s Lo/ c/}/‘ Jw..AJAJ., — L;o.,L’F/ Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

LLg.u\)J&b\L3awlé.}wl..A:Sda&&éﬁ%djy@\)obﬁljlm‘@lﬁﬁ&
5 Ebor 5 Ol op 50S s 5 (28 Ol GISKS 1 508 L (sla 58 s e OLLS
(YN0 DSl 5 ) Wlaals 1) Slgy 5 sl Gt Cond s o i
5l LS (5 S0 0 e e IS ol gkl e 51 S0s g s
53005 3,8 o Dbl SSUS sledss 4 Jos Ogmen 035 Ll 53,8 0355 @
Oleasl edils g 3l (5L 5 ke 51 (St 2y 15 lbe Slae 51 SG ylbe iy j0
;\ﬁﬁed\ﬁUJﬁe-@Jw‘@ﬁb‘?‘“{dbbgbc@)&“bu'ﬂ}ub@
umlwﬁgdzﬁ..usd.,wmj)\),u)@;w\);bqsm&);g;t@
Col ] goldnin o Ko 5,50 o5 Ol Sl 0 Sl w3 g 5 Lt
S A 3 pomen Al Comy & Jos 301 L3 1 O S S
S gl 5 Odd 4 Gladl Ll 5 5SS 5 U S0s pl 53 (So5i8 S 1S
el 45 el Sl Badbanst p GNS e 30 S Culg 5 el OLSs

G el

Caanl Vs T sl 5 OO o b Sl Glas el 5 23l Gl G s
ol 51 ke alie sler nl el s LB 450 Slem LKa, Sl Gl e
ble g 5 L (53l 03551 (S S ey e

5 A3l andls glalows plarl b (Savsm 5 Cogude olot 635 1605 sl 5
5 Sl eols Cypae OF 53 65 Gldoms 0208 53 1 3 S5 Lyl s 5 s e

L Cosae ) il dal g ddoes  maxr slgliS )5 (g i CS e Jla] (S S

1. Walzer
2. McMillan and Chavis

YA



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

fils ales G b Sl 5y 5 05 05K 0351 (S el Ol Solay Ol 55 s
ol ol wb e gLl Ks G b 51 aS 3 ls b o3Il e b3 b oS e ks

5 il anils 3y alees g i (I8 5 5 a8 bt 53 ST s s
liol el pete S o dls la)lS 3 LS O o aSTH Sley g e e 53 S
ol &yl Ll dlows amw 5 (510 S plaasl 5 L b 33 T Jled oal en Jlaz> S
.M@\Jﬁﬂbé\&ﬂfﬁkﬁyswt

slasls Lol gl Gl o adle (pase Olpon 50 WSl Gis @l
S AS oy 3 (S5 WL GRS adlje (@less 3l AST Al Ll el
03550 1y 555 LSl a4y 56 5 il slajls il 5ol alms S elonsl Jltla
&S

355 Skl b 5 (Glale plonrl 4y 53 Jlail oy ible ol g (romon
bl Gk sy 4y S (w15 e o Line 5l sleiiS 4 SIS 5 Jlasl cpl 555 00
@ kS o S5 00 3 &S 1) lalows 635 8148 5505 e Ol S I3 o Sesle @
Glals s oSl gl g rie Sabel aal Jlax| (il azils cags able Llsd

SAdansls
(Ll 5 el GleiiS (Giluwatea 5 5 amslr Sl iy 5 53 5 s
OF Clas 53 555 5 b & Wilsai elazrl Olosle O 51 2i S5 Vh anelr (55
=l 3 S b )l de 5ol anias Gladsie (@Bl s Al e
Ly Al Gl S US4 Ml oS obidl SVsle 5 bl eleas] gleiiS

o blize GleisS 1S A8 e bl ledody Sy got |y anelr s cpl ol T e

12}



/

VA o /‘/,o..v‘ 949 e /.' o Jl ‘s Lo/ c/}/‘ Jw..AJAJ., — L;o.,L’F/ Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

Sl 513 Kalen sl Sl gloddantle 65 anel= 55 0pl5) Syd g b sl
0585 55 Sl 5 anl plts odal s g Ol w3 cpoled blise 1S 3 b 5l oS
G Ly il ol 5 0L Gl diee jased 45 ol Sl 4 geres 500 e
s GRS L st e ) St 5 S35 s peme al o Ll e alprend
Gl 5 SRl s SI3 Gk Sl nlaly o5l s 6 0L sl
355 @by e 5 opiman b o AT aBlpens 605 nl 4 Sd 53 038
sl (s 530 5 () Ao L33 5 40
‘C’e\w; 5 3,0 v.:alf? ol 5 KmS S cl 32 e (a3 (S Ol e
o el (6,505 b 0L anliolejle 3 Sy 0 a3 ahe Oles 1= (S5
35 Sl s 5 (0 les oo U 1 bzl csla 5 o Kl glas 1 4S (0 o
W) s o 5 L ol 5l ¢ Jes g 55 3l dar g Lo sl ABTOT 51 e a5
s gn 0L 1S15 OF 2l 53 5 A3 st (o0 4 Sl S (6558 LS,
Ol & el 5 o1 e o ool (a3 5 (o) Ol dlaly J s (3555
(Y0V0 (585 50 5 (53L) S tpmilimn [ 0 1SS 58 8 45 il Olads (o) iy o
3,8 o Sy po sline Il 53 bsls 5 lee 2 el b (g ploamals e LS )
Corml 513 15 (6 pdyamaler ol sl ol 05500 51 (5 ommie S1ysl OF 3,551 i S
S5 eame Shysl SX S 3 e Al el (Aaled) e Ll e ol
iy ol Gl 5 a2 5 813 53 (055 ool ditime s i o 53 4 elazx|
55 el 5 81 b b aals Sl 30 050 (6 68 IS5 5 8 e IS5 5 s
il o 5 638 e s A el elonrl 5 815 nl 003 s Ks8I
Q»«S‘_;Hp-)mwlu@i:}@ijwi@a-djp)é:}y.ﬁ@mm&:
Lol B Jols wlps 5l b s anelr sled sl 5 sl S5 5 ST elezr

VO



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

Q\ﬁ:p;})bj)j.b{\j)aJ\;;SJJ:;Sdo)jcu_jwlg-dt,zo\jf.:al{;;mw:l;uj):

NG

Sl O uan

was 13 0S5 Shoss | amals 535 sledil Llp e oS ola e s
o PV JPRCI P L INC S VPRCIN PoV W PR
23S sl dol 8 2o Ll a5l oS plaS as B il iagls ol 5 4 g S
Rl R e 8 Gl b 3 053 S o WSk |5 65 el 5 (3Ll e
Sl S il slen sl 5 elanrboslabl Lo alaly oS ool 4023
A Gb el gl (VY ) el 3 (gl )3 ) e oS
b T a0 o 35000 B0 alasr 0T sln 1 Ledis) oo ity s )Ll
S8 cnl oS Bie gilee olanrl laeSi Ly a i ol al i STl oS
gl (g5 goladl 5 slarl laoe OUSL 58 slen sl 5 S Ol OS5
a s bl oS s T a0 oS 550 e JB o O 6l |y el p i
Son b s el 3 gLl 5 Lo sdoe oy 33 S S Ul e w0
S o U 5 Sl et SlaeSt Sl pleslizal g XS o S5 01 s oS
(Ve 0L e 5 )

Sl et Jadie 25250 by G Cbbe 5 (60 it 5 el 5,55 2
ST CRCRPTN{ L VI VP R A B RS EO LIS PR RCI i PO PES R P ICIPR Y
A Wl kS e Al eS Jadie Al 5 1wl G ae a5 3505 L5 Tyl

1. Inglehart
2. Adreno

A



/

VA o /‘/,o..v‘ 949 e /.' o Jl ‘s Lo/ c/}/‘ Jw..AJAJ., — L;o.,L’F/ Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

S Sl Gl3mle 5 o melr 53 5 Sl (Sn b i SR O P PN
Gl e s o IS edda I linl 5 S g D pon | SO aib s Sy pe
Glae 8 ol Jb s pl Ll e 1y golasle (aUé.E by olis g Hlakial oS
S gl 5 Bl olee Ole 5l Chbie (o5l 5 oalial 5 S5, Slos i
Cllas 5 slge GVl 5 L3 0 lo0 5l ST el 4 Cews e gd e as e ol
YN (el o3l 3D 5 patla) LS o B515 0 35 lasl 4 a5 L ) el

K1 prie 23S a4 Oladl as e s sl (i8S (655 a0k oS s 31 iaen
4 il elamrl 2 53 4l S 8 5 o Seee 48 das e 0L aler
(S o) G &t by (A5 5 S 035 e et g Bl ol 23S
o ey e bl Jilas Sl oSl Llesls plil 63N VAV aas
Sli3 53 O sl o8 A o Ol 48 (IS g i ilesls 13 o) 50 5 O 0
oL shls 5 el s L Lgliads sdiS a5 5 By Ol ol pie 4 558
oSl 03 S8y plal maa o s, e Coadly Wl d)l,\fﬂjs\s
Lad s slaslitle ple d s 54l S 5S glis 5o 1) (e)lsale 5) 05 5l ()18 I
o2l il o5l G (olsabe 5) g sls ool sdiie 4 . ls o coade Aile _slaz|
L 05l calid ol o S o STl s 0350 e | 0T OIS0 48 S e
x5 gl S s oS il ol S ”u,,)\;\:,;‘oidou;z\ slas SIS 5 e
NV O 5 Slom ) ol elarl o oy O Coes i 5 Oler

1. George Grabner

VoY



lheodo gl o elas] oo oloi] (glooliS pond

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

Fll Ghlhe (SlaodiS ond 1 foe Geod (55 Jube (V) JSCE

B9 -

e REE g it i i

9
u:q@wasdﬁrbgw\u?.x.agae-jsl{}w\u;uﬁﬁﬁj;i@;jl,;b-ww
Jolse 51 S g B ls e O OF 5 Jise belss 5 slaxxl glyle
G ze) dGh ulem) L,S8 o 13 ey mnsse Glagh el 53 S slaxsd
oS, Ll (slasl - elazl oL 5 (us shabies pbanslmia olala,
a I VA Ol g 4 ol Gl (solel amalr s sl s & il 35 Sl
o5 o ge8 (Soladp as Lzl b gy bl Oley 5o &S oy el el SV
Slols rle st b (Cama Ly 553030 5 140 Jl 3 Ol LT S e S
LAYV s ol VL 4 JLIA Corer oS Sl o g 28 AT 2B e

Lles 55 05 L, VAYYYY 55 e 5 VAARS T sl ol 5l oS ol 035
euys;,,Tﬂ45¢Ml°m°>u;MloL§),aJ,J>,;\‘aﬂﬁ&w&\ﬁﬂ&@b;

kS eals il & Ee e & sad daaelidi s 6 i8S L ps blas| gl aS es s e AL

‘L):‘"'QJJ:.T’: C)‘i“)b Llods ub&\ o5l L;‘MLGSJL;‘&E.JQ dﬁfé\;}«u uj“ﬁj 4.L:..~}4.’ ulijghutg

VoY



VA o placd 99 gl iaiony S o olainl oly it ale dolilas

(& g - -

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

i A g ejm o aadkie g adkie dn 4 (gl Slend Sl bl gl
doss £ bl JS )lsl (g 3l o Sl Comarr 5 Ll 0 s S i
wilaie Sl o3 YA 5 s addate Sl do s TV 5 G ailaie St syl e Copmor
MW 5 g aikie js asliion p sde VoA 5 G adken > asliion  sde WA s 4
Geos 5 Jdow dly ol G s w4 5 LA oSO d addaie s el s
455>ﬁ4>ugwMu_wﬁ%uubwj@?)‘ﬁt.;ﬁx},@@g\yw;}»yt}
Gl e Al g Ol U b S slgeasls sl g pioman 5 ol ol 61
O a3 5 Ol klo 5l & boyslin nodle d(alsy) K o3l s 3550
3 S et S 5 6 Sletasn Sl (e 5 Sose 2l S5 D)
6uo>l>¢ﬁ@);.wlauw1ﬂ~.v‘\Mmﬁ-cu};éwkﬁ,@.wuuwﬁ%
)‘)3LLJ;J}A.:)'.?JJ)jAAmOSGI‘aphiC)SPSS)‘J'.‘}‘(;J;L&S@d})]@;’-)"mgj..a)}.;
5 Sk i (glgh s3T5l o e o o shas a5 Wnesls gl utad 5l g i S
Sl seite Sl s g e A el bl 5 o 5 o 53 53 (5 a0

ool e ezl (g5l Sk 158 5 ) e

:Jdaﬁcfiwu.z&bdéuwij

(ool (6151ke) aigly iz il
ol bl slatl 5 B0l e e I B B 2 b Ol e ke
YT (gdemme) 35d 00 o5 Lo BBl 5 5l Tl 5 5 Cite sl
S m S e S s S 3l S Y0 N0k 3 5 5558 Soslol waliie

L si Too¥ b s elide cnl 355 g0 (551085 ol (bl 30 SWIS) o2y 5 (oilois SLIS)

1. Connor and Davidson

VOY



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

$35051 8 0 pad s a5 199) BVAVA Ul s Lelassy so,m b Oswdised 5 555
CABA L Ll goslol Ty el OV 5 51 S a5l el g o 2y
3 Gose 5 2y 5 Gope slael Sl plarrl Glle i ¢l andllas cpl s ol
Sl bt ol 5l 5 (Y001 Stames el 5k ol ain) ol 3 oy ol
il 5 S baas S ol 03 S eslinal elaz (glolhe Ol e o
Gt 6 S Bl S S5l 0T L 1 3 (15 e das e Fy (St (B
Jmels (B S SaS e a4 el Ol 5o S psls ST L (Gl paens 5 Koo dlaly oS
Sl Pl LS SoS Wl o & L s S ) 5 gy (OISR (sl s
plazils widS 5 oS lends e et sleslr 2,8 0 o3 R
S 255 sooRe DI 5 el L Sl e a5 Liles S sl e 5 Sliebl Ol
om)tsp; ot o2 L@j)mx}wgdwv:@ wrlpe WSISLES b S5
4l e 5 ol (Solow 3l Ygomn 350 (IS JS B e el U
SO 2 50 Ceen gmhan i b s O o 3 oS pdiine o3 S 0 5L ol J=
@ ol (@Bl o b pdiins ol (SIS o AT 4 5 oS e 1y IO o 2l
Sl 3 g s rmle ipd o s liSUuall gl S By ol Cows (il
et Sl (B 08 e bnS 4 8 5SS gl oS (o e Ol 5 il
L oMKl pas o s o e 508 o SO S pd 5 o8 el e Bl p5S el
o B . L o N P T L
52l Bl (63,8 15 355 oS oo p 5wy ses (S5 OIS 5 el L 55
I3 e 1 0 Kes o 0K ole e b 5 5l pks Glemannal (5 0 03 s
Lsosn 03 @S JRS ) ot 5 o o8 O bl Olabest 0l e das

SE3 535S oo OS5 et bl 60 4 555 0 03Y A (S oS

VOO



/

VA o /‘/,o..v‘ 949 e /.' o Jl ‘s Lo/ c/}/‘ Jw..AJAJ., — L;o.,L’F/ Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

é.lj)' Lng_.L.H;: .(:)12 JJI.S r\u?.l.:) » v.«SLsA e .r)\b (Chaddn JC..A)J:.; e ;§.i
0 tpS o SO Bl @ Dy Sl oo b Bl B8 B 3 s psls S )
Ml n oo 4 lgnd iy bl

s (sl i 1o
axel= 4 (gyloley LS;M{U g‘jf:,.“thy 3wl asle 1 G Gl el -
35 03 h a6 i ok (e Ll b Ko s sbomsl 5 3130 oy Kieon Lo g0 oS
Olee 2ol 6l (YoVY eslssame 5 Jd) L5 o amalr 51 (6 p b Sl i
Cib B 3 5 i e 4 el o o3l J1j i 5l Gla el
Gl ol GUIT o ol 0351 wilon SelS B o8l 5o SalS 51 o S s 0
G O gman paios Dl 5l e pl (6ol (gl p pimeen 3yt VEV L L
3 3BTV OLes 5 bl (YD) SLSan 5 ealieaal ol (Y1) OLSas
Fsks (Y00 0) OLa 5 T LS (Y ) TSy s 5 e, (YY) TG
B PN SR (S Gl lel aie slaa Sl ol eslinad (1447)
o Jelad g ol 53 S5 aalsl e tpls (53U il gt ] 355 g 5131
S5l el ol 52 (S @S e Rl et O35 ed l sae 4 il ol s
ed 31O sl el OAS g Slp e S S gl e s
S o Sl 1S a Je Az szan | plosdy b 4 e eas plal ] e
S s e s s ol S e (S5 ele st e 3 plasl il glasl oS

ALl 3L SWy 5,08

R | r.:f oéjﬁ'bul&w‘juu}k}u 4rL:..! d\.ﬁ." A.L:..u} 4JL~) :6‘45@) u,a.a—

1. Acedo 2. Roller and De piccoli
3. Kayle 4. Taylor

VoF



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

Lo (slged 53 45 ol (LS il 51 as OF lailony b pae 51 sl IS 5boa,
Jos plad 55y GUls 5 oL Ll Lol S5 s Lloslizal 5,50 todal 5925 4
SLales Ol (sl G pme oy 1 gl (YA cO‘)KMjL?)&)}W)C»«‘@»}
51 eslizad Ol .l 0l sl (gloslsale) ol 5 s das 53 3 Ol
ool 5o (el Sln 55,0kl o leslsale O 5 ol SlaaSd 5 JAx1s O 5 50
Sl eslizal Olge 5 eslial g5 sloml Slaaid o Sl 5 AS sk ekl
b by QW s 238 15 om0 Gyl s ola) (Ghlme laaSi
AV L s g ol lola, O ae slaw S
Lajloen 5,3 OF I 3 &S el slaz | Blize (28 dul b o5 1 plyanalr —
55 Osalm B Les S 53 05z se ol 5 (S b olannl jole Koo 5 el
(Vo313 5 orh) S 0 G 5550 St L 1 OF 503 S S5 s 5131,
S SS cib s 5 ele b S s o 0L Sl gl g pdianlr (el
opad 45 A3 e Voosad Jilis 5 Y0 6sad Sl s dlbie SlS b il se SIS |
A gl G oo 5 VI3 51 a5l e fgeme ol n S25050
sletnsn adlas b g pbiamslr i 4 by e glaw S il gl o+ VTV L
My i 5 S SLy 5 (V) s (YA Lamex 5 5L 3 Oszen
5ol s (VX)) w05 s SISty eames Al b 55 laa S (VD)
slasl o hles S eslinal las S ol 5 (g plbanalr i gl 50 (Yord) i
203 5y beesl il gLl b 63l el )l 5z pemes 50 S el Lol il
ooty Pl i Lo o3l gl 3 sl oo GLSl o Lie 5 e Lo asl il 3 Syl S

Yoy



VA o placd 99 gl iaiony S o olainl oly it ale dolilas

(& g - -

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

;%)\qw:)\:Jb&e;l}udl‘é&\j\éngj.wl%oﬁjwj)\
AL ,15 0 bl e 0l 53 A plesl gl oS
3o ol gpeld o 8 cl blisl  cae Jes ol S skl —
5 ok Jlasl el JWS 5 iy e 3 gl Calits 8l 555, il Sl bz
(V000 i 5 sS0) Bl gy o S bl 5 e, as i Lol
5o Sl 5 d S e gl SOkl 5 SIS b s sl glaa S
Sla,siS 55 058 3,1kl (gl aS (V470 oSkl 5 SUS) el sl astlus (g5l s
ol |l oSl 5 s g e DLl Olg sy S 3 QLT Aol sl il
gl Gl 48 g Hamsme bu 5 (Yerd) dlo s aliin y cpl Lol
Olojen SO olay 5 sl plos cplymms alo) awns 4w 53 1) b ols) Oliims
P ELis S W Gk Sl elde bl o e S 2 gl 5 s
5 Sl (el ¢ ible (gslael le@ bl Jals (gl suite .ol ol (35058
5 bely slimel dmy w4 ST L olus i gl g cpl D3 Sl (650
V) Glon (Y02 8) O 5 o0l 3l s usls 13 Dyl 350 s ol (Sl
A3 5 (TV) LSt 5005 ol (Y00 2) OLKan 5 oo (YN aresr 5 i
SRS o3Il eliie Lo S ealial Loy 5 ol 51 s (il S (sl 5 O S
(33l 50 alS) ol e LS aaSsp o S cab o cpl s eslinuls g
Ll 6 pduamel W o s 3,8 o 55 |y (il SalS 5 Cillses ¢ pulis ¢35 50
Jlesl & Cwld 55, 53 ea)ls aﬁ}L}l) Olacdy ol Cfie\__:qufézﬁ ©IYY
by el e OB 5 St 5 OIS S 5 a5 e (S lds Lo b5
Mot o il talas g ol Gdoe Sk S e ax a5 Sl oS 013

LB 58 (6 S sl L IS Sl e sy 5 350 3 3l s el

VOA



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

B P W S W WIS S PYCIN PR E LTI PRCIFS PR
Olpeas Jiisb Joo 22555 Sl 5 Wil il o U3 55 Ll (S50l analsr 53
o535 o (@il Blae b e ansilr) Ol ol plil js dis 5,0 mLals
534S bl 5 aade kel el je 3 alian 3l e 013 LS plania p S
wlost ey sl @S o (@S o IS0 35 e S eSS 5 b
(@2 Colamr
3 bl ol w a5 Lol el oKL sl elezal oKL -
S A5 o ol 0 S alyie iy b 6k 0 et 5 eleznl e
T bl 5 SabD Yo Vb & s b ste e gte ol 4 5y Jae e ol
By e ((Sa e slanl Cands 5 o3lal Cansy dm 53 3 e ol (U8
53 b (S olaiml Condy das 5 sl ol adl o b (3Ll Candy day
35 dalps 5 M Jad dile pleat i b g ol e 5 i oL il 3o
sl gslasl oL o sl 4ol 4 a5 L S sdoin (S S b
Dl W 1 el o eslinal ot lisicomer slapite plesl 51 0L Sl

] o ES

asl

g;éz‘.*’.’:"du“:jl:’.
ges 3l doys OVA &S il ) Sl 0Ll G 4 by e S
Ly o bl @gad op iy Bilods Jols OU3 1y doys ALY 5 Ols e |y i s (ssbel
0./\) JL& Ye\A ‘_;'wuejjiﬂu.jaﬁf Q{JIASJ(MJJ i')deY'"Y‘q L;L.Ae_}ﬁéu.

5 (Ao iO.\)&ngerﬁ;dﬁd\?@JJJ.h ©ols QL}QJLMUJ (Ao

ATAN



VA sl (99 sl inivns Jw olaizl oliy oy ol dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

ol 33 Olsee B3l lesls LSCes (Aoy3 V) sl g 05 S L e o 28
S 5 (hoy3 00 A) Ologi Ohen 33 B Sy shalss L5 0L Sy o 2o
o L Jels (deo3 10) Osabes Slez B oan 05 S 1) al o
5 (Mo 08F) Sleds DML 1 LT ity o sl 0L 0L Sl Jad 5 ol
@olsl Jelia 15 (Ao, Y0 0) 5 conlosly |05 (Ao)s VY) Sleys Jelin |y o xeS
JS o3 TEA L s e 5 dons WX L Odlalie s ilan S5 s Sl

Ko Lol 1) gowy 1235 58 4 g5

D s 4 bg e e g slaasl (V) Jgas

n Max Min S2 M gwlie

£ VYo o) FAds a0 ol Ik
g1 ¥o VY ). A ol el
£ Yo q 4.0 A Yo A S plyanals
£ £0 Wy £V ¥r ol
£ YY ¥ Yo AY avi Sl G e

waTg;.wbéu. g}'f-‘<’k?‘ ‘)\J.SJ W 9 éj—‘? JJJP' DL O.MT&:MNJ@ C)LC«}Ual “ 4;-‘5..; L’
&g;gm.:a.3)\3)1}&\1@chﬂ)zol.xjjjg.idcw;ﬁébl.uASJ.:W)A.?%;J&.\J_Q\_,SJ
RGO I W &)l; LSZ‘YL LY .b.wj.'l.a Cr:la.u BL) w_b 6.&.&:‘@ ‘6J.1J.iwb- cél;t.? g}"l"“’-‘

C,...:J\))‘J:@ mlﬁ%b))wb).@))é‘@b)dw cQTJJ ajy\&

\5-



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

blnl glaasl
bl Oazan gls ke 51O 0 (olazxrl Lle 2 S3e Jolge Sroni 6
Sl paze o s el oalasl oL slalo; G pan (golus (8 dyanalr (Gl
Gline U i 6l i ol 5o eames ol ol eslitul i liicanen
S 055 55 L 5 05030 5 el Steen (Ll slgipesl 5l i e
355l g el Sl 5l Jime (slapate plu s (Sl 5 Sl s aslinad

) ol ealail JJW L;ij)/\’ 3 u:")‘j’

Gzl sl g S LSomen gl e dhail) (w2

Saad 03031 51 eloz| Sl b elozm b golasl oSGl o abaily o 81
Geirs laanl ol sld L5S (1) epled Jsdor 3 & Sl ol ol Oy
j(n\i/\);z.w%Fol}?‘al{6)l>@x»j¢fia4h_gbﬁi:,a);dlw6;l:om
L1355V elazrl oS S (g3l 3 Sos e asls s s (4000 ) (g lalme pedane
Ll 58 g i slel gl

sy Solsbme daly elanrl Shilde 5 Ol Sl (p e 53 G el Bl
2 ol el B8l 0SB (SSig + 0 0) sl Cesay (5 lskan el 31
i asd e 5y sls sy dlaly slarl GLlde 5 e s &SN 5 e s
Ol 5 o O #lls pde (s (VW) ol JLB1 fassy b ol sy

3l Sl gPean ¢L5)‘)T&_.JU

VY



VA o/*/,o..v("r 949 e /.r D /> h‘)j/,w(;f/ :/ﬁ‘/‘ JW.A_/A/., — L;o.,L’F/ Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

Pl Syl Ol 5 S LECamen gl ke o Al D o3l gl (V) Jgix

O 5 4
el gl
Lbede b anl | dal, r P i
b ke VA o ol galaml oL
Abeas ke AR ) -

el 33 i oy ol ] g le gl edasOlES (1) ojled Jsd

5l aS s e ou;(~.w>@t>t,uCLMW,J;;MU;ﬁuoyJ@u
035 33 SleuSole o Lo s 3,10 J5lE 550 5 05 o 03 ezl e U
1255 80 Olabl lace Loy 8 50 cpl 5 andlis KuSe b (gl ine sl 5 5 0
DLl 3 (YD ol 5 Sl ta sty ol s alie o U (55510l 080ke s
oty xS ool (V) Lags 5 Lags TV 8) 0L 5 o sl (Y21 O1Kan

el B 52
i e gy Plai (ke amlie S i 05 8 53 b 5 05051 s (F) Jpa
P df t M n Leas S B
/LAY q0.A4 YA 50
Yot Vet G
Q0.0+ \Vo 05
SAVAL T 3 s .
ARV Yoy -Y/10) - b o
4wy yYY ol

L@j ‘_}A‘U Cored § o= J\J,é\ JPLQ:?" LS)JTUU Q‘J:.o ey J}J&-L}LW
R P TSP TNCIIPSCS. SV Vs P KPR N PN PP SN SRCI CTP P

\EY



bl gl o pla gl elai] glao kS pont

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

Gl = Y¥olee

vl QY | A A QY | QY | AT YT YT e [ ATY ks




VA o/v/,o...,i"r .qq/w/-' 'f""““'“' V//.w ;f/,e;;f/c/ﬁ;‘ fi.,a_j/‘% - L}/«L’F dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

ot e ol B B8 e oS S Ul e o dd iy ol kx5 L
A0 0BT Jbs o3l e a5 Sl YA 2l B b e Sl sdelensas 558l IS
RM-) o gllax Sl sdoms 0o ady) e ls (o o ol Ol s s
(GFD) i3l o5 0 48 L ol (CFD) ik Sl jesli vl o), (SEA
S5l asle AV Ll (AGFD) anl Ldw 55l 05856 sastls ¢ AT L L,
sarle 50 A8 L ol (FD iull S5l sasle o QY L ul oy (NFD) sl s
30 s Laesls b e oo 3505 5 oS el v Y L ol (TLD) s o= S 55

el hylte 5 So3ll Jae Jale slasl 5 slie (0) Jyu

‘5_)‘.5@” ch.u %lﬂ g.,.ﬂf.o e »
®) syl | ikl > = s
+/24Y o/ VARLY <ee- Slaolay G ze
/Y /Y Y/ONY <o Solgs Ol
AR Ve /01 el gl <--- I C e
e /Yo VY <em- Spanal>
ek ske /v AVAXK s il <em-
/10 </AVY b wley e
ol x slaola, < e
A% \V/YAO ’ P
ol
A'A +/AY'0 ol da <o
sesfese AAY NG ,_i..»hﬁ dx <emm
: Solgs Ol
sk Ve V/van 6-1"L:i, A <---

j‘_;.LJJJ»L.M;-‘ cé)‘.LJ“J cd\blﬁ») c_éj..a.n 4.}4.") L;.»)f)}]ﬁ«d‘\; c(T) GJLA.:IJBJAJ

‘ﬁ)\fﬁ&‘}g u.a;-u Q..A\OMU.“:JJJ UU‘JJ}@“:’L;‘;L“:"\LSb‘J‘U‘j:"}’LSﬂJin"

i



ol plai] SloodiiS s

by gl o elar]

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

amé,j@,,» Slaosls § sazmn s oS ol cpl e kins0L B8 bl Je L3 5o
sl ) 31 Sbm 3 1kl slie s ool 0l 55 (kb Ja sliSEylex
2,13 3 g adaly elel gl b (g pduanels 5 (6ol Ol (lad bl (0 &S
() il 5 (V) (lans Ol (300 )) Glas ule| (lsbins ol
Sl (Gl | O szmad oozl Jolse SSon Solets ol B8 Laly; s Sl
Al elerl glle ane b golobas 5 e daly (g pdhanelr 5 Ol el oo
5 Sty G Ol e 6 ol gl 5l S (4 08Y) (lskins cul s poan

J)‘.\J S99 4.]44‘) ‘}.GLQ.T}\ LS‘)\J"A

<o
OMs g om0 elomrl Shlbe Olse s 3l Siasi el 5 G
o3 e VL mlaes Sl o 55 slaadly ol 0352 0T 5 50 Jalse 5 wlie sy
el Sl elarl e 5 S5e elanrl Jalse i (] ol 03 0I5 0
Sl G pae ¢ olonrlslanl oL (olhus (Glas ule| (6 dyanalr (O goan
ol oslizal (Malys (Jid «oDlass (ol Conds (uir copm) (glain (sla e
Sl it o 315 0L (gl b Vabas Sl eddzl el (35l 5 s leartls
los g 08 1 elazrl slylia Olsee s cods S3
355 sl Jalie 5 3 men 31l ozl e Olsn (o o5 315 0L Gl S @
ol ol s L s 4 e (e olanl gllde ODMalie 4K ka3l
e Glaslrin @l il 5 elenn) Gl 5 (Sses 35 ditns 45 1S 553 5 bl
Bldil on 5 olamml Bl on > e sl 3l ol (e BB 5 55 e 3131 g o
bl Gl 5 LS g0 Il ss 5 et stes Dls LT s 01505 5l s able

\Y



/

VA o /‘/,o..v‘ 949 e /.' o Jl ‘s Lo/ c/}/‘ Jw..AJAJ., — L;o.,L’F/ Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

Ly L s s Sl el Ll w33 S Lleas S o3l0 s iz (5 S
Sk, Aol S 5 30 e el 05 4 amgps )l (ol oS gl a5
Siass s OV 550) 3l o A3k gial (2l e wili sl 2 S
ol g (TN i 5 (TN Oan 5 0Ll 55, andllas L ol
13 3y Solslas el lazrl-osladl oKL 5 elarl Ghlde paze oy @
o (Ce) s alasly 0dasOLE (VEA/Y) O (Stoad o o e
Sl Ol olaml-galabl oL Ol il 33l b aS Lo cpl 4.l aze 53
solerl 01828 s Shas 5 alo il ol diime 33,0 b o SRl ol
Ll opl ool U s ol oleal 5 oolasl glale Shoss o a3l i
2205 &S G el 0SS Glatadse o 1ol s Sles Ul e
G pbelpmnle mutia s elerrl 5 galasl oML 5 aik 055 55 sl
(GO 5 Mo SUag STy g (S5 So) Wl 51 Sm o8 51 e
L s o ol e IS e 30 s Shes 5 (58 el (2K 0
L s ulis s 5o sl il a8 Sley sl ditas oS ol Gudate 1L 8 g
e o e 4 e Aol ol e DGl o i e 4 (s3La3
L 03,85 Llde caalgm 3 oo 5 i Olbe SIS 2alS 65 48 o aST cpl @ 55
Al g (TAV) 5 Ll aalllas L oG35 oasy gl ol a3 o ,2alS
Soblas dlaly (G pdiamslr 5 lal GLle Sae o oS 3 0L Gl s @
ol elaxt Gle Ol ¢(6 pduanal Ol ae il 35l L aS e cpl ay s jls 5 92
b s ot s 53 AS e Ol 45 (V40A) Ol s b 3b ol e

u:"“"d\);(j‘ MJLS‘ u;“‘.’.‘)’el L@.Ajjf U'i\ J\]é‘).g‘ﬂ)b \) b‘.,\.a Lcjjfojﬂ u.pb:«'}‘

1. Demontberial

V55



<o/
(&35

by gl o elar]

/y)te JCL«;’/,*/L/:{AJ.,LC;)/;%?

Assessment of Social Determinants Affecting Social Tolerance...

Wl eloal Glile Olgn 53 3131 (6 pdiamalr linly 55 I &S dowy s
31 Sealos sledlas 51 slos anlo (S anal de i b 5503l s 3G
Colgis 5 4Bl el el 3 gz 5 DL 53 cpsled blite (1S Gy b 5l aS o
SOl p 4 5L (Ol e dhex ) Loladl (kb lasls 51 (s 0 05 55
(VN Gy mdy) ol olerl il 5 Ol

el S il 5 olennt Mo (s lsbons adaily 3 50 5 SOly Laasily ooees
Lol e Shals3l 5 331 elaal glylie Ol e s wls] 20l 531 L oS L
Slods elarl Shelas (S 5Lin O e sl e Soloul Gledash 4 ax g
Fie S Gl el g Gldee 65K 5 Ol (el bl (glakes
5 sl o 5l dalt e (55l e Gt ele| roees S
bl s a3l Ol ea 50 (I8 U woy e Al L MK
d Cupae el 33 SIS a3 o U olel Gl o]
ol 53 5 S e G gl o5 S 5 S oS Wl s Al als plexsd
LS o 515 e DUSLe S5 b (558 ible Lpm 53 g0 025505 SRl alows
@Lﬁ Aol s b elarl glole Ol o sl 5 Sulshl 4 e Culgys &S
e G55 abaly oSl (YOIA) (ol 5 g ool o s

el !l e Ol 138 30 sla el )b 51 SO s stiml ukte 0T 5 e sdle
oler hylde (il x5l 5l (61 Ol s a2 S Luns ol o ol 0I5 45
Skl 5 SIS Jie pwlad  (goldos Shash ool o Al el zin 55 OUT
Plheots ek 3 od sl (SSke Ll by ol sld Sllas iy
UL 5 el I (Y14) OLKes 5 Sl s o eVl w5y Le g

POl s i L(T)) K5 aS 5 (7)) Gass 5 (5ol o(Y4)A)

PV



VA o /‘/,o..v‘ 949 e /.' o Jl ‘s Lo/ c/}/‘ Jw..AJAJ., — L;o.,L’F/ Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 20, Autmn 2020, No 78

JM?.'L’)l-)‘a'jk;.:).sjO—:Jv.@‘J;)Sé)}ﬁ%#wu‘ﬂw.ﬁj‘ﬁg\?ﬁ
R e O Gl b alaslmia s g sl ool elonr| plonnl
)zd‘wwoidwﬂjnﬁ@w:bQTwlzL;Lé.ole\S;)l;)LE:j\)J.,Sd»
Olger il 331 e mor Ol s 5 plomasdl o (35S0 ol s (s &) 50 o
A el Ol s el elexl gllte 5 gosI0b

SN Ol

O s ¢ oS L

Llazisls oS Hlie dlis 4 5 OB ks 5 4en

S gl
el o s sl b sl gt S et Jb Culem alia el SLESH 51

él:.e oo

RER PR (KR gep q;?wdeu&,w@.asmy)wg@wf

D295 AW J sl 31 (59,
el 0d Culey rans GO L Lad e B g aes s ol s

VEA



References Jle @L'..a

- Acedo, A., Painho, M., & Casteleyn, S. (2017). Place and city: Opera-
tionalizing sense of place and social capital in the urban context. Transac-
tions in GIS, 21(3), 503-520.

- Adibi Sedeh, M., Rastegar, Y., & Beheshty, S. S. (2014). Social Tol-
erance and Its Components. Social Welfare, 13(50), 353-350. Retrieved
from. http://refahj.uswr.ac.ir/article-1-1366-en.html

- Afshani, S., & Ram, N. (2017). The relationship between social capital
and social toleration among youth in the city of Yazd. Social analysis of|
order and social inequality, 9(72), 115-134.

- Arabian, A. (2016). Toleration. Educational-research information
quarterly, 10(37-38), 32-36.

- Azadarmaki, T., & Chavoshian, H. (2003). The human Body as a|
medium of identity. Iranian Journal of sociology (ISA), 4(4), 57-75. Re-
trieved from https://www.sid.ir/en/journal/ViewPaper.aspx?1D=21999

- Bayaty, P., Jahanbakhsh, 1., & Bahian, S. (2019). Sociological Expla-
nation of Challenges and Opportunities Related to Social Tolerance of]
Tehran>s Citizens. Iranian Journal of Social Problems, 9(2), 17-39. Re-
trieved from https://www.sid.ir/en/journal/ViewPaper.aspx?ID=648324

- Beilin, R., & Wilkinson, C. (2015). Introduction: Governing for urban
resilience. In: SAGE Publications Sage UK: London, England. 9 (2), 38-51.

- Bidel, P., & Mahmoodzade, A. (2012). A Study on the Social Belong-
ing of People to Iranian Society and its Relationship with Social Trust
and Individualism (Case Study: Mashhad). Journal of Iranian Cultural
Research, 5(2), 31-63. doi:10.7508/ijcr.2012.18.002

- Brewer, M. B., & Pierce, K. P. (2005). Social identity complexity and|
outgroup tolerance. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 31(3),
428-437.

- Cieri, R. et al. (2014). Craniofacial feminization, social tolerance, and|
the origins of behavioral modernity. Current Anthropology, 55(4), 419-443.

- Détranj, M. (2013). A study of the relationship between family
characteristics and Childhood socialization. Woman & Study of Family,
6(22), 79-98. Retrieved from https://www.sid.ir/en/journal/ViewPaper.
aspx?ID=500265

- Delake, H., Samare MohseNnbeigi, H., & Shahivandi, A. (2017).
Evaluation of social resilience in urban areas of Isfahan. Journal of sociol-
ogy of social institutions, 4(9 #G0041), 227-252. Retrieved from https://
www.sid.ir/en/journal/ViewPaper.aspx?1D=568894

154



References e cl.;a

- Dima, B.; Dima, $. (2016). Income distribution and social tolerance.
Social Indicators Research, 128(1), 439-466.

- Durkheim, E. (1897). Le suicide: étude de sociologie: Alcan.

- Ebrahimzadeh, H., Ashtari, A., & Mofarah, F. (2014). Social factors
influencing the Iranians belong to the neighborhood (the study popula-
tion: Tehran 22 area residents over 18 years Residents over 18 old). Ur-
ban Management, Volume 13, Number 37, 151-164

- Emami, A., Safari, M., & Farahnaki, R. (2017). The Determination of
Relationship between Sense of Belonging and its Social Indicators, Case
Study: Ziarat Village- Golestan. Journal of Architect, Urban Design &
Urban Planning, 21, 11-21.

- Fathi, S., Vosoughi, M., & Salmani, G. (2014). An evaluation of
the relationship between virtual social networks»s consumption and the
youthys lifestyle. Sociological studies of tudies of youth (Sociological stud-
ies of youth), 4(13), 69-88. Retrieved from https://www.sid.ir/en/journal/
ViewPaper.aspx?1D=428013

- Firozjaeyan, A., Sharepour, M., & Farzam, N. (2016). Social analysis
of the effect of cultural capital on interpersonal communication with em-
phasis on social tolerance. Journal of Culture and Communication Stud-
ies, 17 (35), 7-30. Retrieved from https://www.sid.ir/en/journal/ViewPa-
per.aspx?ID=539558

- Ghorbani, A. (2018). The Role of Social Factors (Family, School,
Peer Group) in Socialization of Students in Golestan Province. Joural of
applied Sociology, 29(2), 113-128. doi:10.22108/JAS.2018.100602.1013

- Gerb, E. (2002). Social inequality»: The views of classical and con-
temporary theorists.

- Glock, C., & Stark, R. (1965). Religion and society in tension: Chi-
cago: Rand McNally.

- Hashemi, S., & Gholamzade Natanzi, A. (2012). Consumption of
Music in Tehran: The case of students living in Tehran. Sociology of Art
and Literature, 4(1), 123-142.

- Hazrati someeh, Z. (2016). The degree of university female student>s
piety and social factors affecting it (A Case Study of Islamic Azad Uni-
versity, Science and Research Branch of Tehran). Women)s Strategic
Studies, 19(73 (Autumn2016)), 125-151. doi:10.22095/jwss.2016.44404

VY-



References Jle @L'..a

- Hazeri, A. M. (2009). Socialization Experiences of Three Generations
Stoudying Mail Stoudents of Thehran High Schools. Scientific Informa-
tion Database, 43-72.

- Hosseinchari, M., & Mohammadi, M. (2012). Predicting psychologi-
cal resilience based on religious beliefs in urban and rural university stu-
dents. Journal of Contemporary Psychology, 6(2), 45-56.

- Ikeda, K. I., & Richey, S. (2009). The impact of diversity in informal
social networks on tolerance in Japan. British Journal of Political Science,
39(3), 655-668.

- Jahangiri, J., & Afrasiabi, H. (2011). Study of Shiraz families about
tolerance, factors and consequences. Journal of Applied Society, 22 (3),
153-175. Retrieved from https://www.sid.ir/en/journal/ViewPaper.
aspx?1D=242494

- Kim, J., & Zhong, Y. (2010). Religion and Political Tolerance in South
Korea. East Asia, 27(2), 187-203.

- Kyle, G., Graefe, A., & Manning, R. (2005). Testing the dimensional-
ity of place attachment in recreational settings. Environment and behavior,
37(2), 153-1717.

- Lee, F. (2014). “Tolerated one way but not the other”: Levels and de-
terminants of social and political tolerance in Hong Kong. Social Indica-
tors Research, 118(2), 711-727.

- Mahmoodi Raja, S., Tofighianfar, A., Akbari, 1., & Mahmoodi, S.
(2018). Investigating Relationship between Communication Media Con-
sumption and Teachers Social Capital (Case Study: High School Teach-
ers of Sisakht City). Rasaneh, 29(1), 57-78.

- McMillan, D., & Chavis, D. (1986). Sense of community: A definition
and theory. Journal of community psychology, 14(1), 6-23.

- Mohammadi, N. E., Mansour, M., Ezhel, J., Rasoulzadeh, S., & Taba-
tabaei, K. (2003). A Therapeutic effect of social skills training on devel-
opmental disorders in adulthood. Journal of Psychology, 6(24). Retrieved
from https://www.sid.ir/en/journal/ViewPaper.aspx?ID=135204

- Momeni, K., Akbari, M., & Atashzadeh Shoorideh, F. (2009). The Re-
lationship between Resiliency and Burnout in Nurses. Journal of Research
Development in Nursing and Midwifery, 17(74-75), 29-36. Retrieved from
http://goums.ac.ir/jgbfnm/article-1-461-en.html

WY



References e cl.;a

- Mutz, D. C. (2002). Cross-cutting social networks: Testing democratic
theory in practice. American Political Science Review, 96(1), 111-126.

- Naqdi, A., & Sajjadzadeh, H. (2016). The role of social capital in at-
tachment to place in traditional neighborhoods, a case study: Hamedan
neighborhoods. Urban sociological studies, (18)6, 23-52.

- Niazi, M., & Mortazavi, A. (2015). Criticism and Analysis of the The-|
ory of Symbolic Interaction. Tehran: International Conference on Humani-
ties, Psychology and Social Sciences.

- Nikoui, M., & Safe, S. (2005). Study of the relationship between re-
ligion and marital satisfaction among groups in Tehran. Research and de-
velopment consulting, 4(13), 61-79. Retrieved from https://www.sid.ir/en,
journal/ViewPaper.aspx?ID=39535

- Qazinejad, M. (2017). Religiosity: Social tolerance or social distance]
(Survey among Christians and Muslims of Tehran). Quarterly of Social
and Researcch in Iran, 21-40. D0i:10.22059/}isr.2017.61829

- Quintelier, E., & Dejaeghere, Y. (2008). Does European citizenship in-
crease tolerance in young people? European Union Politics, 9(3), 339-362.

- Rabbani, A. (2016). Evaluation of Educational factors affecting the
socialization of children based on content analysis (The Study two groups|
of mothers affected in Isfahan). Contemporary Sociological Research, 8(5),
47-67. Doi: 10.22084/CSR.2016.1646

- Rafipoor, F. (2014). The Anatomy of society: An Introduction to Ap-
plied sociology: Publishing Joint Stock Company.

- Rahmani, G., Vahida, F., & Ismaili, R. (2016). Study of Cultural
Changes Resulting from the Use of Satellite Media in the Field of Fam-
ily Values (Case Study: Families of Farashband city of Fars province in|
2014-2015). Cultural Guardianship of the Islamic Revolution, 6(13), 1-32.
Retrieved from http://pasdarifarhangi.ir/article-1-212-en.html

- Rezaei, M. R. (2013). Assessing the economic and organizational re-
silience of urban communities against natural disasters using the PRO-
METHE case study: Tehran. Crisis Management, 2(3), 25-36. Retrieved|
from https://www.sid.ir/en/journal/ViewPaper.aspx?ID=358186

- Rollero, C., De Piccoli, N. (2010). Place attachment, identification and|
environment perception: An empirical study. Journal of Environmental
Psychology, 30(2), 198-205.

WY



References Jle @L'..a

- SAEEDI, M. (2012). The Sociology of Religion and Different Ap-
proaches to Religion. Book of Social Sciences Month, 57(16), 74-82. Re-
trieved from https://www.noormags.ir/view/fa/articlepage/915659

- Salimi, A., & Davari, M. (2006). Sloping sociology. Qom: Hozeh and
University Research Institute.

- Sharifi, S., Mousavi, Y., & Safiri, K. (2013). Measuring social tolerance|
and the factors affecting it among the citizens living in Tehran. Al-Zahra
University, Retrieved from http://ganjold.irandoc.ac.ir/articles/67007 1

- Sartipipour, M., & Asadi, S. (2018). The Role of Sense of Place in
Social Resilience in Relocating Settlements: A Case Study of Dahouiyeh Vil-
lage after Zarand Earthquake. 37(161). Retrieved from https://www.sid.ir/
fa/journal/ViewPaper.aspx?id=360221

- Shi, Y., & Peng, D. (2014). Dynamics of social tolerance in the eco-
nomic interaction model with three groups. Applied Economics Letters,
21(10), 665-670.

- Sirajzadeh, S., Shariati Mazinani, S., & Saber, S. (2004). Relationship
between degrees and types of religiosity and social tolerance journal off
social sciences, 4. Doi: 10.22067/jss. v0i0.3092

- Taylor, R. (1996). Neighborhood responses to disorder and local at-
tachments: The systemic model of attachment, social disorganization, and
neighborhood use value. Paper presented at the Sociological forum.

- Walzer, M. (1999). On toleration: Yale University Press.

- Van Doorn, M. (2014). The nature of tolerance and the social circum-
stances in which it emerges. Current Sociology, 62(6), 905-927.

- Wise, J., & Driskell, R. (2017). Tolerance Within Community: Does So-
cial Capital Affect Tolerance? Social Indicators Research, 134(2), 607-629.

- Zanganeh, M. (2003). Study of cultural factors affecting the sociabil-
ity of adolescents and young people, a case study: middle and high school
students in Bushehr province. Cultural Research Letter, (7)8, 29-57.

- Zalizadeh, M., Baghei, M., & Moltafet, H. (2018). A Study of family
factors affecting social tolerance among the students of Ahvaz University,
Shahid Chamran. Applied sociology, 29(2), 129-146.

WYY





