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Introduction

On Septembet6, 2022 a 22yearold Kurdish Iranian womanlina(Mahsa) Aminj wasbrutally

beaten by the Islamic morality policend subsequently killéd Her tragic deathsparked
unprecedented protesaeross the county’'Vo men 6s | eader s and phe siofant h e
A Wo ma n , L i f ehallendredthe Stist foandations of the established powklijab,

which has been imposed on women since the formation of Islamic Republic, became the central
focus of the protestéi | r a rhave lorgsuffered from interlinked forms of domination, bas

these protestdemonstratechijab represents the condensation asth repressionsliowever, the
protests were not solely about the hijab. As they expanded, other longstandingnidadewythe

violent history of national oppressioremerged, exposing the contradictions inherent in the
formation of the Iraniamation stateAs Matin-Asgarinotes one of the key achievements of the
2022 23 uprising has beeto force national oppression into the political spotlight, making it a
point of contention betweethe Islamic Republic and its oppositiondespite persistent denial

from nationalispolitical factions andome withinthe academic community (Matiksgari, 2024

315).

The compulsory hijabisthe mastot i ceabl e mani festation of
the Islamic RepublicHowever,it is not the only form of veiling that existEarsism can be
considered as an even more entrenched form of hijab serving to concdaéns@n bodies.
Exploring thisseeminglycolonial practice of veiling turn to the production ofFarsii as the

national languagé and Farsist knowledgéy the stateand argue that a twofold mechanism of

1 For an extended discussion on the subjectigges://socialistproject.ca/2022/11/rhythofirevolutiorriran/



https://socialistproject.ca/2022/11/rhythm-of-revolution-iran/

6dr e%® s & q danvaiveddnrtheproduction of Iran as a nation staghiism and FarsisnBy
Farsism | mean a nationalist discourse and ontolelggseperception of Iran and its history is
' imited to the 6éspecialized knowledged produc
pastcentury.Farsism has shaped and limited the epistemological horizon of Iranian intellectuals
andembodiesstate practicethatsuppress ne#ersian spaces, resulting in internal colonizaiion
a defining factor in the production of Iran. By naturalizing Iranian national state as the only viable
form of political organization of space, Famithusdenies the donial violence exerted on nen
Persian internal colonies.

Societies are composed of groups, of bodies, of classes (Lefebvre, 2004: 42)pBssiess
their own rhythmsand dressagseeksto control these rhythms. More specificalyg Lefebvre
argues Ato enter into a society, group or nat:
to bend oneself (to be bent) {(lnd: 39t The dresssgs . Wh i
of girls and women was al ways harsh, because i
and r lbid 41?).In(the Iranian context, the systematic process of dressage targets not only
feminine bodies, but, more broadly, ABersian bodies.

Accordingly, | argue that there are at least two distinct Irafif@hgions in operation:
Shi 6i s m a rDdspité soms maom differences, these two dogmas share significant
commonalitiesas well If the coloniality of national space is primarily characterized-agsism,
its sexist and gendered dimensions are most clearly understood in relaBbrsmo. Farsism

andShism, however, are interconnecteohd formtheinterdependenpatriarchal pillars of Iranian

2 According to Lefebvre, one must distinguish between education, learning and dressage or Dessagdases
itsel f on r e p-antanotherbuman livin@lemg by makiagkhem repeat a certain act, a certain gesture

or movement. o Moreover, repetition, which is mechanical
ourselvesopr esenti ng another entails operations that are no
2004: 39).

SFor instance, Shi 8i sm has adf matonabspaedt shoultllmetnotdd that Shiismg t o t |

is not limited to the advocates of the Islamic Republic. The paternalistic idetaght(guardianship) is a defining



national state Farsism and Shiism converge to absent subaltern geohistories, a process

orchestrated by the national state, which articulates the Farsist and Shiist elements into a single

process: Farshiisnfrarshiismwhichis evident in the dualistic feminization of territprgpresents

national space ad U m {vistue/honor) or the mother of the integral bédy the nation whose

Oterritorial integrityd must be preserved at
The following section will explore these questions in greater detail, beginning with a critical

overview of the Shi 6i st f.baguedhattiran@mmnatioralismand ani a |

state formation must be understood within a broader historical context, deeply intertwined with

the rise and consolidation of Shidoism. While

this dissertation specdfally examines a lessexplored veiling practice of the statesociated with

Farsi and the nianalcolonial question More specifically, IcontendthatF a r s i and Shi 06a

are not merely linguistic, cultural, or ideologicainstructsrather, they are actively inscribed in

space and timehroughstate mechanismgarsism, as a less visible and more hegemonic veiling

practice tames and alienates n&ersian individual and collective bodies (the internal colonies).

Furthermorel argue that the disregard for the spatiotemporal materiality of the national state has

led to the reproduction of nationalist conceptions of state space anBlraa.wi ng on Poul a

concept of the spatitemporal matrices of the state (Poulantzas, 1978:108%, | argue that the

production of Farsi has been historicaiybeddedn the spacdgime matrix of the nation state.

feature of the monarchy as well. Mohammad Reza Shah Pahlavi, was not merely a Farsist. He was also a Shia Muslim.
He narratest h a t Al 0 i b n6BIAGEY the fitkt Shia Imar@rc®has healed him when Helt sick.
Mohammad Reza also said thatAbbas ibn Ali (647680 CE) prevented him from getting hurt.

4 Najmabadi (2005) has discussed this gendered nature of Iranian nationalism and the idea of an Iranian homeland.
See also Tavakelrarghi (2001)For a Marxist critique ofhe works othesepostmodern historiansee MatipAsgari

(2009Db).

5 For a historical account on how Persian nationalism forms as a readfienctatural hegemony of Shiite Islam, see

Kia (1998).



1. Twel v er F&dnand StaterBpacetime:
The establishment of Twelver Shi A{150i7368s t he s

usually regarded as a pivotal factor in the emergence of a unified national state. While the
characterization of this unity as O6nlmibeemnal 6 |
instrumentalin shaping theelatively unifiedand centralized structure of the Iranian st@iee
coudar gue Shi Ai sm created the conditions of pos
in subsequententuries.As Marashisays any historical anal ysis o
incomplete without a consideration of the sosialictural apparatus within which nationalism, as
politics, comes to circulateo (Marashi, 200 8:
Mat i n 6(8013) avhighrepresents a significant exception within the existing literature
on Iranian state formatioh emphasizes the transformation of land ownership regimes and their
connection to the r i s alanaagda pecapitaisodlassdagptayedan o f t
pivotal role in shaping the Iranianodernstate and, subsequently, the formation of the Iranian
nationstate.In analyzing the international dimension of sthté r mat i on Mati n hi g
subjection o f ntly sedemtérmgricgltura cariety toathe almost unbroken
geopolitical pressures of Turkish tribal noma:q
the establishment of a ésystem of miilMongdry r ec¢
institution of -6t wtieabdokbore of thé heaniakyaamatedbolity (Ibid:
35). The rise and fall of this new polity, manifested in the Safavi state, is closely related to the

specific dynamism of nomad&edentary interactién The uymaqsystemiiwas di al ect i

6 Here Matin refers to the mutually constitutive relation between two polgieppe nomadiandliranian agrarian
polities (Matin, 2013: 35)0One should, however, askasthe6 | r ani and agrari an ppootbi ty wuni
the pressures of @Turkish tribal nomadi s mb



constitutive of both the centrifugal tendencies within the mediaeval Iranian polity and its
centralizedgpat ri moni al 35B&r acter o (1 bid:

Matin argues that the same material interests underlyinguyheag® dy nami sm al
ani mated the central i zi oywnagsThaSamwds firsadttemptedaa t o
address this challenge by establishing the Shahsevani institution, appealing directly to the
Qizilbash rank and file (Ibid: 38). When this proved ineffective Safavi stateshifted to a multi
dimensional strateggnd established thghulamanslave army, loyal exclusively to the Shah,
undermining the military dominance of thg/maqgs (Ibid: 39). This shift was solidified by
replacing Sufism withthnaea 6 s @ weel ver ) Shi 6i sm as the statebod
Shah Tahmasp | reign (15246 ) , mar king a move from Oesoter
rational form Dwellwweram®hi(dibsmd: wadd)decl ared as
state ficonducted violent persecution of t he ¢
convert to Shidi sm. Consequently, the -Shi 6a
hierocrey 6 (| bi d) .

The ulamads establishment as a distinct soc
tedtolandAf t er t he f all of the Safavis, Athe wul ar
wagqflands was transformed into quasiwvn er s hi poTHeé biuldama®9 owner sh
swaths ofwagf (charitable) lands, which were customarily exempted from taxation, reinforced
their status. Furthermore, the Qajars lacked prophetic descent. As a result, they were dependent on

the Shida ul ama f or | di®oThesegrocessdulticlhately iedultedna t i o n

” This material shift was accompanied thy ideological concomitant of the growing power of the ulama. This was
reflected in the increasing influence oftdsuli( pr i nci pl i st )as eppdsan dolthe dominadthAkhbari s m
(traditionalist) schoo(Matin, 2013: 42 | t i's al so tmeonteptuwah &nd subbsbgaently fnstitutional,
expression of this idea wgshad, o re n&dtehaev our t o determine ©hélpalbdent] |



the Shioi st | e g a IMore empoirtantty, thee growtheohlahd assghnaent imeants .
that land turned into serprrivate property.

Iranian state formation and nationalism should be understood within this broader historical
context. The internal class dynamics and international geopolitical conflicts rooted in the Safavid
periodultimatelyinfluenced Qajar ruleNo capitalist class existed in Qajar Iran (Ibid: 48hder
the condition of backwardnesthe Qajar statdike some other late developerssorted to two
strategi es: 6def ensi ve accumul dtriannds adred e ms
modernization began after the Rudsamian wars, marked by significant territorial losses that
reduced Qajar tax revenue. Crown Prince Abbas Mirza (1833) responded with th@zami
jadid (New Order) reforms (lbid: 59). Consequently, the Qajar monarchy intensite land
sales and granted commercial concessiorBugsian and British capitalevastating the bazaar

and pushing merchants toward land investniiand: 60).

Anot her event t hat contributed to the inc
establi shment of Shidism as the i deaslShgide aslt f
tendencyn suppressing Babisi.h e Qaj ar st ate, in defense of S

of the Bab and his followetsAlthough this subject has not begystematicallystudied in the
l'iteratur e, it seems that this process played
entity. F°ol | owi ng the formation and initial consol

matrix of the Safavidtate, the massacre of the Babis and, later, the Tobacco MoVemete

8 In mid-1850, Amir Kabir, deemed the Babi movement a significant threat and subsequently ordered the execution

of the B8b. This act was foll owed by widespread killing
in Shi Aite | /19 oentdry Seidtitpg://wivik.ieanich@ltne.org/articles/babigndex

9 The Persian Tobacco Protest was a Twelver Shia Muslim uprising in Qajar Iran against a tobacco concession granted

in 1890 by Emperor Naser-Bin Shah Qajar to the British Empire. This agreement gave Major G. F. Talbot, an
Englishman, exclusive control ewthe cultivation, sale, and export of tobacco. The protest, led by merchants in key
cities such as Tehran, Shiraz, Mashhad, and I sfahan, a
its peak in December 1891 when Grand Ayatollah MBh#&azi issued a widely obeyed fatwa prohibiting tobacco

use.



https://www.iranicaonline.org/articles/babism-index

seen as pivot al moments in the materializatio
This process continued and, particularly with the Constitutional Revolution, paved the way for the
emergence of a Shi o0i st Astclaseallylofithe bazaarrmerchargs | at
many senior Shida ulama became act(Matie20dapport
61)1° However,th e const i tut i onal wagft(chaditabke) landsmaptdgonized r e g |
richer sections of the ulamiétin, 2013: 6661)**.

As demonst r atlaaded profenyweteicentnal tatimedonstitutional Revolution
and the subsequent rise of Iranian nationaliSn.i 6 i sm it sel f became nat
multiscalar process of Iranian sate formation (See: Ch. 3 SectigktBpugh its prominence
declined under the Pahlavista®eh i 6i sm had already | aid the gr ol
as a natiorstaté?. This structure was a constitutive element ofdhtegrabstate of Iran, such that
within about half a century, it reemerged in the form of the Islamic Revotdtamd the
establishment of the Islamic national state. In this sense, the Islamic Revolution can be understood
as a continuation of the ConstitutiorRRé¢actionary RevolutiorMashrutehiM a s h r),ueflestimg

Shi 6i s qstansinglemranghmentihe spatiotemporahatrix of the Iranian state.

®The rise of the Shiéa clerics as a social class in the
themujtahids They werepractitioners offihador i ndependent rational judgement i
(Matin, 2013 61). The first serious intellectual reflection on the direct political rulership ohtij@hidscan be found

in the work of the prominent SHh828)aHiswarkthesbecamesanimportaktu | | a A

reference for the formulation by Ayatollah Khomeini of
11 Sheikh Fazlollah Nuri is a famous example whose persistent opposition to the secular tone of the new constitution

was instrumental in subjecting all parliamentary | egi sl
Nuri 6s conception of popular sovereignty fdfanticipated
as a key element in the political structure of the | sl

2 Unlike the Pahlavi dynasty, which was marked by secular nationalism, the |®amiblic advanced a religious
national i sm, Awhose roots goentubydocibleinpasition bf ShiiSnaak therstak Dy na s
r el i gviclmmmadlpoyr, 20289)

B From a spatial point of view, Ehsani (2017: 436) arguesittiaiuld be more accurate to designate this revolution

as aprovinciabrevolt of thedperipheral regiorsagainst the center.



1.1.Farsism
Matin (2013) of fers val ua bibasedihist@y of hanian statem t o t

formation but does notaddressthe role of Farsiin this dissertation focus onthis often
overlookedveiling practice of the state: Farsi and the natimwddnial questionl argue that Farsi
as another pillar of the state that made Iramationalism possiblds not merelya linguistic,
cultural, or ideological phenomen rather,it is actively inscribed ito space and timérough
state mechanismdly examination of the spatiotemporality of Farsi and its role in the formation
of the Iranian state seeks tomplementMa t i work &y situating Farsi within thenaterial
relations of state formatioh argue thafarsism is linked to the state production of 4Rersian
internal colonies as i ntegr ajetmprahegemonic Veilling| r an 6
practicet h an Stameé ansl mlienates n®ersian individual and collective bodies (the
internal colonies).

To understand Farsism, | focus on Farsist practices of theAta#te broadest levekarsist
practices of the statare defined as veiling practicésan entrenched form @nforcedhijab, or
more precisely, as a form of dressage that aims to tame individual and collectifensan
bodies.These Farsist practices are rooted in the production of Farsi as the national language,
intended to unify diverse geohistories, languages, and cultures under a single national identity. As
| illustrate Farsj as a deliberate product of the Iranian nation state, embadipscific form of
what Lefebvre t er msA denmgfeatuee lofiFare as alistract/specalizede 6 .
knowledge is its historical tendency to absent-Rensian differences. | position the production of
Farsi within the broadezontext of the division between intellectual and manualdabod argue
thatFarsism elucidates how Farsi, as an expression of the intellectual dimension of the nation state,
has been produced. Farisi this sensgrepresents the abstradeal spacetime of intellectuals of

the Iranian state. As the nationalist ideology of Iranian state, Farsisiebaproduced and



materializedsystematicallythrough the violent erasure of n®ersian subaltern geohistories.
Farsism is simultaneously the medium through which this erasure is implemented and a product
shaped by the very process it perpetuates.

Farsism] i k e SXtends beyand ideological and intellectual domains; it is materialized
and activated through the production of national state space. Farsi, as the national language/culture
of o6l raniansé, has been produced bme Idteenalng sy:
colonization of nofPersianspacesis enacted through Farsism as a spatiotemporal process.
Farsismthereforeis integral to the internally colonial production of Iran. More precisely, the
Farsist practices of the stateeanaterialized through the Farsization of spacetihasgyue that
Iran, as an embodiment of a linear temporal regime and an abstract, bounded space has been
produced through Farsization. Farsi, theref@mpodiesthe dualistic linear time and bounded
space of the Iranian nation stafecordingly, | argue that Farsism has shaped and delimited the
epistemological horizon of Iranians. Farsist practices of theist#tes waywork toproduce and
naturalize Iran as a nation. Accordingly, | define Farsisntha ideology of Farsizatiorthe
principal mechanism of the production of Iran.

For Farsi to be inscribed in space and time, two complementary practices have been
essential:historiographic and cartographic practices of the state. Iran is historiographically
written and cartographicallynappedn, and as, Farsi. As my research indicates, the coloniality of
the Iranian natiosstate is inextricably tied to Farsism. By geohistoricizing Farsi, and putting it in
its space and time, the concept of Farsism allows us to perceive it not only as aisne¢ban
expropriating nofPersian languageand cultures but also as a tool for expropriatingPersian
lands, labar, and natures. Conceptualizing Farsi in this spatiotemporal manner, | define Farsism

as a dualistic mode of partitioning space and time. | argue that the expropriatiorrFénsan



spacetimes through Farsization has served as the main mechanism for establishing a nationalist
hegemony over the past century. Farsi as a relationship of hegénmmaimprs the linguistic
fetishism of Iranian intellectuals and ruling class.

Moreover,| argue that it is through a range of interconnectedal dualismsi such as
sedentarynomadic, urbamural, and culturenature i that Farsi has been spatiotemporally
materialized.Culturally, organic intellectuals of the steétdnave played a fundamental role in
producing colonial knowledge ,ithrough and ag-arsi over the pasentury The representations
of space and time formulated Bgrsist intellectuals (re)produce national spitae importantly,
these dualisms are not limited to the cultural production of Farsi as a racist |lamdp@ggy,
they are embedded within thspatiotemporal matr&xof the nation state as a colon@ass
structure.

Critical scholars such ad#Asgharzadeh (2007)Elling (2013) and Soleimani and
Mohammadpour (2019a, 2019b, 2020, 2022) heedullyaddressed similar concerns under terms
ikeo6 Far st o Pe aGd matnrdessesoh,i 61 NaPerse@lail 6 is ddPersat i o n
Shi 6aj Gsdladrei al Shi@®@d@hiPe&ir s iPa arisEemdirdnmnmidentityp
However,they do not systematically define these terms and use them generally to refer to Iranian
stateor its ideology Their usaggethereforeyemains largely descriptiveVhenever they approach
a definition, their analysis remains limited to the role of the Farsi languagih@Adyan fraced
in shaping Iranian nationalisMohammadpour an8oleimani, 2022186). They discuss erasing

non-Persian paststripping norPersians of their heritagand Persianization of the Kurdish space

14 Bert Fragner (1999)as discussed tlithegemony of Persian langudg&d its role in constructing a modern national

culture and identityFragner, 1999, 399 cited in Ashraf00&).

Gramsci says, fAthe intellectual s-awdiulvd tlye odBogpshrei avotr &
2007 14).My argument is that the national state has successfully cultivated its own intellectuals, whom | describe as

the organic intellectuals of the national state. The everydagflifleese intellectualsendersheir influence alien to

and against the dap-day experiences of the subaltern classes.
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(Ibid: 190) and sometimes also discuss spatial aspects of nationalism daod asd the frontier
(KashaniSabet, 1997)However spaceas a methodological concephotcentral in theianalysis
TheyusePers8 hi 6i fi cati on wmhinedarshism and EarsliizasoRefeirihgar t o
toAsgharzadeh (2007), they note fAnarchaeol ogi ca
campaign folPersianizing territory, time, language, and histgfyohammadpour an8oleimani,
2022:190. Mohammadpour (2025glIsouses the term Persianism to emphasize the central role
of the Persian | anguage and culture in shapin
Persianate Worl§, © he <critiqgues scholars who attribut
language in the making of Iranian histgdohammadpour, 2025: 7(finally, Azimi-Qadim has
conceptualized the terfRars-zadegy’ or o6 Far st oxi cati ono6® Yethsghar za
conceptprimarily emphasizethe role of Farsi as a languagé&hout discussingpaces of Farsi
andthe spatiatemporal production of Iran.

Building on existing critical scholarship on Iranian nationalism, this dissertation develops
the termFarsism | consider Farsism as a new concept, not a mere neoldgisheorizeFarsism
(and Farshiism) as the ideological basis of Iranian state formuatittnFarsization referring to the
production of Iran through thascription of Farsi in spatial and temporal matrices of nation state.
Moreover,more tharthe scholars above, my framewqukoblematizs the very notion of Iran.

More specifically my conceptualization foregrounds the central role of Farsi in the production of

16 Kia (2020).
17 Farsa Vurulmagn Turkish.According to Asgharzadelthis termwasdeveloped to capture the ongoing linguistic
hegemony of the dominant Faggieaking group in Iran (Asgharzadeh, 2007: 186)eByploying it Azimi-Qadim,

explains fAthe -Begskeantpewpl es&dnbanguagémgination have beeri es, e
colonized by the Persian minority in current Iran (cited in ibid:-18%). In Azimi-Qa di moé s own word
iFarstoxication is a cultural aggressi on As#@sghamasldh t he T
el aborates, AFarstoxi cati on -Fasklanguaged aeena allowed tabe stedired, i r on

learned, and used as normal languages of learning and edac@lhioh 193)

18 Asgharzadeh also employs terms suclhds acresnt er ed et h o Fecresna triFssmid i sménessod
OFaresnt ered politi asndobdPe@sghamadeha20@ad, b8 694 195.

19 Notably, Asgharzadelises the terrrarsismonce(lbid: 77), though without offering any definition or explanation
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Iran through its inscription into space and tilméence the use of the terRarsization What
distinguishes this approach is its emphasis on the spatiotemporal dimensions of Farsi, positioning
it as a key mechanism in the formation of the Iranian naiate. This intervention aims to bridge
critical scholarship on Iranian nationalism wille analytical tools of radical geography.

Lastly, the context in which this dissertation has been written is important. It is not merely
an academic intervention but algart ofabroaderproject that aims to engage more broadly with
the publici specifically with Iranians who understand Farsi. For this reason, | have deliberately
chosen terms lik&arsismand Farshiism which are more accessible and resonant for a wider
Farsis peaki ng audience than acaSdheinoiic. of ofrhnmusl acthi ooir
my commitment to making critical theory legible beyond academic circles and to contributing to
public discouse in Iran. This underscores the need to conceptualize new termsigientto

name and sharpen points others have also raised about Iranian nationalism.

1.2. The Spatietemporal Matrcesof Iranian State
As political scientist, Mehrzad or ouj er d k amion &tsi, om of the O6hi st

nationstate formation in ramde monstrates the theoretical po
(Boroujerdi, 199852). | argue that the disregard for the spatiotemporal materiality of the national

state hasontributedo the reproduction of nationalist conceptions of state sfarsi,and Irari®.

The spatietemporal matrices refer to thmateriality of the social division of labor, of the

structure of the Stafeand of the practices anechnique®f power Poulantzas, 1978.05106).

Spacetime matrix is the materiifamework of the statihatas theipresupposition of the relations

of production and embodiment of the labour process, consists in the organization of a continuous,

20This has even diluted the possibility of revolutionary struggles to imagine and produce different forms of spacetimes.
Thus, revolutionary struggles must not only confront nationalism but also endeavor to transform therspatial
matrix of the natiorstate that suppresses national minorities.

12



homogeneous, cracked and fragmented spaw® . It iI's I mpotismnhis t o n
individualization that the institutional materiality of the capitalist State takes flid: 64-65).

This individualization of space and time fAnot
capitalist State never presents itself as a class State), but also plays an active part in the divisions
and isolation (individualization) of the popularena es 6 (I bi d: 66) .

In this dissertationfollowing Poulantzasl treatthe capitalist social formation and nation
Stateas equivalentRoulantzas, 1980.12). Space matrices vary with the mode of production
(Poulantzas, 198®9). By the rise of capitalism, the whole process is inscribed in a fresh space
which fAinvolves ¢l osur es lbid@3104)u evil explere thise s egm
processby focusing on the historicgroduction of Iran aga nation stateThere is adifference
between the spatidémporal matrices gire-capitalist anctapitalist social formations in what has
come to be known as | r an: [Ickeatactezizechbthe mudtiplieity a o f ¢
of independent and sesimidependent spaces/kingdgnasid theera of the nation state formation
(characterized by the production albstract spacgme throughthe process oFarsistinternal
colonialisn).

Il will more fully address Poulantzaséds not.i
state in various places in the dissertation to demonstrate the spatiotemporal dimensions of the
production of Iran.For instance,n Chapter Two $ubSection 2.4. From Natural to Political
Frontiersand Section 5Production of Abstract Time: The Birth of Tehjah contrast the
gualitative differences between the quapitalist social formation of the guarded domains and the

capitalist social formationf an emeging Iran as a national territory. | argue that the shift from

2lAccor di ng twhileRve rethimtinetdiztinction befivemode of productiofan abstracformal object in

its economic, ideological and political determinations) and consoati@l formationgarticulations of several modes

of production at a given historical moment), we must not regard these social formations as merely heaped up
concretizations of abstractly reproduced modes of productioft Poul ant zas, 1980: 25).
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natural to political frontiersindicate a historical transformation from a natural history and
geography to a linear time and abstract spacepiidduction of abstract, fragmented spacetime is
manifested in the birth of Tehran as the national (abstract) standard against which all other spatio
temporal regimes were comparadd hierarchically rankedn Chapter Three (Section Earsi
and Internal ColonizatianFarsistColonization), | illustrate how the spatiotemporal matrices of
Iran as a national state were prodycgtbwcasing thaistoricalrole of Farsization of time and
space irshapingran.

The inscription of Farsi in spacetime by the state has resulted in materialization of Farsi in
the structure of the Iranian national stateChapter Four (Sulsection 2.3Frontier Economigs
| argue that the transformatifnom guarded domain& frontier spatiotemporal regimé&) Iranian
national stat€a national spatiotemporal regimkasalso dependedn the formation of Iran as a
national marketBuilding on a more comprehensive analysis of the absence of Iran as a national
territory, 1 show how tis absencgmanifested irthe guarded domainwas historically associated

with the absence of a national markatl the capitalistelations of production

1.3.Internal Colonization and State Formation

My focus on the spatiotemporality of Iranian state formatinderscoreshe colonial dynamics
thatprodue Iran as a national stat@.few critical scholars havatilized the concept of internal
colonialism in their critique othe racist nature ofranian nationalism and beyond (see for
example:Asgharzadeh 2007Soleimani & Mohammadpour 2019b, 202dohammadpour &
Soleimani 2028, Burton 202). Critical historians have also pointed to the colonial dimensions

of the Iranian natiorstate. Marashi, for example, examines how the Pahlavi regime functioned as

22n their critical analysis othe Kurdish region (known as Rojhelat) in Ir&@gleimani and Mohammadpo(2020:

741)treat internal colonialism and dievelopment as interchangeable conceptk. e gquafe internal colonialism

with what Sarad®ogl eapmenst ca;s aidpgrocess through which a
strategies to fideliberately block internal economic de
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asurrogate colonial stateassuming the role of an external authoayainst which discursive and
political forces came to position themselves (Marashi, 2014: M8&)in-Asgari alsoexamines
national oppression a& constitutive feature of natiestate formation in Irai(Matin-Asgari,
2024).

Researchers who have applied the concept of internal colonialism to the Iranian context have
typically done so either by invoking it in a general sense or by relying on its traditional definition
asthe rule of one ethnic group over other such groups living within the continuous boundaries of
a single stater a form of uneven development signifying unequal structural relationship manifest
in metropolesatellite or centeperiphery (Soleimani and Mohammadpour, 2020y approach
seeks to reconceptualize internal colonialigyn focusing on Farsist historiographic and
cartographic practices of the statdis framework draws on a more refined conception of internal
colonialism, developed within the tradition of radical geography and, more specifically, spatial
decolonial theoryFocusing on the urban history of oil capitalf$im Khuzestan, Ehsarf2014,

2017)implicitly underscores theolonialnature of spatial relatiorsven though he does not use

the term colonial. Asheshowst he accumul ation of capital in o
of a new built environment on t heEhsani204 of tF
202).

Despitethese illuminating contributiongaisystematicallyspatiotemporal analysef internal
colonialism in Irarremains notably absemilarxist analysesf Iranian state formation and Iranian
nationalismhave been mostly limited to the traditionadqstlyeconomistic) perspectives in which
guestions of internal colonialism and language repression have not received proper attention.

Drawing on Lefebvreds noti cdoudbfandrhedprodtuchopi

23 For a complementary urban history of oil capitalimrused on Abadarsee Elling 2015.
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temporal matrices of the national stsden d Gr amsci 6 s Ospat iiadmalhi st or
colonization through the Farsization of space and tinsea fundamental mechanism of the
production oflran as anationalspace.l argue thata homogenized and monorhythmic body,
characteri zed b ysintpdsed ordtherdidferentalrpdyrhytramic ibaxies, through
everyday Farsism.

Criticizing a dogmatic approach &Marxist theory of the state, which reduces the capitalist
state to a gene¢eq PoalantdaS arguesethati this perspectvindapaldle of
analyzing the historical transformations of the capitalist State and therefore cannot address
concrete political situations. He arguesfhiave have t o grasp the mode i
€ [is] inscribed in the instituti1l@6).&dulardzsr uct u
thus highlights the class nature of the matrices of the nation state: the spatial and tempoeal mat
ARare presuppositions of the relations of prod
class struggle: they appear HhbdsliS.InthislgHtinyy as t |
research aims to explain one of the historic$formations of the staterm exemplified by the
production of Iran.

In the late developing statd&e Iran, the lack of structural possibilities fandustrial
production anctolonizing remote geographies often leads the ruling class to rely heavily on the
expropriationéxtraction ofnearnature which is intrinsically linked to the hierarchical relationship
between the center and the periphersgg] more specifically, betwedtersian and neRersian
regions National oppression and tegpropriationof nature are deeply intertwinedational state
space is produced throughese mechanisnis.r a n 6 s g e mhgpbitadbylPérsaasandaan-e

Persian people§he nonPersian geographies are situated in the frontiers of the natoniry.

#As exemplified in debates within the FiheDictaorsBimahmuni st
the Proletariat
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Historically, the formation of Iran as a natistate was made possible through the violent
suppression of the inhabitants of these frontier recaodsassimilating them into the Farsi cultural
landscapeTheproduction of space arekpropriationof natureareinternally coloniallnternal(or
national) colonization however,is not limited to the suppression of natikabdour force or its
exclusion from the job market, but it is fundamentally defined by the systematic destruction of the
environment ohon-Persiarpeoples. This environméapacencludes norPersian languages and
culturesi hence, Farsist colonization

The reductionist tendencies in existing literature are, to some extent, ro@bistorical
conceptions ofspace and the national state in Farsi. Even critical assessments of Iranian
nationalism have presuppostt: existence of Irarthe form of national state and its seemingly
invariable spatial matrix. Consequently, common analyses disregard the colonial logic of the
production of national space. The majority of these analyses have conventionally intexpaeted
as a natural, and therefore, ahistakighenomeon. This interpretation falls short in capturing the
destructive dynamics inherent in the colonial productiocagfitalistspace As a result space,
nation,andthe statearerepresented as abstracted fribvair constitutive social relations like Farsi.
In his recent work, Keshavarzian (202hploysa historical conception of space d¢dtically
analyzethe abstract conception tife Gulf®. While his use of critical spatial theoiyéa tradition
that conceives of space relationéllKeshavarzian, 20249) i is innovative, the focus of his
analysis does not center on Iran.

The dominant conception of space is based on a fundamental dualism that defines social

relations as separated from natuxecordingly,subalterrclasses are not considered part of nature

%As Kes hav ar to dissupt tha esgentialiged, clised, and abstracted representations of the Gulf requires
alternative conceptual tools and ways of writing about space and time that make change and contestation visible in all
theircomplexityd ( Keshavarzian, 2024: 6)
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as if social classes exist outsidesplace As a result, national oppression and environmental crisis
areoften considered unrelated, if any connection exists.dhatintrast, keping nature andbour
(or more generally, energgheap in the internal coloniesgamarily the product of the systematic
dispossession and expropriation of nateenmunalownership of land and natyra mechanism
that makesiccumulatn ofcapital through the exploitation t#bourpossiblé®. By excluding the
issue of land/nature/body, dominant vie@scluding Marxist analysesgan easily become
involved inreproducingcolonial relationships between centers and peripheries and turn a blind
eye to the systematic destruction of theng environmentof workers (vhich includestheir
language and culturdeh s ani 6 s spati al hi story of oil capi
spatial analyses that is focused on the material dimension of the social world. As he argues, the
mat erial world can be consi der e dachaabowsauste goc i a |
beyond dualistic views of natusmciety which objectify nature as inanimate, passive, and subject
to the human/social go furtherto say n addition to the exploitation, profifeneratiorand worker
compliance have been made possitiieugh linguistic domination cultural alienation and
assimilation.| argue thathis culturalconceptuamomentof the production ofranis inherently
interlinked withFarsist nationalism andternalcolonization.

From a strategic perspective, it thus imperative to counterFarsist Iran-centric
historiography by produieg nortlran-centric narratives of Iran. The narration of histories related
to theinternalcolonies or, more precisely, subalteronPersiangeohistories, assumes strategic
significance here. The untold &od buried histories ofnternal colonies are among the most
significant excluded historiés Iran-centrism has systematically attempted to eliminate the body

of the internal colonies. The removal of histories of these colonies has been made possible by the

%Here, I drawoMoor eds (2015) i nt ecopceptuslizedsthednl aowWw ovfa | Qihee a ph eMartyu r
27 Other excluded histories include histories of women andanmary individuals.
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deliberate imposition dfarsiasthe national language. The prevalent interpretation of Iran, as an
a priori unified nation has been directly produced through Farsist historiography and Persian
supremacy.

As Asgharzadeh expli@aipsocéeéFarshoaughatwbnéhi
and language are denied so that one may easily associate oneself with the language and identity of
the dominant group. It is a colonial act tleaitails the complicity and open participation of the
colonized within the colonization proces8e¢Asgharzadeh, 2007: 193) accordingly
conceptualize Farsi as a colonial language characterized by a spatiotemporally dualistic framework
manifested in the PersiaronPersiamlichotomy Pr oduced as O s psdarsisal i zed
dualismhasformed the everyday worldview of peoples who have been forcefully pulled into the
stateproduced Persian knowledge/culture/worldview. | explore how dinalism and nore
specifically, the dualistic spatiotemporal matrix of the nation statge the hegemonic struggles
that physically and conceptually reproduce the relations of production.

The brutal murder odinaAmini and the subsequergvolutionarymovement has brought
the languageandinternalcolonizationto the foréront. One of the mosfrequently chanted slogans
in the demonstrationgasiSay Her Name Mahsa Amini . 0 UmaKardisa | |y, |
namej 3, while Mahsa her second name, is Persitmthe following daysthe Islamic regin?é
brutally killed more than 90 individuals in Zahedan, Baluchestan (the Zahedan massacre).
Baluchestan i®ne ofthe deeplycolonizedregionsin Iran. Unfortunately, there is nothing new
about thebrutal practices oforced displacements aralimination of the mostly nonPersian

populations ofdrand In it s the brutal crushing of Azerb

28 Both the Pahlavi and the Islamic Republic regimes have systematically suppressed, eliminated, or assimilated and
forcefully internalized nofPersian cultures, figures, and movements, and normalized terror and rBottieegimes
are characterized by timational state form and the systematic process of internal colonization.
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governmentg19451946)it he | rani an army had executed abol
persons i n Azer Asgarij 2004:318) Adthoegb it waM masily through the

imposed and violent formation of nation state under Reza Shah{B@45and Mohammad Reza

Shah (9411979 Pahlavithat the independenand (physically) inaccessibleregions like
Baluchestan, Kurdestan, Khuzestan, Turkmen Sahra, and Azerbaijan were forcefully pulled into

the spatiotemporaimatricesof the natioml state, the colonial productiorf spacé® has been

deepened and intensified by the Islamic RepuBlictheseregionsare inhabited mostly by nen

Persian populations. The production of Iran as a national gtatgseems to batertwined with

the impositiori often violenti of the Persian/Farsi as a national language.

Mor e than everand theoretieafightsn apdmverdrantis eelhted to the
internalcolonization and more specifically, the national state fand its colonial spatiotemporal
matrix. This brings the language question and the colonization ePeosianspacego the fore.

In this conjuncture, addressing economic exploitation as disconnected from the national question
cannot grasp what is at stake. Emphasizingitkernal colonizationforces us to pay explicit
attention to thespacetimef emancipatory and transformative political struggles and to learn from
the failures of the 197®Revolution and its disastrous consequences for womenpPemsian
peoples the working class, the precariat, the homeless, tenants, religious and sexual minorities,
and all the other subaltern classes.

| accordinglysuggest that the everydagacetimsof repression and domination must be at
the center of any alternative political theory and stratdgymethodological conceptgacetime
and geohistorgraw our attention to the repressiomoftPersian languagesultures, and nations

through thenationallycolonial production ofranian nation statd put spacetime at the heart of

22 The termproductioni s essenti al here magaNausee ] tadpirekelchvpep s ks owh
2009:143).
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understandindran as a natiostate andheorizing an emancipatory political strate@is entails
going beyondhationalist conception of rights, @its foundationthe conception of spa@san
individually owned, parcelized, and territorially bounded foifhus, collective right to sel
determination anchultiscalarautonomyshould be prioritize#.
2.Research ProblenTakenfor-Gr ant edness of 01
| explore the Farsist production of &6lrandé t h
Iranian nation state. Nationalist narratives ahistorically represent Iranegsremmi existent, fully
formed, and unified (Persiangtion territory, and history, or in short, a pegisting nation state.
The hegemonyelated questions of national state, national language (Fansi)thehistorical
production and reproduction of national state spacetime are thus mostly overlblo&exkntral
argument of my thesisisthatl r a n 6 h apsior and/orexterioritoghe festorical formation
of 61 r a it awitreatumifiednational history, languageandterritory. Iran as a national
state spacetime has been made possible thimsghof very receqolitical, scientific (including
linguistic), infrastructural, and technological processes in ithperialist context of late
developmentMore precisely6 | r hasbéen produced throutiitee fundamental mechanisms:
historiographic Farsist and cartographic practices of the state. drgue that Farsization of
spacetime, as the key mechanisninéérnalcolonialism,has been essential in the production of
Iran.

Iranian historiograph and cartographywre predominantly nationalist, or more precisely,
Farsist and Iraitentric.It has been in and through the nationalist historidgcegnd cartogragh

practices of the stathatPersian/Fardias been represented andprodecesd t he dédnat ur al 6

30 Categorizing all forms of the collective right to sd#ftermination as a secessionist tendency that jeopardize
6territorial i n-wiagrlssds préventcblledtive eghts from heeg recogmibetl. And this is despite
the fact that thepre passionate advocategpofatizationanddisintegrationof an abstract O6economi
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of analreadyunified Iranian nation, and neRersian peoples are depicteatt ofthe historically
aininterrupte@andgeograpfcally boundedranian natiorstate. The existence of Iran as a nation
state isactually produced and naturalized through these Fdnisisiriographt and cartographic
practices an assumption that remains largely unchallenged even in critical analyses of Iranian
nationalismByYy implicitly presupposing the existence of Iran ageagraphically fixed space and
a historically linear tim&, the dominant perspective in Iranian historiographies (M&fxist
otherwise) prevent us from understanddmgnb as a contingent product of multilayered secio
historical forces and muiscalar geographies of hegemonic struggles.

| argue thathis dominant presupposition stems from an ahistoaiedlinternalistonception
of spacé?, a problem that is also widespread in theories of nationalism at TElngse lheories
have mainly overloo&dthe role of territory andpacean the formation of the natiestate and its
integralideology, nationalismlefebvre, 1991Yiftachel, 2002. And this is despite the fact that
the practice of delimiting and regulating a stable, territorial boundary which fixes territory to
sovereignty, is thelifferentia specificaof the modern world system of stat€so§wami, 2002:
790).All social formsare spatiotemporal his applies to theationalstate a fortiorsince national
state and space atastorically intertwined. Thestate and territory are mutually constitutive

(Lefebvre, 2009: 228)The stateisr ecomposed t hrough the product:i

31 Being neglectful of the inherent spacetime of social change processes, treating space (incluelingrenharean

nature) as something pregiven, and disregarding the interrelatedness of society and nature have also contributed to a
deep environmental degratibn.

2The existing | i-topitalsttfoomation accordihgrteaMValb(E993p asbeen defined by two major
Marxiststrandsob per i odi z at i o n Bothgpfesupposa aunibnear dnd teldologicgl $cherhistafry.

These dominant historiographies are based on essentialist assumptions which insist on the absence of private property,
and social classes in Iran. Valiclaimsthatt Sovi et and Asiatic historiographie
met hod of analysis so that fithe consistency of the his
bet ween the concept and t htleat SoweddndAsiativ laistoriographi€s ®f3ran botkd ) . It
interpret Iranian history in terms of the functioning and development of centralized states (lbid: 18).

33 Geography in Iran is still hugely limited to a positivist understanding of physical/natural geography in its traditional

sense. Therefore, human geography and political geography are in a very marginal and embryonic situation.
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6its materi al and i deol ogiBallad, 2020060%kLefebtreand s s t h

Gramsci Ahelp to provide a nuanced analysis of
| argue that overlooking the inherentpatiotemporal(multi-scalar and mukrhythmic)

characterof social change has led to ndralecticalconceptios of the national statdanguage

(Farsi), andran. Nationalistnarratives represent Iran as a-prasting, fully formed, and unified

(Persian) nation, enclosed in a{arasting national territory and historjhe dominant conception

of Iran has been shaped based on an atomistic and empiricist understanding of spacetime that treats

spaceand time as pregiven, passive, and neutral entities (dualisticaktgrnaf* to each other,

andto language and state formati@pace and time are thus respectively reduced to a territorially

bounded space (national territory) and a linear, enclosed time (national higtany.is then

represented as external to Farsi and to the spatiotemporal matrices of capitalist national state. Even

in critical analyses of Iranian nationalisdirandis treated as a pregiven entiyternalto the

relations of production and therefore to spacetime, language (Farsi), and state fokhoat®rer,

these reldions are neitherspatially exterior nor temporally sequential (Poulantzas, 1978;

Harootunian, 20156 pacet i me as a soci al r el at(iefebvre,6i nher

1991)cannot be separated either |l abeomrchesbapéee
The problem | assumeis linked to the class structure of the world. The dualism/division of

intellectual and manudabouris vital for the bourgeois class rul8dhnRethel, 1978 As a

strategy to retain private ownership of space (Lefebvre, 1991) this division perpetuates the dualist

space of the national staddat i onal i sm, as a fetishized incarn

| abeeemst he brescription lodbibhteo duAadd attihrdeg . me n «

strategy to retain private dwm@mualgiep) ,oft hs pace

34 This spatial exteriority takes the form of temporal sequence when it comes to time.
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perpetuates t he s pa.Seatiotemmmoral onhtricéstofethe nagidnal stateaate s t a
the materialization (not merely representations) of this dualist divisidabolur (Poulantzas,
1978) Drawing on dialectical theories (as organic responses to the structural duslisatisnal
state)that do not separate spacetime, language, and the national stateonsi der O6pr od1
its threedimensionatotality3>, not merely in terms of @apitatlabourdualism

Moreover, tass relations and colonialism are interlinked. Thus, we need a theoretical
framework that accommodates bot h-codniaismisan ons .
extension of Marxist dialectics. Adyshregcheslay s,
when it comes to addr es s i 5).dis didleeticsasonsepanabl@fiomi s s u e
his understanding of colonialism and everyday racism and their foundational duadison
believes that the theoretical questmincolonialism and its Manichaean logic must be resolved
throughrevolutionaryaction( 1 1 9 ) . Col oni al insgationos & hésypysthemat

His dialectics is, therefore, based on a conceptidatality. Kipfer explains that contrary to false

colonial humanism, the genuine humanism of the counterl oni al i she whblead ncer n s
humanityé which includes both colonized and c
absolute exclusivitya n d Fanonos di alectics S an attemrg

Decolonization for him is simultaneously a spatial process as well. Transformation of colonialism
i s Afa strat egppacednd baepking with rlineardpetitivgtimed (| bi d: 97
Colonizaion is treated as spatial organization (Kipfer, 2007: 703). The logic of colonization is
based on a racial dualism of b |spatakrelatiom @f whi t e

separati ono ( Ksiapdsdtrof, colanifl lodic of Manrigheanism, there is a sharp

separation between rural and urban movements, even after-tadiexb decolonization (Fanon,

35 Here, | refer to the trinity formula of laddbourcapital.

24



2004: 7071). Fanon refers to urban bias in which peasants are spatially organizéapid@vn
inorganic fashion (Kipfer, 2011: 100) which represents colonial logic of exclusivity. He sees a
dialectical relation between rurality and urbanity (Fanon, 200823Gand does not exclude one
to the detriment of the oth¥r

| see the formation of national territory as a qualitative change in the relations of production.
The formation of national territory was SO0 po
control.It is thus essential is to analyze the reproduction of the relations of production that should
be understood as a totality: the ldabourcapital relation (Lefebvre, 1976: 8)hereproduction
of the relations of production coincidés e i t her with Marx0s reprodu
production, norwh hi s enl arged reproductiono (I bid: 9
century that the reproduction of social relations appeared. Our concentration should then be on the
reproduction of relations of production, which is deeply colonial and-daindn, or more
precisely, spatialThe binary oppositiongbourversus capital, working class versus bourgeoisie)
is thus abandoned (Lefebvre, cited in Hart, 2018: 15).

As | will demonstrate, gace and time, commonly viewed as passive and neutral elements,
have been inadequately addressed in analyses of the Iranian state, nationalism, andtegtory.
are often considered as neutral elements external to the reproduction of social relations of

production (including language and knowledgeMore importantly, they are treated as absolute

36 Drawing on these theoretical insights, | have extensively discussed the dualisms of Farsi, and their role in Farsization

of space and time in Chapter Three.

S’ Based on a dialectical conception of spacetime, the pa
Butitisatweway process € so t oo ddasseytl898187). Massegsays, imigitigéo t he p
understand the identity of places we should not separate space from time, or geography from history (Ibid). The
invention of a glorious past, is about the invention of the coherence of a place, a national territorgl stat®apace

is merely one of the many possible ways of organizing social space. This entails that the national space should not be
equated with social space. Taking national space as social space is a common trend in Iranian social analyses, which
amongothers, can be found in Mohamadreza Nikfar andBbisgrdieusiarunderstanding of social space.
See:https://www.radiozamaneh.com/688626/
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entities in arexteriorrelation with each othegndwith the hegemonic struggleSpace has been
treated as a prgiven, statidramework that social changes happeoadover,or within it. Time
has also been reduced to a mohgthmic linearity without differentiation. Space is thus de
historicized and represented as an unchangeable fixity, and time is reduced to homogenized
linearity. The result is an ahistorical view which removes theven,contradictory multi-scalar
and multirhythmicproduction of spacetime in general, and Iran in particAlsuBoroujerdi once
argued,lranian intellectuals in general, and scholars of Iranian studies in partidulare e d t o
realize that aversion to new theoretical approaches, fetishization of the past, pompous bravado
about ancestor s, conspiratori al and chiliasti
str at @ogoujerdi,2998:55). This fetishizedview has contributed to the nationalist
(simultaneouslyhistoriographié®, Farsist, and cartographiproduction of Iran over the past
century.Taking spacetime in general, and Iran in particular, for granted, the existing litelatgre
not deal with themplications ofconsideringran asa veryrecent product

My dissertatioraims to address these deficiendigsoncentrating on the role of the actual
(historiographic, linguistic, and cartographic) practices of the statproducing a Farsist
nationalist ideology and, accordingly, Iran as a national state spacktiemonstrate theme-
dependency, languagkependency, and spadependency of drand by examining the
historiographic linguistic, andcartographicpractices of the state as fundamental mechanisms in

the production of Iran as a Farsist dualist spacetdn&wving onHenri Lefebvré s i nsi ght s o

38 Historiography in the modern sense of the term was little known in Iran prior to the Second World War (Vali, 1993:

6).

®According to Bh as kaativity-dependercdnceptdependerispacetnsedepeadergand social

relationd e p e n d eHartwiyy, 2q07: A426).The relationships in discussion are multidirectional. For example, the
dependency relationship extends to both spacetime and language. This necessitates highlighting the inherent
conceptuality of spacetime, as well as the spatiotemporality of conceptsioAally, both language/concept and

spacetime are statiependent. Therefore, the social realm is intricately tied to our concepts and perceptions of the
world, as well as being linked to the statbe state plays a pivotal role in shaping social forms and our conception of
them. This dialectical interplay is captured by my Lef
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production of space and tinf&991, 2009, | ask how has Iran been produced asaéional state
spacetimen the context othe colonial expansion of the capitalist state?
In the past four decadessignificantbody of historiographic workon Iran (with different
focal points’®) has emergedwithout a systematic exploration of the constitutivespatio
temporalitiesof their subject matter&lthough the existing literature on Iranian nationalism has
often reproduced Iran as a seffident spatiahistorical entity, there is also a growing body of
critical scholarship that has historicized the conception of Iran and challenged itdaiaken
grantedness. Scholars such as Vaziri (1993), Boroujerdi (1998), Asgharzadeh (2007), Marashi
(2008, 2014, 2020), Cole (1996), Kash&abet (1997, 1999, 2011, 2013), Fragner (1993, 1999,
2019), MatinAsgari (2009a, 2009b, 2012, 2014, 2024), Elling (2013),Etieahimi (2016), and
Mohammadpour and Soleimani (2020, 2022), among others, have critically examined-Persian
centered nationalism. These interventions provide important insights into the racial and linguistic
exclusions embedded in the formation of modean. While critical studies on land reform (Ajami
1973,Hooglund 1982, Najmabadi 1987, Seyf 1990 exist, thdotaltyof o6t he pr oduct
spacebd6 has yet to receive a systematic anal yt
My work builds on these critical contributions but also diverges by offering a systematic
spatiotemporal framewonooted in radical geographgr understanding the production of Iran.

While many of these scholars expose the ideological underpinnings of nationalist discourse or

40 For examplesocial history $chayegt2009 Cronin 2010Ansari 2014, Amanat 201Y, the mode of production
(Katouzian 1983, 1997, Floor 1984, Araghi 1987, Foran 1988, Vali 1993, Seyf 199§, #@94L onstitutional
Revolution Abrahamiarl969,Foran1991, Afary 1996Amanat 1989Bayat 1991, Cronin 1996, Keddie and Richard
2006, Chehabi and Martin 2010, Farzaneh 2015, Ansari 2@ié,Islamic revolutionAbrahamian 1980, Arjomand
1986, Ashraf 1988, Algar 20pInationalism Katouzian 1979Ashraf 1993 Boroujerdi 1998, Marashi 2008, Ansari
2012, Sharif 2013, Elling 2013, Scot Aghaieand Marashi 2014, Vejdani 2015, Litvak 2Qlintellectuals Floor
1980, Boroujerdi 1996, Gheissari 1998, Behrooz 1999, Cronin 2004, Floor 2009, Mirsepassi 201A8shii20138,
Vahabzadeh 20)9state formationGronin 2007, Katouzian 1981, Bashiriyeh1984, Amanat 1997, Atabaki and
Zircher 2004, Atabaki 200,7and Islamism Arjomand 1984, Momen 1985, Nasr 1990, 2000, 2001, Moaddel &
Tal attof 2000, RaBpraujedi2®P 07, Bayat 2007,
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critique its homogenizing effects, few engage with the material production of national space and
time as interdependent processes. tEsertatiortherefore aims to extend the critical literature
by theorizingiran as a historically contingent spacetime produced through the Farsization of space
and time.Spacetime as a methodological condegd not previously been utilizéad analyses of
ran.Gi ven the scarcity of spatially grounded hi
marks a significanintervention. Centered on the Iranian oil industry, his work offers a social
history of labor that foregrounds spatial dynamics (Ehsani, 201Apart from exceptions like
Ehsani,the spacetimeof Iranian state formatiohas been mostly taken for grantdéading to a
naturalization and dhistoricization of thenational state spaceExisting literature often treats
space as a statiepn-historicalthing, thereby naturalizintipe existence of Irasince the beginning
of human civilization®. To address the issukedevelop an explicitlyspatiotemporatheoretical
framework tosystematially study the constitutivepacetimeof Iranian nation state

A consequence of ignoring space is that it makes our theories and practices ahstract
disconnected fronthe materialspatiotemporaljoundations of our livesThus, we need both a
O0spati al hi storyd (reading amlthking space asnagritidai st or
tool of analysisnot simply an object of analysis, but a constituent part of the analysis(iEseén,
200lb)and a 6history of spacesdé (remaiandmalgngf ai t h-
spaces their objects of stydfElden, 200& 11819). AAhi st ory of the prese
spatially awae andmays the present (Ibid: 115) accordinglydevelopa spatial history of Iran.

As Boroujerdi shows, nationalist Iranian intellectual and political elites have fallen victim to

an ahistorical definition of aubrdweqdnicrigicali | r an i
“Ehsani s theoretical a p p partieudaly thie Iwerk dfsDavid aHarxelf svith t hou g h
poststructuralist urban/spatial perspectives. For a de

42 Such an aspatial view is inherently related to a linear, teleological conception of time, of which developmentalist
nationalism is a social manifestation.
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studies of Iranian nationalismymproject challenges the dominant ahistorical narrative of Iran and
endeavors to narrate Iratifferently, by developing a spatiotempardialecticalconceptionof
Iran. To do so, lindicatethe deficiencies of existing narratives and highlightahsencesn the
Farsist historiographyand cartographyof Iran. By foregroundhg discontinuities, dispersals,
contradictions, and differencéselements that the capitalist national state seeks to suppress and
annihilatei this alternative Irarcanillustrate the possibility of dismantling the nation state and
showing alternative forms @iroduction of space
3. Geohistorical Scopef the Research
In Chapter One, | address some of thpreviously mentionedheoreticalshortcomingsand
problematics in the existintiterature After reviewing the literature and discussing the main
theoretical problematics of the research, | develop an appropriate theoretical frameanalize
the theoreticaproblematicsDrawingonL e f e bnotioreobtlse production of space Gr ams ci 6 s
O6spati al hi stor i ci ®taniporaltreeoryd of R statdawillttry dosgéas s p a't
historicize the social forms includingational state spacetimé/hat makes the theories of these
Marxist thinkers central to my work is thairticulation ofthe complex entanglement of the nation
state, spacetime, and languageis theoretical framework enables me to exantireeproduction
of Iran by focusing othe majorspatiotemporalpracticesof the Iranian state

| accordingly understand the state a material condensation of a clasgtion of forces
struggling for hegemonyDrawing on Poulantzas who defines social classes in terms of their
expanded¥xtended reproduction rather than the narrow economic perspective of their place in
production,l see Iranian state formation in the contextefpandedeproductio®of capitalism
(Poulantzas, 1980108. The extended reproduction encompasses economic, political, and

ideological relations; and involves the state and-ceypitalist relations of production as well as
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the circuit of capitalViewing from a such a standpoint of totality allows for the recognition of the
interconnection between the class struggle, the state, and relations of produclidgne st at e
6produces6 materially, symbolically, and inst
class struggle while at the same time i1t i s coc
Talking about the space and time of the relations of production, Poulantzas arguesshat th

relations do not constitute an economic structuesideandbeforesocial classes. The relations

of production therefore are not external to class strugglke:o c i a | cl asses €é ar e
themselvesdéd in the relations of production o
themsel vesd) afterwards and el sewhere. To si't
productionisto charttheoriginl cont our s of its presence in th

27).Poul ant z afttlleextehdele epyooducti on of capitalism r
emphasis on theotalityof t he reproduction of the relation
notion ofintegrals t at e. Thus, the terms o6dextendedd, Oto
concept.

| aim to examine the production of Iran as a nation state frgedastorical perspectivd.
conceive the production of Iran as a multiscalar rewdtirhythmic processGeographical scales
are not static fixed phenomena but are socially produbesninant views disregard the most
characteristicpractice of the state that is the production of spacetifwhich includes the
production of scales and periodBYior to theviolent productionof Iran as a nation state, which
can be traced back to tihate Qajar period antbundation of Pahlavi dynasty in 1925, Qajar
domainswas made up of a range of loosely connected stitamélel with a great degree of
political-economic independence from the capital, Tehran. This was evident in the plural form of

the official name of the Qajar Empire: The Guarded Doswiiriran (Mamaleke Mahruseye
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Iran). The central power was not able to exercise its authority over the vast dispersed and island
like geographies dflamaleke Mahruseh Creating a unified political entity required proper
technological, physical, and infrastructural conditions which were absent at that (séed
Khazeni, 20071407 KashaniSabet, 2013: 192195. Iran as a territorially bounded space was
absent in the prPahlavi era.

To accomplish the objectives of this research, my attention is centered on a historical
timeframe extending from the late Qajar period (approximately 1870) to the emergence of the
Islamic Republic in 1979.arguethe production of Iran as a national state began in the late Qajar
era and then continued andnsolidatedluring the Pahlavi era (192B79)andafter the Islamic
Revolution. This consolidation is never complete and is inherently fraught with contradictions,
making it unstablel argue thatthe production of Iran as a unified natibas beemprimarily
realized through the historiographic practices devoted to prodaaciatpnal history. This process
began in the late Qajar ergained momentum dung the Constitutional Revolution (1903),
become scientifically establishedder the Pahlavisind continues to this day. Tpeoduction of
Iran as a national territoyynowever, is mostly associated with &hlavi period19251979), the
state infrastructural projedtsncluding the construction of roads and railwaykat ledto connect
the scattered geographies of the guarded davédinman (mamaleke mahruseh

Priorto the formation of the national territohe dispersed geographies of guarded domains
physically precluded the formation afunified national markelMamaleke mahrusefat the time
were typically defined by a range of regiofrahtier markets that were largely independent from
thecenter anadvere mostly connected to centers outside the frontiers of the guarded domains. Only
during the reign of Mohammad Reza Shah, and especially during the land reform (White

Revolution) period (19639), was the condition of possibility of creating a nationatket made
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feasible During this period, significant efforts were made by state institutions, incldidénglan

and Budget Organizatiofformed in 1948) The National Cartography Center of Iran (NGCC
formed in 1953) The Statistical Center of Iran (S@rmed in 1965)as well as universities and
research institutes, to pull increasingly more and more spaces into the spatiotemporal matrix of the
national state. fiis stage can be characterized by the beginning of urbanizdtican; a process

that aimed to deracate as many peoples (nomadic or otherwise) as possible from their
environment, shape the real estate magkad, ultimately enablsystematiextractionof nature.

By focusing on a range dfistorical texts and maps, | aim to examine the most crucial
spatiotemporalities of the production of Iram the context of imperialismAs is evident in
historical texts and maps, the physical aspect of the production of Iran, has been made possible by
the state infrastructural interventions to produce its own spacetime. The production of Iran over
the past 150 years has emerged in the fof a systematic processinfernalcolonization which
was associated with the statist position of Farsi on neRersian inhabitants of the islatikie
geographies omamaleke mahruselto forge a unified Persian natiofihe nation state has been
realized bythe stateinscribing itself in history and geography produce its own natioha
spacetimeThis process of inscription in spacetime has been conducted in and through Farsi, or
more preciselythrough the Farsization of spacetime.

4. Significance and Implications:

Recent political developments in Iran, which began with the murder of Jina (Mahsa) Amini in
September 202 have had a substantial impact on my research. Although I initially focused on the
nationalstateand the colonial production of spadhe emergence of th&oman Life Freedom
movement has amplified the importancetiod intertwined relationship dhe state anéarsiin

my work. The rise of thpro-fascist tendencies among royali@apporters of the Pahlavi dynasty
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has brought to light numerous factdBgsides the critical matter of the hijab, several key debates

have emerged: the situation of colonized @R@rsianpeoplesiations in Iran, the adverse impact

of the stateds Far si st prpesshilityaf shiftingawag fromthbbe pas
current form of the central state.

Mohsen Milani, théexecutive Director of the Center for Strategic & Diplomatic Studies and
Professor of Politics at the University of South Florida, twedtedh a t At hose who ¢
weakening the centr al state in Iran are thintk
growing nationalism, natiestatecentrism, and obsession with territorial integrity in
Iranian/Farsist politics. This trend should be seen in connection with the rise oftightgnec
Sasanian) ideology dfanshahrwhich functions as a nodal point of reference for various forces
from the Islamic Republic to its Pahladsind everthe secalledChape Mehvare Moghavemat
(The Axis of Resistance leftpll agree on the necessity of preserving the current form of the
nationstate and its territorial tegrity, whatever the cost may.tdore importantly, the ideology
of Iranshahr(not always under this title though@s penetrated the public sphere asddview
for justifying the current form of the national stafdl these | argue,should be seen in the
historicalcontextsof the hegemonic strugglesming at producindgran as a nation state.

The violent reaction®f Farsist Iraniarf$ to ordinary protesterssubaltern classesnd
progressive intellectualalsoindicate the need to address the issue and to nurture a systematic

critique of the theoretical core of the ideologyirainshahras apro-fascist approachiy research

43 https://twitter.com/milanimohsen/status/1513288571448406018?s=20&t=yLf0BAXp3cBNWzCEW

4 For example, supporters of the Pahlavi dynasty on Twitter refer to anyone who speaks about regional
autonomy/independence or federalism as separatdgtseh tala. Pahlavi supporters launch sickening attacks on
non-Persian activists, subjecting them to the worst forms of obscenities and sexual insults. Such insulting behaviors

are not limited to the virtual space. One of the most common examples of such in®lteto the issue of the

nati onal flag. Pahl avi supporters attack and harass an
flag of prerevolutionary Iran. Pahlavi supporters, similar to the advocates of the Islamic Repulgressutlifferent

approaches to Iran, national state, and social change by relying on a narroentiramview of reality.
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aims toanalyze Iranian state formation through a geohistorical study and by devebwping
explicitly spatiotemporal theetical framework Such a analysishas significant implications for
our understanding of the revolution and political strat&gy instance, it showtkat replacing the
Islamic Republic with a new pfBahlavi regime is another step towards consolidating and
reproducing the current form of the nation state and, consequently, contimiergal
colonization The proposetheoretical framaworkwhich sees the production of spacetime as the
most crucial dimension of theation statealsooffers a new perspective on historical events. It
particularly sheds light on the Islamic Revolution and the Constitutional Revolution, illustrating
how these events significantly contributed to the production of Iran as a national state spacetime
and thus, they may be regarded as-sevtolutionary

Statism and the associated nationalism have been a fundamental barrientiorédolhe
very definition of revolution has not escaped tthominant statism. As a result, the majority of
revolutionary theories and practices have ended in the reproductionradtibealstate form its
colonial natureand, subsequently, of the relations of production. The statatielithus remains
intact. The influence obmnipresentstatismhas beerso profoundthat it has absorbed and
internalized even the theories of the revolution and has made them into theories of the reproduction
of the relations of productioin this situation, it is necessaryreethink the ideas of revolutioAs
Lefebvre argues, At oday such l i mi t edThedef i ni
transformation of society presupposes at coll e
indicates why pressure from below must Aconfr

power that controls wurbanization é the constr

4As Lefebvre saygevolution was long defined either in terms of a political change dvkeéof the state or else in
terms of the state ownership of the means of production. Under either of these definitions the theory and the practice
have degenerated into an ideology of gro(idfebvre, 1991422).
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(Ibid: 383) My dissertationin this contextcontributes to a deeper understanding of the role of
spacetime in the production of nation stateingeparald 61 rand i n particul ar
5. Research Questian
| ask howlran hasbeen produced as a national state spacetyanitial assumption is that Iran
has been produced throutiiree intertwined processedsstoriographic, linguistic (Farsist), and
cartographic practices of the stalbe main question can thus be divided into threecguéstions:
How has Iran been produced through the historiographic practices of the/gteteRas been the
role of Farsi in the production of Irartfow has Iran been producédrough the cartographic
practices of the stat&fhese questions have formed three substnhiapters of my dissertation.
More specifically, | ask how Iran has been produced as a national state spacetime in the context of
the colonial expansion of spatiotemporal matrices of the capitalist state and nationalism.

My dissertatiortan be considered as an initial stepvinting a history of Iran without taking
its existence for granted in advance. How should we write this history as a geohistti@2F
century? An alternative/radical history of this kindl be multiscalar and multhythmic It should
avoid taking any geographical scale or temporal regime for granted as a nauotatatic
backgroundn exterior relation to other social phenomeimstead, tishould geohistoricize them.
In this waywe can hopéhat we develop an emancipatory political strategy of change which is not
alreadyfixated on a particular spacetime. Such a task will be possiblebgmyoblematizing the
ubiquitous and dominant takéor-grantedness of Iraand spacetime

The main argument of thidissertationis that Iran, as a national state space, has been
historicallyand cartographicallproduced through the colonial Farsization of spacetime. Iran has
been writterandmappedn, through andas Farsi.Farsism therefore has been a fundamental link

between nationalist ideology and national statenation.Farsihas been inscribed in spacetime.
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| aim toaddresshe research questioby concentrating on the role of the actual (historiographic,
linguistic, and cartographic) practices of the statshiaping a Farsist nationalist ideology and,
consequentlythe production of Iran as a natarstatespace The historiographic, Farsist, and
cartographic practices of the state have crucially contributed to theftakgrantedness of Iran
as a natiorstate.So, my research analyzes what the Iranian state actually does and how it has
formed materially in practcel o do s o, Il focus on the stateos
space.
6. Methodology:
Guided by my dialectical theoretical framework, which emphasizes the-soalar, mult
temporal, andherefore,contradictory processes inherent in Iranian state formation, this study
critically examines both primary and secondary sources to uncover tensions, contradictions, and
shifts in Iranian nationalism. The dialectical method allows me to explore how thesess@ilect
competing interests, hegemonic struggles, and ideological contradictions in the production of Iran.
Aligned with my dialectical heoretical framework,this qualitative study employs a
multidisciplinary methodological approach, combintmgtorical and archival analysis (Schwartz
& Cook, 2002), conceptual historKd@selleck, 2002; Elden, 20),3and critical cartography
(Harley, 1989; Crampton, J.W., & Krygier, J. 2006

Historical analysis involves the study of past events, contexts, and texts to understand the
developmenand impact of ideologies like nationalism. | utilize this method to examine historical
records, documents, writings, and maps to trace lmamian nationalism, nation, and territory
have been formulated and propagateslibject the claims of historians and their use of primary

sources to critical scrutiny bgxaminingther methods and interpretations. | critically assess how
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the historical texts and maps reflect not only the dominant ideology of Iranian nationalism
(Farsism) but also its contradictions and the tensions between social forces in ghaping

Archival analysis involves examining historical documents like maps to understand the past,
historical context, and authenticity of these documents. | analyze original documents from the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries to gain firsthandinsig i nt o t he peri odéds
specifically, the socigpolitical environment of the late Qajar and early Pahlavi peiidds extent
of the infrastructural development, technological advancement, educational systeiaretc.
investigated to gairan understanding of the context in which historical texts and maps were
createdAccordingon my dialectical approach, | examine how these documents reveal not just the
domi nant stateds dual i st view of territory,
representations which are rooted in the nomadic spatiotemporal redyraps.from the early
Pahlavi period represent a unified national territory, yet they often mask longstanding divisions,
conflicts, and contested frontiers that were actively beindymed through discursive and bodily
struggles. By critically analyzing these tensions, | show how the historiographic, Farsist, and
cartographic practices of the state to represent territamiy andcontinuity often clashed with
the multiple realities of norPersianpeoples regional autonomy, and external pressures from
neighboring powerslhe contradictions between a unified national territory and contested borders
shows how historiographic andcartographic representations in accordance with the
homogenizing and reductionist tendency of the statepresent an imagined Iranian territory,
while there were huge contradictions on the grodrids archivalexploration reveals that the
statebs depiction of I ranian territory was fr

a static or universally accepted representation.
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Conceptual historyffers a unique lens for examining the usage and transformation of key
concepts within analyses of Iranian history, nation state, and nationalism. It allows me to explore
how the concepts of the nation, state, territory, border, and nationalisrtrdn@sfermedn Farsist
historical narrativesThis method involves examining different periods (pneodern, late Qajar,
and Pahlavi) to understand the shifts in the conceptualization of Iran. By studying these changes,
| can see how conceptisiof Iran shifted in the context of hegemonic strugdlegplore how the
key concepts of nation, territory, border, and Iran reflect contradictions between imperial
understandings of territory and emerging nationalistic ideologies in the late Qajar and early Pahlavi
periods. The educational texts, politicadtises, and yearbooks are central to understanding how
thekey concepts evolved during this time. These texts, produced by the state intellectuals, reflect
the ideological shifts in the productiof loan. In this way, | can trace how these concepts were
adapted and contested during the state formalfibe. dialectical lens allows me to trace how
contrasting ideologies about what constitutes the Iranian nation state both converge and conflict.
For instance, the concept of the nation does not evolve in a linear manner; rather, it emerges as a
site of tensin between religious and secular discourses manifesting the hegemonic struggles
between religious and secular classes. There is also a contrast between mmgerational
conceptions of territory. The former is porous, heterogeneous, anecentéred, fluid boundaries
and diverse centers of power. The latter however is bounded, homogenized, arcentensd
emphasizing fixed borders and a unified natiodenhtity.

Critical cartography offers a powerful analytical tool for interpreting historical maps.
alignment with the notion of the production of space, critical cartogrgpéy beyond seeing maps
as mere representations of geographic information; it considers them as political artifacts that play

a crucial role in producing national space. Recognizing that maps are not neutral but embedded
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within the ideologies and power structures, this method is helpful in analyzing the symbols, scales,
and other features used in maps and how they represent or omit certain aspects of reality. Through
critical cartography | examine who created the map and fomwhaexplore ancient maps to
understand how early mapping practices conceptualized space. This helps us understand how
empires visualized their realms and how these visualizations influenced understandings of Iran.
By traang changes in territoriafepresentations, can examine the shifts in the portrayal of
territorial frontiers and their transformation to bordersldo analyze how new cartographic
technologies influenced the depiction and production ofdnace late 19 century

Consistent with mydialectical theoretical framework| explore the contradictions in
territorial representations, such as how maps reflect both the aspirations of the central state and the
resistance of peripheiaéd nonPersianregions, revealing the competing ideologies in the
production of national space. By focusing on maps from the late Qajar and early Pahlavi periods,
| explore how cartographic representatiortseated by state intellectudlsvere used to legitimize
territorial claims of the stat@gainst the regional neldersian claims to their indigenous lands. So,
historical maps serve not only as political tools, projecting state power and shaping public
perceptions of national space, but also reveals the contradictions in the cartograpiciespofc
the state.

The selection of archival materials from the late Qajar and early Pahlavi periods is central to
this study because they capture a pivotal moment in the production of Iran. By focusing on these
historical sources, | can trace both the intertwined ideolbgité spatial dimensions of Iranian
nationalism and state formatiofthis study is anchored in a rigorous critique of secondary
literatureon Iranian state formatioandnationalism This critique is further enriched through an

in-depth analysis of primarynaterials.These primary sources encompass a diverse collection
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including historical mapshistorical texts (political treatises, agdarbook}¥ geographical works
(encyclopedias and atlases), aedtbooks (of late Qajar and early Pahlavi perioddl) these
sourcesimplicitly or explicitly attempted to represedbationab state space in general or its
constitutive elements (nation and national historgtional language, andational territory) in
particular.The primary sourcesf the late Qajar and early Pahlavi periads especially valuable,
as they capture the state practices to forgmified national identity through the cartographic
representations and the promotion of nationalist ideology in schools and public discourse.

While previous research on Iranian state and nationalism has focused primarily on textual
sources, the role of cartography in shaping national consciousness remains largely underexplored.
By analyzing historical maps alongside political and education, tdws study fills a critical gap
in the literature, providing an analysis of how spatial representations influenced botiudthie
and the construction of Iranian identity. The selected historical maps are uniquely positioned to
reveal how Iran habeen cartographically produced over a centang history. They highlight
the contradictory and contested character of national territory. Unlike purely textual records, these
maps provide an explicit spatial dimension to the discourse of nationsMkie the texts reveal
the ideological and educational mechanisms through which Iranian national identity was
constructed,hite maps provide a visual articulationto$torical anderritorial claims. Together,
these sources allow for a multimensionalangls i s of how | rands nati on:
produced, and contested.

7. Structure otheDissertation:
Iran as a territorial space has not exigigdr andexteriorto the formation of Iranian nation state
with a unified national historyThe production of Iran will be examined in three substanti

chaptersenteredn historiographic, Farsist, and cartographic practices of the lséaordingly
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study timedependency, languagiependency, and spadependency of Iran in three
interconnected chapters: | r a n Kysdisderitatioa propdsesa n 6 s
a program for writingmapping an alternative geohistory of Iran.

Chapter One integrates my literature review and theoretical frameavarks organized
around the primary conceptual categories that underpin this reseheste divided chaptesne
into three sections of state time, state language, and state $pacstructure of this chapter
emanates from the tripartite or gacoiregparidston of
the corethemesaddressed ithem Within each section, | begibhy conductinga review of the
mostpertinentexisting literaturecritically evaluating keynsights,and identifying notable gaps

This study engages with a wide range of secondary literature to review existing critical
scholarship on o6élraniand nationali smVaamd st a
(1993),Boroujerdi (1998) Fragner (2019), Marashi (2008), Matisgari (2009a, 2009b, 2012,
2014, 2024),Elling (2013), and Zia-Ebrahimi (2016) More specifically, 1 examine critical
accounts that underscore the colonial dimensions of Iranian nationalism, sAslyheszadeh
(2007),Marashi (2014), and Mohammadpour and Soleimani (2020, 202ajdition,| draw on
the contributions of scholars likkashaniSabet (1997, 1999, 2011, 2013), Khazeni (2007),
Cr oni n 0 EBhsgniZ204)and Grigor (2009, 2021, 202@&hose workaddresses thepatial
dimensionof Iranian nationalism and/or stafiemation

| arguethat theneglect ofthe spatiotemporal materiality of the national stateseasningly
led to the reproduction of nationalist conceptions of,leaen within critical literature. attribute
this methodologicabversightto broader problematics in Marxist literatudismonstratinghow
dominant Marxistreadingsof capitalism and Marplay a crucial role irreinforcement ofa

dualisticperspectivandneglect ofinternal colonization. | show th#te disregard fothe material
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elements of the nation state and its spaiaporalmatriceshas also been influential in the
emergence of postcolonial theoridsthen introduce dialectical approach(es) to nationalism,
historiography, language, and space to further clarify my argumenprovide a geohistorical
analysis of Iranian state formation my reseaiohs todevelop an explicitly spatiotemporal theory

of the nation state. To achieve this, | wilesigna conceptual framework grounded in the
dialectical theories of the state spa The proposed theoretical framework offersriical
understanding of the spatiotemporal dimensions of the production of Iran as a Farsist state
spacetime.

In ChapterTwo, | askhow has Iran been produced through the historiographic practices of
the state®™h at has been the role of the Thathapten al st
examine the rise of racializ¢dryan) conception of people and the transhistorical conception of
statehoodThe chaptebegirs with a review of the most recent historiographic scholarships that
cover Qajar periodsl then discussa class dimensionof the production of knowledge by
intellectuals of Iranian state and their role in the hegeorgirugglesByYy studying historical texts,
atlases, encyclopedic works, and educational textbooks produced during the late Qajar period by
the prominent intellectuals of the state | will show how nationalist representations of geohistory
started to produce @nd throughrarsi.l demonstrate how Aryan racism facilitated the production
of a Farsist temporal regime amaterial foundation of Iraan national historyHere, | study the
birth of Per s i aandRessiani sepremacy) ithatbwasr aghieved by the state
intell ectual 6s emphasi s on | &he gteraagomal (golonial,t y an
imperialist) backdrop of Aryan racist nationalismalong with bothdiscursive and physical
moments of Aryan racism will be discusskdnalyzehow the intellectual products of the Iranian

state intellectuals have resulted in an ahistorical conception of Iran, and naturalization of a linear
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history. | examinehow Aryan racism in alignmentwith the broader racist framework that
dualistically separ at egsadudllyg ledvto the produdtion of soroenof 6 u n c
the most influential, racist dualisms of Farsnd therebyreinforces the dominantnarrative of
linear development.dccordinglyexplore howthe state produces a specific temporality to repress
other temporal regimes and prevent the emergence of subalterRérgian) temporalities.

Farsist historiography was not confined to the educational textbooks. It was inscribed into
the temporal matrix of the emerging nation state through different but intercmgnect
mechanismsGiven the dialectical relationship between time and space, the production of abstract
time is inextricably connected to the production of abstract space. In this context, | indicate how
the production of Tehran as tthlieation afthe abstéda@ c api
temporal regime of the nation state.

Focusing on the relationship between ltfamcentricrepresentations of spacetime and Farsi,
ChapterThreeaskswhat has been the role of Farsi in the production of [Bufling on the
findings of the previous chapter, anglfocusing onthe link between Farsization and knowledge
production, lexaminethe hypothesis thdtan as a nation state could not have formed without
Farsization of spacetim&o, this chapter deals with the emergence of racialized ways of narrating
the history through Farsi, and the process through which Iran is identified with Farsi. In addition
to the field of Iranian studies, a range ofcyriopedias, language textbooks, calendars, and
yearbooks will be explored. It is important to note that the production of all these sources was built
upon administrative and infrastrucThschadter i nt eg
begins with a short history of Persian language or Farsi. Next, it explores translation as a particular
colonial politics and strategy of Farsization of Iran. To investigate spaces of Farsi, | analyze the

underlying assumptions of tieanshahrideology as the dmination of Farsist Irancentrism. |
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thenexaminespacetime concept, and statelependency of social structures including Iran by
discussinga conceptual history of nation and territory in Farsi. By comparing spaces of Iran in
specific historical texts ShahnamehandSafarnameli | explainhow a selective focus on specific
historical texts and ignoring others has contributed to the FarsizatioanoDualist spatialities
of Farsi isalsoexaminedn the context of imperialisrto highlight the colonial nature of Farsi as
produced by the state.

Ultimately, | will examine three instances of internal colonization and the pivotal role played
by the Farsi in these processes. First, | analyze how the more recent discourse of ethnicities in
Farsi has been trying t ohistoryaftheprotuctibniotFarsi.lThed neut
I will examine the Farsization of time as the key mechanism in of the internal colonization. |
explore the calendar reform as a Farsist practice of the state aiming at the suppressien of non
Persian temporal regies.| conclude with discussinthe Farsization of space as an associated
mechanism of the internal colonization, to analyze how Farsization is inscribed into the spatial
matrix of the state.

Building on the previous chapter, | argue th bationaterritory, asa distinctlayer of the
state spacgehas beerinfrastructurallypr oduc e d . The national histor
nat i on 0 physaalyinscobedirespacetim® provide the foundation for the production of
Iran as a national territory. To achieve this, the central state required the implementation of specific
infrastructural projectsi(i ke rai |l ways dnthHat imposed theg neqessityeof i ne s
cartographidechnologiesand practiced argue that Farsi as a colonvabrldview, and Iran as a
Farsi/ Persian nati on, gradually gained a 6sci

practices and representatioAscordingly, n ChapterFour, | askhow has Iran been represented

46 As Ehsani (2017: 432) showsipelinesexert a transformative soegpatial impact by enforcing the hegemony of
new legal regimes of property.
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and produced through the cartographic practices of the $tdtafis the relationship between the
cartographic production of Iran and the infrastructural practiCes®ldresshese questions, | will
systematically examine a wide range of historical f¥apst chronologically cover the pf@ajar
period up uatil the Islamic Republic (1979 | analyze the emergence of territorially unified,
bounded, and subdivided conceptions of Iran as -s&tien, in maps, encyclopedias, and
schoolbooks. After reviewing over 3000 unique maps, a carefully selected range of maps has been
chosen on a thematbasis including frontiers and border formation that shows the absence of Iran
as a territorially bounded space prior to th& &8ntury, infrastructural communication projects,
land expropriation, militarization, admstrative divisions, ethnicization, and urbanization.

| explore the trajectory of cartographic representations of Irdiffarent historical sources
to see whether Iran has been represented as a unified entity in theanthgsso, since when.
More specifically, Istudythe presencedbsence of Iran as a national territory in late Qajar and
early Pahlavi periodsThe crucial material aspects of the Iranian nation statborders,
infrastructures, land (nature), and urbanizatiowill be examined This part underscores the
influence of cartographic practices of the state in transforming the natural frontiers to political
borders, and the production of a national territory as a bounded &jg&csing on the cartographic
practices of the state since laté"X@ntury, | examine the role these practices have played in the

materialization of Iranian nationalism within the context of imperialism. | discuss the gradual

47 The maps analyzed in this chapter have been collected from various sources. A portionwétbphysically

collected and photographed from resources available at the British Library. Another set was obtained through online
searches, encompassing a wide range of digitized historical maps. In addition, some maps have been acquired from
the Iran Ministy of Foreign Affairs Archives (with the assistance of a friend based in Iran). Maps found in various
geographical atlases also serve as primary sources for this chapter. The collected maps are predominantly in Persian,
English, Turkish, and Arabic, whileome of them are drawn in Latin, German, Russian, or French. Chronologically,
these maps can be categorized into five distinct periods: 1. #@gpme period, which includes maps of ancient and
medieval times up until the maps of the Safavid period$\e2Q@ajar period17891925) 3. the first Pahlavi period
(19251941), 4. the second Pahlavi period (194917 9), and finally 5. the Islamic Republic period (1979
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formation and consolidation of national economies in general, and Iran as a national
market/economy in particular, in the context of imperialism

Then, | investigate the infrastructural production of Iran by focusing on the colonial
formation of communication infrastructuresind their role in interweaving the islafikle
geographies of o6lrandé to create a national te
of spaceCartographic practices of the state are essential in expropriation and production of space
and natureDrawing on the notion of the production of nature, the urbanization of Iran and the
associated process of the extractpreduction of Iranian nature will be explored as they are
unfolded in cartographic representations. At the end, this chapter delves into White Revolution,
emphasizing its pivotal role not only in showcasing various facets of land refordrjveih
urbaniation, and the subsequent production of nasypace but also in marking a transformative
phase in cartographic practices of the state.

All the main chapters of this dissertation are focused on the state. One examines
historiographic practices, another focuses on Farsist practices, and the last explores the
cartographic practices of the state. Thus, the state serves as the recurring theme across these
chaptersln line with the dialectical conception of state spaadined mostly in Chapter Ong
time, language, and space are not separaiges rather, they are intricately woven together by
the nationstat Consequentlywhile the first chapter is theoretically centered on history, time, and
temporality, it also addresses issues of language and s%adbey relatet o t he st at
historiographic practicesSimilarly, the second chaptealthoughprimarily focused on language
and knowledge production from a theoretical perspective, simultaneastjinedime and space
in |ight of the stateds Farsist practices. Tt

territory, yet it alsoncorporates i me and | anguage in connection

46



practices. The main chapters of this dissertation are cumylattreempirically and theoretically

While the historiography chapter focuses on theories of time and history, the chapter on language
employs a combination of theories related to timstory, and theories of language the
cartographychapter,although space is central, time, language, and space are analyzed together.

This cumulative approach is also reflected in the theoretical framework chapter
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Chapter One

Literature Review and Theoretical Framew®$rk

Introduction

The primary objective of mBuldngo ¢ha existing critisal t o pr
literature on Iranian nationalism and state formatiafaziri (1993),Asgharzadeh (2007Matin-

Asgari (2009a, 2009b, 2012, 2014, 2024);EZimahimi (2016), KashaiBabet (1997, 1999, 2011,

2013), Cr oni n 6 s Ehdarl QADI4) Soleimani & Mohammadpour (2019b, 2020),
Mohammadpour & Soleimani (2020), and Burton 202L challenge the dominant takdor-

gr ant edn eis the litefaturéamndrg@ohisiorice it to emphasize that Iran is a historical
product. Conventionally, Iran is perceived as a unified naitate characterized by a shared
history, language andterritory. These elements have not been historicized in the existing literature

and are represented as natural. Although a few studies have targeted single elements such as the
nation, to date, no research has historicizedtdkadity of Iran as a national stat&€he central
argument of my dissertation is that Iran as a nation state, or morécsplgcias a national state
spacetime, is a recent political form which has been produced through the historiographic,
linguistic, and cartographic practices of the stdtan, as a national state space, has been
historically and cartographically produced through the colonial Farsization of spacetime. Iran has

been writterandmappedn, through andasFarsi.l argue that the Farsist production of knowledge

48 | have chosen to merge the literature review and theoretical framework into a single chapter. | introduce my
theoretical framework concurrently with my review of existing literature, addressing the identified shortcomings. |
will show how the theories dPoulantzas, Gramsci, and Lefebvre offer unique lenses to view the the production of
Iran, which previous literature has not explored.
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as part of the wider process of the racial production of space has been a cruaiaécheteism
to abstractly produce I ran as a oOounifiedd Per
national spacetime, Farsi needed to be inscribed in the temporal and spatial matrices of nation
state. | will demonstrate that this process otiilsng Farsi in space time (or Farsization of
spacetime) was made possible through the historiographic and cartographic practices of the state.
This specific mode of production of space is characterized by internal zationi In this study,
theconceppf i nternal colonialism is grounded in L
by Kipfer and Goonewardena (201&)olonization in this sense refersnilti-scalar*® strategies
for organizing territorial relations of domination: as a statebound form of organizing hierarchical
territorial relations or a state strategy of producing sidgder and Goonewardena, 2013: 76)
Internal colonizatiori as a relation of domination between a center and a periphenyst be
incorporated into any analysis of colonizatidinid: 95).

Moreover, colonial hierarchical territorial relations arpredominantly if not entirely,
structured along racial line&Ki pf er 6 s di al e c talorgsideLefeberaishightyy of F
relevant hereAccording to Kipfer (2022), racism for Fanon is a modality of modern colonialism.
As he elaboratesiShaped by the modality of racism, colonial relations duraracterisedy a
combination of supeexploitation and everyday humiliation that reduces dblenisedto sub
human and nathistorical statug(Kipfer, 2022: 100101).1 thus employ this Fanonian conception
of colonizatonas a form of hierarchical territorial C
of racism and tsaerdcialiiation astolomahpooceéslinbolvidgxpropriation

and define racial colonialism as the hierarchical relationship between a center and peripheries

49 Lefebvre insists that rather than a specific stage of capitalism (as Lenin suggested), imperialism develops together
with capitalism Kipfer and Goonewardena, 2Q124). He criticizes Luxemburg since she understands peripheries
only in the norcapitalist sense and therefore neglects the constitution of gaiphery relationship at different

spatial scales both in capitalist and reapitalist regions (lbid: 95).
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which is implemented and (re)produced throiigh our case, Farsi$tracialization.Therefore,
colonization and racialized hierarchizatiorof spaceare analytically distinct but historically
difficult to sepaate The centescolonize the racialized peripheries by expropriating their energies
(nature, land, language, etd@ypically raciaized in modern timesolonialism embraces different
modes of production with capitalism being the dominant one. Nationalism and thestateare
integral to understanding how capitalism is spatialized and temporalized. The-statens
defined by a specific spati@mporal matrix, which reflects thiaternationaldivision of labour®°.
This division of labour is defined by various articulations of imperialism atidmalism which
serve as the ideological framework that legitimizes this matrix as the desirable form of production
of space.

With that said,] have organized this chapter in a tripartite format, in alignment with the
substantie chapters, otime, language andspacé?. Starting withstate timel review a relatively
broad spectrum of works about Iran and pointing out their methodological shortcomings. | analyze
the dualistic assumptions of historiographic works on IBynsituating my discussion within the
hierarchical production of global space, as well as s@téric knowledge productioand its
colonial foundationsl discuss how Marxist and postcolontakorieshavealsocontributed toa
dualistic conception of historyl argue thatdominant readings of Marx and capitaliswhich

primarily focus on thebinary relationship betweelabourand capitalwhile overlooking the land

50 Most of theFrench historians of thénnaless ¢ h o o | itend t o s e-nke eithérmthegapleekkuct i on
ofcommoditye x change ¢éopbpdi natebeototechnol ogy é and demograph
role is assigned to the relations of production and the social divisibon | abour ¢ (Poul antzas,
Poulantzas says the evasive reference to commexaiyange expresses empiricist and transhistorical conceptions of

territory, language, and historical tradition.

51 This is merely an analytical categorization. In reality, these moments are not separate. Even analytically, discussing

time as separate from space, or language from spacetime, is nearly impossible. Therefore, although the substantive
chapters of this worfocus respectively on time, language, and space, a certain degree of overlap is inevitable.
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52 haveindirectly contributed toa nationalist outlooktherebynaturalizing linear conception of
time and internal colonizatiofhen, | engage witl few critical efforts tocritique andrethink
Marxist and postcolonial theories and historiographies.

After discussing state time, | focus on the state language. | examine the works of Mostafa
Vaziri and Mana Kia as twaootableexceptionghat, in distinctways have historicizedirana |
alsodraw onE | d emor& that has historicized the concept of territdByh s ani 6s contri
also resonate strongly with the concerns of this dissertéi®me arguet, he term Al rani
APersiand are themselves vacgnugfiwlkesmpeai abhgr én
homogeneous national identity had not yet bee
2014: 232)Together, these scholars have contributed to the historicization of the nation, language,
and/or Iran. Vaziri, Kia, and Elden do not directly engage whighspatiotemporal matrix of the
nation state®®, nor do they explore how language plays a fundamental roies ioolonial
production.Building upon their unprecedented contributions, my work extends their insights by
incorporating a distinctly Marxist theory of the state. It further enriches the discussion through the
lens of radical geography, with a particular emphasis on the spgimtahdimensions of the
nationstate.

Last but not least will explore various key studies that focusstate space anthtionalism
to varying degrees. Matin argahat it is essential to address the totality of production relations,
rather than focusing solely on the discursive aspect of social change. Goswami has crafted a

dialectical analysis that like Matin critiques both Marxist and postcolonial approachesuisyng

52 This disregard for the land is tied to the insufficient theorization of the nstaia and its spatial dimensions. As
Hadjimichalis sstatg sconstituies hitself ora tthe obasis of integration but also of
disintegration/marginalization of social groups, minorities, regions, languages, religions, issues which are at stake in
conflicts and struggles beyond thessatal one between capital datboud ( Hadj i mi chal i s, 2016:
53 Although they recognize to some degree the langdagendency of certain social forms like territory and place,

they fail to address the languadependency of the national state itself.
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on the state and its infrastructural components, though herdeesknot addredke cartographic
practices of the state. This gap could be addressed by incorpdétingi ¢ hirsighisiwboshas

analyzed he cartographic processes wayformehi ch 6 Si amd

1. State Time:
1.1. Dualist, Linear Iranian Historiographies

As my research showBan, as anation, a territorially boundedpacewith a nationahistoryand
a national market/economy, has been an unprecedented phenomenon that was absent in the early
19" century. Nonetheless, there is still no explicit attention given to the historically contingent
production of dran@ Cy r u s Schayegh (20009: 14) uses Ot
undifferentiated manner and does not problematize the historical praicpssduction of the
territory itself. There is no pranianterritory time in his narrative. Space is therefore excluded
from the soci al relations of production. Schz:
exercise full sovereignty oV eThisimplies that thetate er r i t
and Iranian territory are conceived in terms of exteriority. Itiseaghiero | r ani arexistser r i t o
as areadymadeentityt o be i nvaded, or a preformed O1Tra
sovereigntyovera naturdly definedland which isalread called Iran.

This view that reflects the dominant conception of Iran and spacetime, considering them as
a passive, static background, or container for social forces atfdilssto account forthe
geohistorical specificities dhe productionof Iran So, the ra@l andcolonial dimensions of the
Iranian state formation amtheroverlooked orwhenaddressed, are discussed as abstracted from
the spatiotemporal matrix of the nation st&w disregardinghe dialectical relationship between
the state and spacetinibis viewdepoliticizesand fetishize® | r and as a tAsar it or )

resultt he vi ol ent abstraction i nv pldnguagd, andterritorit e f or
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isnotproblematized o reveal the roots of this naturaliz

productiond of apparently nat uGoswamic2a27®4.or i e s
There is a link between the externality of nature and the passivity/neutrality of spacetime in

social theory in general, and Iranian studies in particular. Not only nature but spacetime is treated

as external to social relations. This externality appbesptace in its different forms and scales.

This is thereforea fortiori true for the national territoryn other words, excluding national territory

from the social analysis (known as methodological nationalism) and taking its existence for

granted, hasefinitely something to do with a fundamental dualism of nasa@ety.As Jason

Moore (2015: 14) argues, the view @faturéas external is a fundamental condition of capital

accumulationThe concept of totality provides us with a helpful tool to go beyond the conventional

dual i sms. Moorebs o6web of 1ifed, I assume, i S

unity of Nature/Society. In order to develop emancipatory politiee,cannot see through dualist

or disciplinary lenses. The verysdiplinary separation of specialized knowledge in its current

form is the continuation of the dualist bourgeois thought. A standpoint of totality can help us to

change the dominant Cartesian bias I n osr con:i
relation to nature as if relations between hu
2015:34Human hi story is then primarily an enviro

is no static field but is itself renewing and evolvingaigyclical and cumulative fashion. Nature

i s, above al |l , Ifwé matatehistaryaid a neantlirdpdcentic way, B iy then

not onedimensionally limited to what human society/culture can do to nature/space. We instead
have a dialectical relationship which made history spatial from the very outset. It is in g#@s sen
that Moore says history is alreadhsawsugtavi r on

move from environmental historiesf moder ni ty t o mo ddeprooessesso s pr c
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environmental historg. ( Moor e, |l t20ilss:exX®l)ai ned that Odédnatur
hi storical 6. I n a similar fashion, we can ar (
produced. Spacetime, which includes nature, is atrsgi§forming entity. It is not that only

extanal forces change nature. Nature itself changes. More precisely, human society/culture is an
internal part of nature, which today is more than ever a social nature.

Lack of attention to the geohistorical specificities of social processsas fromthe
nationali st methodol ogy of ,whithé¢hrolghaslinearreadingr a p h i
of history, takesthe existence afiranéfor granted. Touraj Daryaee (200®) exampleposes the
guestionwhereis Iran/lranshahr? Yet he never asidienwas Iran formed? His narrative is
overshadowed by a mythological view of a shining lost past embodied by ancient empires that are
supposed to rise from the ashesstorians talk about Achaemenid Iran, Sassanid Iran, Safavid
Iran etc., without dealing with the fact tiéranbis ahistorical product with a very recent history.

Despite a growing body of critical literature on Iranian historiograplmycluding Vaziri
(1993, Boroujerdi (1998, Asgharzadeh (2007), Marashi (2008, 2014, 2020);Eh&himi
(2016), and MatirAsgari (2009a, 2009b, 2012, 2014, 20R4Jitical scholarsontinueto put Iran
outside of history. Peyman Vahabzadeh, who aptly highlights the role of the Persian language in
the formation of the national state, i nsists
thousands of years (Vahabzadeh,202 similar approach is recognizable in Touraj Atabaki who
speaks of the Persians versus Turka dualisticmanner(Atabaki, 2007: 15). Atabaki does not
use the term 6lrand in a geohistorically diff:@¢

being a Farsi/Persiespeaker* (Atabaki, 2007: 43, 44)He differentiates between Russians,

54 This is despite the fact th&tt a b a ki hi mself has says franigmsodetymargl t he mi
demonstrating conviction to the ethnic and cultural superiority of the Persian against the Arab and the Turk became a
strong ingredient of the new nationalismdo (Atabaki, 20C
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Armenians, and Georgians, yet he does not extend the same distingtmmRersianiranians
Using ahomogenizing strategyhe talks aboutlranian® migrant workers (lbid: 45% in the
Caucasuandar gues that Il ranian 0Azer i-lmrdan WentityeHea bl e t
descri besnclusiiec s | assr@anhhat took precedence over
|l oyaltiesdo (Atabaki, 2007: 5 2°anddistegardsitharacista d v o ¢
roots of nationaterritorial identity. This narrative contributes to tiv@ernalcolonization

While recent critical debates on Iranian nationalism hewphasized politics, race, and
language, Kashatt ab et 6 s pi o n e e r ihifisgthe iioous to larfd,LhegBlighting 887 ) s

central role in the formation of nationalisrAlthough she charts nationalism as a historically

specific processKashaniSabet stila s s u me s a national territory
objectively identifiable in terms of the empt:
this way, essentializes Iran (Ibid)herefore, Kashart abet 6 s t heoreti cal fra

remain confined to a statentric conception of time.

Zia-EbrahimP® has critically examined Iranian nationalism and its racaad temporal
dimensios. As he argueshe majority of Iranians identify themselves with the gashe era
before the saalled invasion of Arabs and specifically with the Aryaracéd These common

ideas about the superiority of Iranians over Arabs are part of a nationalist ideology which he calls

55 Hereafter, all italicized text has been emphasized by me, unless indicated otherwise.
56 Atabaki believes that eveMohammad Khiyabani (1879920), who founded the state ézadestanwas
Acommi tted pr es derritorialnngegrityd(Atabakip 2005t 3B YHisds however anachronistic since

around 1918, oOterritorial integrityd had not yet been f
(Marxsen, 2015: 8
Anot her name for oO6civic nationali smd.

58 Zia-Ebrahimi provides a typology of critical theories of Iranian nationalBuilding on Mostafa Vaziri (who
highlights the role of European Orientalism in forming Iranian nationalism), and Mohamad Takeighli (who

sees through a local lens and seeks the origin of Iranian nationalism in texts written in Persian in theutytim cent
Mughal India, and as a result abandons the use of European models in the development of Iran as a nation), Zia
Ebrahimi proposes a third approach, which simultaneously incorporates both local and global/European aspects of the
formation of Iranian ationalism.He admits that the fundamental ideas of nationalism are derived from European
studies and, in this sense appeared first in the writings of Europeans. Nevertheless, it was Iranian writers who produced
a combined and hybrid mixture of these ideas in the fifrdislocative nationalism (Zi&brahimi, 2016: 14).
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Adi sl ocat i ve -Ebehimi,0l6:2) Thismatdnal(sid rewolves around a series of
principles which include the idea that Iran is an eternal nation that has existed uninterruptedly since
at least 2,500 years ago. In addition, the essencelanddj Iran should be found in the pre
Islamic golden age. And finally, the fact that Iranians are of the Aryan race and therefore are utterly
different from Arabs. Zigbrahimi claims that the supporters of this dualist ideology are the
producersoflrabs domi nant historiography (1l bid: 3)

While critiquing the IraniarArab racial dualism, Zi&brahimi appears to reproduce another
form of dualism.He defend a form of constitutionalism that has peenptively embraced the
notion of the natiorstate as a democratic phenomenonhb\eeverdoes not address the fact that
the very form of the natiestate is fundamentally built on the exclusion of others, and most
specifically, of internalhational coloniesKashaniSa b et Ze-Elmamah i mi éstate nat i or
centric approaatsassume a linear histgryltimately aiming for a liberal democratic natistate.
| emphasize that it is the modern natstate itself that has producedir@ear time and history,
propagated as the sole path of progress for the spatially peripheralized societies through
nationalismA critical analysis of nationalism cannot leave the nation state and its spatiotemporal
matrices untouché&gl

As Poulantzas says (1980: 11#yperialism is consubstantial with the modern nation in the
sense that it cannot be other thaternationalization of the processes labour and capital
Imperialism involves the homogenization of temporal sequences and, in Iranian context, the

assimilation of nofPersian histories by the natistate, contributing to the worldwide expansion

59 Socialist and anarchist traditions have developed radical alternatives for the political organization of space. From
Lefebvreds i de a-sletegriinatian)dnd theeright to thencity((Biteerd & Weber, 2009; Purcell, 2002;
Magnusson, 2015) tddertarian municipalisri by Murray Bookchin (Bookchin & Taylor,2015)A b dul | ah ¥ cal an
democratic confederalism, and the perspectives of Immanuel Wallerstein (Wallerstein & Balibar, 1991), all consider

the scale and space of political organization@smational. | argue that redefining the current organization of space

cannot be accomplished by reproducing the national form.
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of the nation state and nationalistlaims for Iranian identity, like other nationalist
representations of spacetim®joke a continuous and singular history, an uninterrupted linear
progressto the present. These claims améernalist®. There is no constitutive outside in this
conception ofi fspgdaeetbiomd same fworl dé i s recoghni
counter position é rather (Matseynloobld9d).A relgtionalp osi t i
conception of the territory is based on a radical recognition of others as integral parts of the selves.
This is pervasive in Iranian historiographies which try to conceptualize Iran by negating its Islamic,
Turkish, Mongolian, Arabic, or more generally, its Adersianpastsand oOout si desod.
therefore uprooted from its positively comstive spacetimesNational statefioweverrecognize

each other only negativelyDeveloping a strategy of writing a radical multiscalar and
multirhythmic1 history of Iran is a crucial step in transforming the national state spatés

genocidakpacetimg¢Poulantzas, 198007).

1.2. From Iranian Studies to Marxist and Postcolonial Histories
This linear historiography has beapreadacross various disciplinary field&amal Athari

employs the same linear account of social change (Athari, 20@pprovingly notes that the

China represents a nestatism (Athari, 2020b) Atharc s | i near comewaspat i on
broader methodological problernm contrast to Gramsci who goes beyond the binary idea that
Apol itical struggle is a choice between a war
76), Athari(2021f' believesGr ams ci h as s h o veplacifigthévear afirmaneensers i t y

wi th the waAtharicefplogsadmeaartiogioof tradsition/replacement to declare class

60 Matin has also developed a systematic critique of internalism. Here, | am referencing an earlier intervention by
Doreen Massey which is focused on 6spaced as a met hodo
11n an interview with a notorious IRGEffiliated news agencyT@snin).
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politics obsolet®. This approachwho is employed by othefsloominfar and ZanganeB021:
265-266) underscores how linear interpretations of history can serve to absent the existing pasts
such as noiPersian temporal regimeStagism dismisses the simultaneous existence of different
temporal regimes

The stagistinear conception of time is also prevalent among MarxBign Hekmat
believes that dAwhen we talk about <c¢cl asses and
formedinlrano (i n Etemad, 2010: 225). Hekmat tal ks &
is exterior to capitaligtistory. This dualisticdiscourse ofabsenceéis constructed upoa bounded
conception of space and a ling&urocentric, and internalisfjnderstanding of timeln this
perspective capitalism proper is assumed tinternal to a specific geography 6 E u rfrom e 6 )
which6l randé i s spatially and temporally separate
spaces with exclusive borders, positioned along a linear time arrow where Europe represents the
endpoint and Iran lagReflecting the stagist presumption that capitalismbeenfully realized
Hekmatbelieves that capital removes the old forms of exploitation (in Etemad, 2010:T2#é4).
same structural strategy aducing history to a singular temporal regihasled to the removal
of otheri in my study, norPersiari temporalitiesThat explains whydekmat implicitly considers
Iran as a unified natiofibid: 245, 247)with a shared singular historyinear conception of history

cannot see history as multirhythifiiclran is therefore reified as a manifestation of linear time.

52 One of the worst implications of such ndialectical interpretation at the level of strategy is that Athari represents

a passive revolution as the subaltern couhégremony or a bottomp war of position.

63 Here, | ref er tRhythmanélsiE004)ad sscomplementary basis for my understanding of spacetime.

L e f e btkerpedustion of spac®cuses on space, while rhythmanalysis is mostly concerned with time. These

notions dialectically complementeachottth as kar 6 s concept of rhythmics share
approachl t is argued that ithe ontological category of r h
spatict e mpor althei edgté@mic dmay be a sumegehneerl §o6ctm@sallspod
are far fr omHataig, 2007 436). Bhaskarrintiéates tlfat spaces and times intersect, overlap, or
coalesce in contradictory ways (lbid: 437).
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Sedng temporalities as bounded packages supposes that the present excludes®thé past
significant consequence of this oversight is that various forms of dominationintienal
colonization through expropriation of nétersian lands and languages, often presumed to belong
to the past, and therefore have been inadequately addressed, if not entirely neglected, in critical
scholarshipThis explains why despite the long history of Irani@ernalcolonization a Marxist
analysis of the problem is still lackigThis linear reading of capitalisih and more broadly,
geohistory, characterizes the Iranian Marxism and critical Iranian historiograptynotable
exceptions such as Matsgari (2009a, 2009(20138.

This statist logic of transition (and its associated dualisms) has even been repliaduced
critical analyses that are attunedth@ spatiotemporal specificities of social proce¥s&fhile
Ehsani criticizes theualisticap pr oach of moderni zation theorie
inherently progreshei ke@p6b6ERananiher2@Lal i-$6) i nt
centered historiography tends to produce arn@mil oni al and national i st n
this view, it is dualisticallyassumed that since nationalist projects are formed in opposition to one
form of colonialism, they cannot themselves be coloréal, colonialism is understood in a
Eurocentric, racist manner, as if colonization is the exclusive capacity of Europeanstidrie

are perceived as incapable of enactinghte cminant historiographic assumption in acoionial

Furthermore, dualistic perspectives treat the oOmarket
long as the latter remains dominant, they conclude we do not have a capitalist market.
%Two | ranian Marxist approaches are identifiabl-e that

imperialist and class struggles. The first one is theiamgerialist left that draws on the legacy of the Stalinist Tudeh

party (formed inl941). The second is the economist left which refers to the those who have a strategic focus on anti
capitalist struggle to the neglect of national and gender questions (Matin, 2020).

% In her discussion of the Paris Commune anddtteev e | opment of ¢ &risinrRods argues thato mmu n i
the intricacies and drama of the Marx/Bakunin split have dominated our perception of the politics leading to a
reductive opposition between an anarchist focus on political domination and a Marxist focus on economic exploitation
(Ross, 2015: 165)he point however is the simultaneous dissolution of Capital, State, and Nation (lbid: 171).

87 Ehsani however uses spatial categories of land, place, territory, space, urban space, built environment, and scale in

a highly undifferentiated manner and uses tlirerchangeablyEhsani, 2014: -, 35, 126, 151, 218, 382). Such an
undifferentiated language cannot historicize space and Iran.
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nationalism has been that of a colonial/aaiionial binary (Goonewardena, 2004: 68R)pt
surprisingly, Ehsanreiteratesa dual i st , stagi st reading of Me
subsumption (Ehsani, 2014: 146) and arguesthigahistory of Khuzest&hin 19081911 reveals
the process afeal subsumption (lbid: 149}t is in fact theperpetuation of the old in the new that
presents the general condition of subsumptiter¢otunian, 2015t93).

| contendthat the lack of engagement widkalectical theories of history and state spaas
contributed tahe reviewedssue$®. Harootunian argues that postcolonial theories treat the mode
of production as a statitimeless space (Harootunian, 2015: 225)his commitment to
6postcolonial 6 capitalism was rooted in the c
misplacing of Marxism as another metanarrative coercively imposed on South Asia from the
outside (Ibid: 212)The point is that with the move from
the risk of sacrificing historical capitalisén and overlooking the role played by precapitalist
f o r ma tHaroatusian, 2015231) including nomadic, tribal, and neRersian modes of life

andthereforedisregarding the totality of relations of production

1.3.LinearHistory and Intellectuals
Mar x developed the concept of oO6for mal subsump

economic practices in certain moments and the continpergistence of historical temporal
f o r rharootugian, 2015 9 ) . For Mar x, 0 ffom nobastagetakibgsts mpt i o
pl ace in an inevitable transitional l'inear pr

(Harootunian, 2020: 144rollowing Harootunian, | employ an approach which is multitempdral

68 Khuzestan province is one of the 31 provinces of Iran. Located in the southwest of the country, the province borders
Irag and the Persian Gulf.

9 This neglect of the radical geography tradition is clearly observable even in the most critical analyses of Iran:
V a z ilman aé an Imagined Natiof1993/2013 a n d Réeastingrrangan Modernity

°The traditional frameworks of historical writing are either single countries or closed periods. The dominant method
revolves around a chronological monism or monotemporality (Anderson, 1974: 10).
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and acknowledges thepexistenceind copresencef archaic and modern social forraach as

nomadic and sedentary modes of.Ifarootunian shows how criticizing linear development and

time is related to a critique of the national state form. | think he does this based on his implicit
conception of space #secopresence of different social fornkgarootuniapwh o connect s U]
conceptualization of o6l ate development, 6 and
(Harootunian, 2015: 16 ees passive revolution as O0the pol
(Ibid: 212).

This brings us to the relationship between the histaf capitalism and other histories.
According to Uno, Marxian political economy can be divided into three levels of analysis: the
theory of a purely capitalist society, the theory of stages of capitalist development, and the analysis
of capitalist history (Albritton, 1991: 1). The third léve an effort to understand how capitalism
has impacted modern histdipid: 61-62). Albritton (Ibid: 64) posits that the relevance af@ying
modern history as the history of capitalism is contingent upon the degree to which capitalism plays
a pivotal role in shaping the modern history. This significance, however, is not uniform and varies
across different gehistories.This perspective explains why I refrain from examining the history
of Od pricai msba history of capitalisn@iven that multiple layers of the production of Iran
including the expropriation of neRersian lands and languages, and suppression of nomadic
spatiotemporalegimes it is notreasonabléo analyzethe history of the production of Iran solely
through the lens of capitalism. Phenomena such as Islamic idg8dgy §, Argamracism, and
internalcolonizationrepresent social forms that have their aefatively autonomous historiés

As | do not assume the dominance ofltisthei t al i

" For example, the expropriation of (Sunni) Turkmen lands and their linguistic repression by Iranian nation state is
one of the most significant events in the production of Iran. This issue however cannot be comprehended solely from
the perspective of capitaccumulation.
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totality of the relations of production, not capital accumulation, that characterizes the level of
analysis in my research. Since dispossession is not exclusive to capitalism, the analysis must
encompass production in its totality, while still acknowleddiine significant force of capitalist
hegemonyBy examining the intellectual aspect of the production my research shows that class
struggle is not confined to just the physical means of production and economy; it is also a struggle
through and over the ttural-ideological means of productiamcluding language and knowledge

| view the expansion of the national state form from a geopolitical perspective as closely tied to
the necessities of capitalist expansion. However, my focus is not on capitalism and capital
accumulation per sdjut ratheron internal colonialism and linguistic repression as influential
forces in the production of Iran. More precisely, my aim is to explore the relationship between
noncapitalist and capitalist forms in the productiohl@n. Since | do not presuppose the
domi nance of capitalism across Il rands extens
towards how capitalist forms may or may not intersect with¢apitalist forms in the production

of Iran.

This approach aligns with dialectical understanding of time and temporality in Gfamsci
and LefebvreAlthough Harootunian and Albritton have developed critical accounts of multiple
temporalities, their accounts are not systematicgigtioctemporal Lefebvreand Gramsqgprovide
a spatiotemporal alternative to the questioks Lefebvre argues, non and precapitalist

spatiotemporal regimes did not disappear with the rise of capitalism (Lefebvre, 199%: 324)

2Gramsci Airecognized that the present is é always an
encounters between different times to create the figur
284, cited in Harootunian, 2020: 143).

B Accordingto LefebvreMa r x 6 s i ni tdapgtdlwab to analyré theaapitalisnmode of production in terms
of a binary capitalabourmo d e | that presupposes the disappearance th
subordination of the historical to the economic é and ¢

from history. o | n t hisedueet to the nacasure ohsotediloar IAlthsughaMamr became me
aware of this reduct iiam alsdogmatimidarxistd withoutyexceplibdave retaneditd
and indeed aggr avadpimlst formatonsmmddabdedepnopedy. shoWar mo signs of disappearing
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Following the same logic, | argue thaeproduction of Iran as a national spaselependent on

its extension topre-existing non-Persianspaca. This approach can be complemented with

Gramsci 0s s p athat @dvidesh ansianaeddialectical ntheorization of multiple

temporalities Kipferd e f i ne s Hhatodcissasisgattal A Gr amsci 6s under ¢

conjuncture wanted to grasp the imbrication, notdahgrioris epar ati on of di f fe

(Kipfer, 2013: 84%*. Gr ams ci under st an dsmuliabeously as @ conflsende e g e mc

of multiple temporalities é and a multiscalar

(Kipfer, in Ekers, et al, 201385-86). He accordingly rejectsational scale as a given entignd

characterizesational spaces an operended field of struggld.accordinglyargue that Iran as a

national space is not am priori formed structurelran as a fixed national territorhhas been

produced through a lineadualisttemporal regimeGeography/space as a condition and product

of hi staotivef oirc e®an hat ma klethis sense, theepaatomf histaryl t i me

and geography would lead to fetishized and dualist conceptions of history and geography.
Intellectuals of Iranian state have played a pivotal role in producing and fetishizing a linear

conception of time by disregarding the spatiality of histdiyis directs us tahe inscription of

class struggleand its dualist division ointellectual and manudhbour, onto spaciéme. The

dualismis vital for the perpetuation of raciabloniatclass ruleThe linear temporal regime, along

with its associateérarsist dualismdjad to bematerializd within the spatiotemporal matricesf

Iranian nationto reprodue the colonial space of the nation state. Fandsistoriographic and

cartographicpractices of the state therefore can be characterized as colonial meshemism

on a world scale. In contrast, the importance of space was continually growing in impdvtanctherefore proposed

his o6trinity formulad, emphasizing that IlabbueTheeather e t hr
goes beyond agriculture or subterranean resources and encompasses thetatafids territory, and political
strategiegLefebvre, 1991: 3225).

“Conjunctures in Gramsci refer to Ahistorical mo ment s
longert er m forms of historical durationoé¢é (Kipfer, in Hart

63



expropriate notPersianspatiotemporal regimedlore specifically, dualisms are central to the
racialcolonial structure of the nation state; not merely as abstract concepts but as material realities
inscribed within the spatitemporal matrices of the state.

Nationalism in this sense is the ideological embodiment of the dualist dividiaimoof; and
its linear temporal regiméranian nationalism is characterized Bgrsistspecialized knowledge
T that promotesationallinear history and abstract territory and its inscriptionnto the spatie
temporal matrix of the statétanians t at e, and its intellectual s,
e v e r ylmmaeysing themselves imn abstractspace produced by Farsist historiographic and
cartographic practiced the staté enables them not to get involved in ordinary things which are
essential for the subaltern n@®ersian classes. They prioritize the Farsist representation of
space(time) over the heterogeneous materialityasfian spacs. Under the current relations of
productionnot only specialized knowledgis marked by the ruling classit is also its property:
0it is transmitted accorlefeburg 1963147¢c1lA8)Kknemedga t h a't
productionis a class problerf? (Gramsci, in Alastair Davidson, 2106: 86).

A dialectical understanding of intellectuals considers the theoretical/conceptual as an
essential aspect of the class struffglatellectuals are key articulators of the ideologies that define
and reproduce the class relations of production. Their narrativtes e mpt t o A conceal
standpoints from which they emerge and to which they contribubyy means of symptomatic

silenceso ( Go ®83eTw ariticize thedraniar? sdate Meology-arsist nationalism

“As Gramsc.i not es, fevery c¢class which has sought to ta
education (Gramsci, cited in Alastair Davidson, 2106: 86).

"6 Class is predominantly viewed as an economic concept. A fewPamsian intellectuals have problematized Marxist

class analysis. While Vali (2011) and Matin (2020) seem to understand class and national questions as separate,
Baraheni (1979) sees natiomplestion as a class probleBecades ago, he argued that the most critical issue of the

Iranian revolution is the question of nationaliti€siticizing the communist parties in Irame rejects the idea that the

struggles of the noRersian peoples should be postponed to the -rpwstution period. See:
https://eutopiainstitute.org/2020/01/thraniantleft-radicatchangeandthe-nationalquestion/

64


https://eutopiainstitute.org/2020/01/the-iranian-left-radical-change-and-the-national-question/

I as the main mechanism of the production of Iran, we need to recognizbdlrate of class
struggle in the production of national space is cardinal (Lefebvre, 1991: 55). The class nature of
the production of specialized knowledgeneans that the producers of the dominant worldviews
practicea particular philosophy without directthinking about the nature of their clagesition
(Lefebvre, 1991: 338).

To understandlass dimensions of the intellectuals of the Iranian national state, it is essential
to place them in their spacetime which entai
spacetimel show that the ruling class and elites have deeply internalized a Farsist worldview
which is associated with laear conception of time. | will show how Iranian intellectuals have
been instrumental in Farsization of the spatiotemporal matrix of Iranian nation state. Poulantzas
saysit he di visi on b enualkabmu comstiutes thé basicnrdlatiomship of
ideol ogi cal domination/ subordinationo and dcl
e conomi ¢Wrighg 10@8Lt 73. A social classfigefined by its place in the ensemble of social
practice® (Poulantzas, 1976: 14).hi s resonates with Gramsci 6s i
understood intellectuals not mainly through their role within the capital circuit, but more so in
terms of their capacity within the totality of social relatiofitiis expandedconcept of the
intellectuals is related tthe integral state thatis crucial for grasping the logic of the passive
revolutionandits fistructural capacity for incorporating subaltemergieslimiting them to merely

0 e c oncoomipco r at i &(Bhémas A0BIE 73). s

“"The incorporation of space into production, 6frees al
capitalized in the | eisure space and other O6éparasitic
1991: 347). | suggest seeilrgnian nationalism and more generally, the expansion of culturalism in this light.
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Gramsci defines historical bl6tasit he necessary unity of sever
the link betweenthe t r uct ur e and (Morem, 2614:A%.7 Ist¢llecwalstcantbe 0
positioned in the intermediary space between the structure and superstiottileetuals play a
crucial role in mediating the relation between structure and superstructure and
naturalizing/legitimizing the national state spatle gemony i s thus defined
fusion of macreand micred i mensi ons of reality, a condensa
(Kipfer, 2002: 126127). State intellectuals are not merely constructor of ideologies for governing
others [noAPersianspbut a reali zer of the passive revol
constructing ideologiesinr der t o g o v &homas, 200:76).sl adcordemglyoshov
that the intellectuals of the Iranian state prevent the-Rwmsian subaltern from developing
ideologies for their selfletermination, and in this way, they perpetuate Iranian passive revolution.
Seeing passive revolution as a mechanism to conserve useful parts of the past, and produce a
Farsist past, | argue that Iranian nationalism, and the production ptéare characterized as
the quintessential example of the passive revolution.

As my research shows, the production of Iran has been shaped through its formal
subsumption or Iranian passive revolution. Formal subsumption of Iran into the emerging
international order in early ¥entury has been historically linked with the linear temporality of
the Iranian nationalist historiographies. In this process, a linear temparplibduced primarily
by the state intellectuals and then inscribed in spacetime through infrastructot@egiiawas
imposed on the heterogeneous amddominatly nonPersian temporalities of the dispersed

geographies of IrarThe portrayal of an eternally national history within the linear trajectory of

8 (Gramsci, 1971: 36@otiris, 2018: 94).
7 The full specification of a historical bloc demands that economic and-estrgomic factors be taken into
consideration and that t he (Morerg a99®2811:1v8ei ght be assessed
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racial capitaismhas been extremely influenti al i n the
multitemporal histories of Iranian domains. Iranian national hidtagproduced a crucial pillar

of Iranian state temporal matrix. Historiographic practices of the state, iimgling role ofstate
intellectuals in crafting a nationalist history, produced a linear temporal regime that was essential

for the formal subsumption of Iran in the international econo@onsequently, the resulting

passive revolution s founded on the erasure of A@arsian temporalities.

2. State Language:

2.1. Linguistic Construction of Iran
Published three decades agolran asarslimagined Natienz i r i 0

(1993/2013 has been largely disregardedt severely challenged the prevailing views on Iranian

national identity and historyCr i t i ci zi ng a conception of i d
ethnolinguistic heritage, Boroujerdi argues t
culture. Language, after all, is a product of social reality, and as such, the internal lagdiicraf c

discourse must be situated within the field of social practices and relationgBmp®ujerdi, 1998:
51))However, even Boroujerdi d\aadrss the rétsceolagviagg e wi t
problematizes the takeor-grantedness of Iraand elucidates thenaginary nature of Iranian
nationhood. He ont ends that oO6lrand as a"amdmdaldy@dhei s an
centuriesandshows thaOrientalists and Iranian intellectuals have imagined the notion of Iran as

a unified nation despite the fact that during the ancient and Islamic periods Iran as a homogenous

entity did not exis¥.

®While critical of a s fAsgarit (2009Ip 1f30-134ashares a Simsilarlyvsironk critiqivaof i n
Iranian nationalism.
81 Matin-Asgari (2009b: 132) has criticized this ahistorical conception of geograibeintalist historiography.
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Vaziri argues that in the context of the geographical expansion of European colonialism,
European scholarship employed 6t heatleanasitmet ho
did in studyi ng(Vazi, 20130 3).hle higlights ithe mle ofessiemces like
phil ology and archaeology in constructing &It
Arabs, Turks, and other ndgPersiansOne of Silvestred8a cy 6 s wor ks publ i shed
the forefront of philologicatesearchthat emphasized mational framework for Iran (Ibid: 67).

Only with the introduction of this empiricist conception of Iran to European intellectual circles

was the perception created that Iran was the naméanidahat had existed from ancient times.

The turning point was reached with the Orientalist philologists who classified the family of

6l raniand | anguages. A range of suclgasiTheadarant ¢
Noldeke, and the nationalist methodology developed by the racist Aryanist, Geagjasian

who believed an 6l ranic na#telitenand rulérgredehighyi st e d
influential (Ibid: 106107). Subsequent works like Edward G. Browkekiterary History of Persia

(1902 1924) followed it in the emerging field of Iranian studies (Ibid:-103). Central to his

work was the notion that language is the basis of national identity. He developed the idea that Farsi

is the lineal offspring of the language which Cy#&end Dariu&* spoke.

Iranian historiographies are mostly confined to the empirical level of réaditg therefore

understand language as abstracted from structural level of reality such as spatiotemporal regime

ofthe nationstate I n | ine with Vazirids pioneering res:
2The Sasanian Empire was the | ast 61 ran'-8icer@uriesAD.i re bef |
8Cyrus |1 o f530PBLCYy, sommonly kmown &s00yrus the Great, was the founder of the Achaemenid
Empire, the first OPersiand empire.

8 Darius1(5564 86 BCE), commonly known as Darius the Great, is

served as the third King of Kings of the Achaemenid Empire, from 522 to 486 BCE.

851n critical realism there is a distinction between three interrelated layers of reality that are irreducibledtheach

domains of the real (mechanisms, events, and experiences), the actual (events, and experiences) and the empirical
(only experiencegBhaskar, 2008a2).
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the dominant methodological nationalism to an empiricist logic that conceived land, space, and
territory as objective, sekfvident thing®. Kia notes the disciplinary divisions that demarcate

regi onal fi el ds & irderethe (iollemnby eeifyingSyeohistdriealsréalities
including language (Farsi)rhat partly explains whyhe nationally coloniaproductionof the
homogenized state space is overlookksl.| explored in section one, the dominant nationalist
methodology has been shaped by a dualist conception of space(time). Kia (2020) characterizes this
as a binary énativist |l ogicbé according to whi
it originated in the place we now call India (Kia, 2020: 98). She argues that Tavakghiiis at

pains Ato histori ci zesp&akofBaniansa and lediacswahdtrafer te ana n d
6l ndian worldé or o6l ndian psyched as if the S

whole distinct from other-Pemgidnsesd samcd @lss l6¢

(Ibid: 6-7). Theesult is Omutually exclusionist regi me:
OMuslims are foreign, having arrived from el s
l raniand (Il bid: 98). This ahi satlrarmamifestedihthen gu a g

nationalist historiographies.

The most difficult terminological task in my research is to talk about Iran when and where
Iran did not exist. Although using terms other than Iranian might render the discussion awkward,
these concepts need to be prombdtemattrn wetdyr & soc |
(Kia, 2020: 67). Todo this task, we need to historiclaaguage itselfl. will do that by spatializing
Farsi. More precisely, | will put Farsi in its spacetiid& highlights the necessity of putting aside

At he as s amgfevidennemmurical territory as the ground upon which signification

%Despite clear overlaps between the studies of Kia and
SEl ling (2013) al s o -caecnktnroiwsltedd gpeesr stpheec téi Pveerss ivaint hi n | rani
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accr ued o Histdribizind Iran @aBnpt leave our basic conceptions of space, time, history,

and territory and their interconnectiomtact.

2.2. Beyond Empiricist Language: Conceptual History

TodeepernVaziri 6s and Kiadbds ar gumentratonltam tand a d v o0 C
language EIl dends r esear chartiallsdrasihigolReuaohalk tr Klose a h e €
of conceptual history Elden suggests that concepts must be both{sstsitive and geography
sensitive and demonstrates why it is necessary to historicize the concept of territory itself. His
emphasis on the (geo)history of cepts highlights the role of language in the production of space.
This is crucial since | will disas Farsi and Farsization as inherent to the production of Iran. The
conceptof territory asa bounded spacander the control of a state is a very recent historical
product® (Elden, 2013: 322, 328E|l dends met hodol ogy, which ref
approaches, offers a valuable framework that can be effectively utilized within Marxist
scholarship. His exploration, primarily centered on European intellectual history, implicitly
extendsaninét i on for the exploration and devel opme
global contexts. My research can be considered as an academic endeavor contributing to the
expansion of this field beyond its European focus.

Vaziri, Kia, and Elden highlight the necessity of rethinking our concepts in a more
geohistorically specifior space and time dependentmanner to distinguish Irarkarsi,and

Persia(n}®. Despite th& exceptional contributionsione of them is equipped with a dialectical

88 agree with Kipferoés observation that one must admit
methodologically statdependent and, thus, does not provide a full mateoeill history of territorializatiorKevin

Coxalsobelievesth&l dené6s definition of territory is 6quite extr
El den for his focusing 6on the discursived and believe

carry an i ndepenkdg mimyGeaw havaver Elden jug highlghts(the ideational dimension of
materiality andhe material aspects of territory as well (Elden, 2013: 323).

89 Vaziri says equating Persian/Fars and Ajam with Iran has been misleading. For instance, trivhsliaitiagFars
(which exists in Arabic texts) as kingdoms of Iran is as wrong as tranditilud al-Roumas the kingdoms of Italy.
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theory of languageEnriching them with dialecticaheories of the statgpace, | aim to develop a
spatiotemporal theory of Iranian state formation, a subject neither addressed nor intended by their
studiesWhile these scholars acknowledge, to some extent, the langepgadency of territory

and place, considering how language is fundamentally intertwinedheiipatiotemporal matrix

of the nationstateremains outside their scaop&s a result Vaziri, Kia, and Elden do not engage

with the multiscalar dynamics of colonial relations. Thgapsunderscoe the need for a more

dialectical conception of languagéich situates it within its spacetime

2.3.The SpatialProduction of Language

As discussed, onef the mostly overlooked questions in Iranian historiographmesanalyses of
Iranian statés theproductionof national language (Farsi) and its role in the coldnégbroduction
of national state. The intertwined history of tietionstateandlanguage is often ignored. As a
result, the geopolitically driven imposition of F&Psin linguistically diverse populationslagely
disregardedinresponse | expl ore how Lefebvreds theory of
to his theory of the production of space, can illuminate the dialectical relationship between
language, state, and spadeef ebvr eds t h epositigns landguagel veithirg thea g e
spatiotemporal matrix of the natieate®?

The polyvalence of soci al space means that
productive forces, including technology and knowledge or from the social divisiaonfrwhich
shapes it, or from the stateo (Lefebvre, 1991

of the reduction of space to the state representation of space. He has illustrated this linguistic

% During the Pahlavis, 1928979, and théslamic Republic, 1979,

%1 A comparable dialectical approach to languageich situates language within the spatial process of hegemony

building can be found in Gramsathoie x pl i ci tly rel ates the study of | angu
di scussion of 6normative grammard shows how the formati
it is a political act, w85 pp18BYRY 2y to cover upo (Gr
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fetishisn?? as arillusion to suppose that thought cemywhat is spacbased ompropositionsabout
spacelpid: 162).The centrality of the state spacehsreforefunctional in avoiding thénguistic
fetishism ancelitist idealism of thda~arsistruling classthat dualistially prioritizes intellectual
labourover manualabour. It 1 s Athe State whi cogrammarand sy st e
orthography Pdulantzas, 197&960).Accor di ngl vy, Athe popul ar ma:c
at a distance from the centers of decigioa k i n g 0 (THe [Statd is nobtle )mere result of
thedualign between intellectual and mandabourbut activelyproducest through the production
of spacetime (Ibidf.

L e f e blanguag@ theory serves adeterminingelement for his theory of the production
of space(Schmid, 2008: 28, 37)e develops a thredimensionalapproachthat offers a robust
foundationto challenge the predominant dualistanception of national stagpacetimeMaterial
practice as the starting point of life and of analysis constitutes the first mometdndis in
contradiction to the second moment: knowledge, language, and the written word. The third
moment involves poesy and desihe.this way a threelimensional dialectical figure emerges
(Schmid, 2008: 33)spatial practic¥, representations of spacand spaces of representatiins
(Lefebvre, 1991: 33)Representations of spacthe space of scientists, planners, urbanists,

technocratic sufdividers,and social engineer§,ar e tied to the relations

2Byf et i shism | mean fithe process whereby human beings a
immutable whereas they are reallgohistorical, open and reflexive (Hartwig, 2007: 206).

93 This is manifested in modern law: outside the law, individuals contain no knowledge or truth. Capitalist law indicates
ithe process whereby the agents of production are ent.i
the dominant cla s e Rodlant¢as, 19789). Modern law embodies the state monopoly of knowledge production

(Ibid: 90).

9 Spatial practices ef er t o fAthe physical and materi al flows (of
transfers and interactions that occur in and across space, structured in such a way as to assure social life is produced
and reproducedo .(Zieleniec, 2007: 73)

% Spaces of representationse f er t o space fias directly |lived through i
space of i nhabitants andi andshences passively éxpesiencedspacd whech thleo mi nat e
i magination seeks to chadlg3). and appropriated (Lefebvre
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order which those rel ati ons Thispgsdhe dominaatrsghceh e nc e
of any society (Ibid: 389).

Three moments of the producti on -donknsiecnplace ai
theory of languageSpatial practicedesignates the material dimension of social activity. The
spatial refers to the simultaneity of activities. Spatial practice is an analogy to the syntagmatic
dimension of languagélhe representations of spaaghich is analogous to the paradigmatic
dimension of language emergeiabut are not limited td the discursivelevel and therefore
comprise definitions, scientific theories ghace and mapgSchmid, 2008 36-37). The third
moment of the production of space concerns the symbolic dimension that could refer to a divine
power, the logos, the state, masculine or feminine principle. More importantly, this dimension
refers to the process of signification thaks itself to anaterialsymbol (Ibid).

The theory of the production of space goes one decisive step further than the three
dimensional language thecapdseeks to encompass the entirety of social practice and not merely
a partial aspect of it. It is thus directed towardsrttegeriality of social practice and the central
role of the human body (Schmid, 2008: 40anguage thus inherently constitutes an element of
the production of space. Naming, theorizing, renaming, historiography, translation, mapping, etc.,
all are key mechanisms of the puation of spacd_anguage is not merely a measigransferring
information from an adrséeaacaiciero® eean dietr 6i ¢ oa ame ar
( Sul s k 89). TRBe@las8 which controls the dominant language controls one of the primary
means of production (lbid).

Building on these dialectical insights, | problematize the historicahation o f 6l rand
through thestatedrivenproductionof Farsi as the national languadée Farsist practices of the

state, which presuppose the existence of Iran, have played a pivotal role in this. pnodegster
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two | show thatm the late 19 and early 20 centuries, dinear temporal regime and Iran as a

nation enclosed by a national history were abganthapter three, | indicate haive production

of Farsi as the national language served to form the Iranian @ati@mnified Fars nation
Ilcharacterize the invention of the O6lranian

(Old, Middle, and New Persian) agacistcoloniatclass strategy of Farsization of history. This

Farsist periodization is colonial since it systematically ignores-R®msian temporalities

Farsization of history has resulted in the production of a Farsist temporal régeeethis in the

context of thecapi t al i st t e mp o r aurhulativea dnd irraverstble dibeil ent ai |

measurable and controllable byeans of clocks and calendéras standardizing and abstractly

unifying technologiegPoulantzas, 1978 The Farsiststate establishes the modern nation by

systematic attempts at eliminatimpn-Persianpasts and temporal regimes and turning these

spacetimes intonerevariations of its owrfarsisthistory. The Farsization however has not been

confined to historySpace has also been FarsiciZHge state has systematically Farsicized space

and territory.The erasur®f nonPersian pasts has beatertwinedwith the violent removal of

the nonPersian spaces.

3. State Space:

3.1. The Space of Nationalism
fils not the secret of the State, hidden because it is so obvious, to be found in space?

Henri Lefebvre (2003: 87)
Over the past three decades critical contributions have problematized Iranian nationalism by
focusing on its spatial dimensions. Both Juan R. I. Cole (1996) and Firoozeh K&ahan{1999)

have focused on the territorial and cartographic dimenstionsBh nationalism and critically
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analyzed the growth of territorial ®&asmsici ousn
Sabetod kK has b e e nhe mastrsgphisticatedcadd spstemafic study of the frontier

in Iranian historyd ( Khaz eni , As K&sltaidSabetldénofs)rates, while numerous
significant works on Iranian nationalism have been published over the years, the cultural and
political significance ofrontiers geography andland has remained largelyverlooked in these

studies (Kasharbabet, 1997: 22).

Bert Fragner has aldor aced back what he calls Athe st a
spacelterritory asameans of mentatkei cat i on i n I rano in the cent
(Fragner, 2019: 60Marashi (2008, 2014, 2020) critically examines other spatial dimensions of
Iranian nationalismiHe portrays the important role of urban space in the frequent staging of public
ceremonial events in the formation of the Iranian nafiddar as hi , 2008) . Ehsan
focus on the material ghiensions of staté such as pipelines and oil company townsalso
examinesa crucial spatial urbarinfrastructurali aspect of Iranian state formation, thereby
addressing a significant gap in critical studies of Iranian nationalism.

In his more recent book, Marashi explores the transnational ties between Iranian nationalist
intellectuals and the Parsi community in India (Marashi, 20R83ed on a reading of a number
of neglected safarnama BaluchistanKhazeni (2007) explores conceptions@é#jar imperial
perceptioasatodr d & aaGirdo nd fnréosnt(i2erw7) focus on O
forced sedentarization of nomadic populations, sheds light on another spatial dimension of Iranian
nationalism and state formation blgifting our attention from urban politics to the rural areas and

nomadic modes of liféAlthough Grigor (2009, 2021, 2025) may not explicitly frame her work in

9% Spatiality, however, is not confined to the national bordEw. example, tsidies on the spatial aspect of
administrative divisionarescarceAmi d al |l the attention that ldcalpltidsan pol i
has been al most totally neglectedd (Chehabi, 1997: 2).
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these terms, her scholarship offers a valuable architectural history of Iranian state foffhaiion.
works have undoubtedly laid important groundwork for writing a spatial history of Iran. However,
theconcepif theproduction of space has not been within their theoretical purview.

The disregard for space is not confined to the field of Iranian stidiather, it represents
a widespread issue within social theory in general. Consequently, it is not surprising to see that a
pervasive 6spatial blindnessd is eviYdtachet i n t |
highlights thebypassing of geographic scholarship, and subsequently, the privileging of the
dynamics of time over space in theories of nationalf{fiod: 219). Benedict Anderson, for
instance, understands the emergence of nationalism in relation to the decline of religiosity, arguing
that this shift necessitatetew collective perceptions of tim¥et, national time can never be
divorced from the omoing construction of national territory (1bid16,221-222). According to
Andersonhimself, hiswork focuses on the nation, prla@inguages, and time (Anderson, 2006: 3).
Once the elite Latin market waaturatedattention shifted to the much larger potential markets of
monoglot massdsbid:38. Not hi ng served to 6dassembled rel at
which created mechanically reproduced plamguages capable of dissemination through the
market(lbid: 43-44).

Bourgeoisie was the first class to achieve solidarities on an essentially imagined basis
(Anderson, 200677). As literacy increased, it became easier to arouse popular support. As Nairn

formulates, the new middigass intelligentsia invitk the masses into history (Ibid: 80).

97 Although KashanBSabet does not engage with space in a Lefebvrean sense, she acknowledges that theorists of
nationalism have often minimized the significance of land and frontiérstire national debatés she explainsa

key aspect of nation formation involved making the naploysicallyvisible. Since members of a nation could not all

know or see one another, tangible elements like land, maps, flags, and archaeological sites gave the nation a certain

materiality, reinforcing nationalist narratives and shaping imagined frontiers. Tterefor @ Ma p s , flags,
homel andds soil, for instance, (Kashanisabetl967c2M).Kaskatigabet mb o di mi
(1997, 1999has developed new paradigm for nationalism thatgeséde cal
for the centrality of land in nationali sm.
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Elites/intellectuals not only claimed to speak on behalf of large numbers of anonymous dead

people but insisted that they could say what they really meant and wanted, since they themselves

did not understand (Ibid: 198). Anderson thus emphasizes the neimslianguage in producing

a newtemporality empty homogeneous tiffeDecades earliehy emphasizing the centrality of

space Lefebvre hadcautionedagainstthis spatial blindnesAs he says, ationalism is usually

understood as a way of masking class contradictions and seducing the working class into an

illusory national solidarity. This definition, howevegduce national question to linguistic and

culturaloneft hat i s to say, to matters of-1®Recondary
My dialectical treatment of Iran critiques claims to Iran as historically false and arbitrary.

This Iran has been an inorganic construction of elites in the process dbsata¢ion. Inspired by

those who see nations as imaginaries (Anderson) or inveatitions (Hobsbawm), and drawing

on Marxist dialectical theoriad state space argue thahations are inventions in a very particular

sense; they are arbitrary unities of different 1@akting spatiecemporalities and gebistories

(histories of dinguage, organized religion, roapitalist formations etc). While these components

are often falsely claimed as national (Iranian), they are not arbitrary themselves. My work tries to

give insight into these very real historical strands that are falsely homogenized in the search for

nati onal ¢ oh eamemdo this by highlightihg thee space ddditorial dimensions

of nation and nationalisyrand more specificallypy focusing orthe spatiotemporal matrices of

nation stateNationalist chimis an integral part of hegemonic struggles. Hegemonic struggle is a

spatiotemporal process (Kipfer 2008; 2002).

98 Take national anthems, for example. No matter how banal the words and mediocre the tunes, there is in this singing
an experience of simultaneity across homogeneous, empty time (Anderson, 26Q8514vhich has resulted in
modulation of nationalism (IbidL57).
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3.2. Mapping the Nation: UrbanizatiamdCartography
Compared o A n d eny approachextends beyond the rolab$tract time anthnguagen

constructing a nationalist discourmedexamine theimprint of languagen spaceThis approach
enables me to highlight how language shapes not just an imagined natidoeBuso by its
inscription in the spatiotemporal matrix of the nation stdteus, in addition t@bstract time and
language, other politicaractices andechnologies have been essential in the productigheof
nation.Cartography as an essential component of theasfructural projects and urbanization,
has played a crucial role in mapping the na#iad its linear historgndtherebyin the production
of national spaceAnderson,n the second editionf Imagined Communitieslevoted a separate
chapter tocartographyHe argues that a map was a mofde| rather than a modelf, what it
purported to represent (Anderson, 2006:-173).

Andersonds revision was i n f aomMiohasirédceditheme d by
cartographic processes by which a bordered 0
(Anderson, 2006171).On all the maps before the second half of the nineteenth cetttery,
interior had been terra incognita (Winichakul, 1994: 113, 114). Not even one map of the boundary
was completed before the cri$igh 1893.The growth of urbanization and infrastructural project
in Bangkok required the increasing role of mappitgd]. Mapping created a new entity whose
gecbody had never existed beforg did not passively reflect Sigmather, it has actively
structuredt. Nation thus becomesraturalf e at ur e of t lbid: 129218011320 s s ur f

All the accounts about the loss of territories must establish that thieoglgoof Siam was

always there Winichakul, 1994 147). The prior existence of the gbody prevents any

9 The Paknam Incident was a military engagement during the F@inotese War in July 1893. While sailing off
Paknam on Siambébs Chao Phraya River, three French ships
of gunboats fired warning shots. the ensuing battle, France won and blockaded Bangkok.
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recollection that it was in the process of being created. The role of mapping as a key mechanism

of the production of space is thereby concealed (Iit)s processonceals the expansionist

desire but magnifies the anticolonial pretension. So, what should be a history of regional hegemony

turns out to be a glorious anticolonial history performed by the nationallbldeX48).Following

the global current of fascism, the Phibun government (1%881) changed the name of the country

to Thailand in 193%° (Ibid: 150). Bharat and Aryavarta in Inéf4 Arya and Iranshahr in Iran,

and Thai in Siam; all are invented myths to legitimizeinfy@ementation ofnternalcolonization.
Language and cartography are interconnected. The bitBiasfolocates in the composition

of the characters S, |, A, and M. Likewise, its dealy is born in a map/Ainichakul, 1994174).

This observation lends further support to #rgument that the means of production are not

confined to the physical means aloRepresentationsf spacetimare also part of the means of

production. These representations, as specialized forms of knowledge, are produced through

historiographic, Farsist, and cartographic practices of Iranian nation statelAtionary strategy

relieson the autonomous production of knowledgeludingrepresentations of spacetime.

3.3. Nationalism, Totality, and the International

A fundament al characteristic of national i sm
Goonewardenf2004 667)arguesthave need t o engage with &6totald.i
of the geopolitics of imperialism and colonia

gl obalizaThenovdrd bti a@t)ement of o6globalizationd

trend that questions such things as strucfurelective action Joseph, 2010141) and their

1001t is noteworthy that the name Iran was chosen for the country in place of Persia in the year 1935, coinciding with
the international rise of fascism.

101 The conception of Bharat as a natietetitorial entity only emerged during the 1860s and 1870s (Goswami, 2004:
156). Nineteenth century geohistorical works attributed an exceptional significance to the northern region where, the
Gangetic basin, commonly designated as Aryavarta (land of the Aryans), was hierarchically privileged as the
paradigmatic space of the imagined nation (lbid: 159). By the turn of the century, the conception of Bharat as a
territorially bounded national etihad acquired a sedfvident givenness (lbid: 16556).
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spatiotemporal aspect¥he misplaced hostility of postcolonialism towards totality prevents us
from seeing these structur@sonethelessgritiquing the structure of the natiorstate,and its
underlying ideoloy is indispensablddeology is present in the form of its silencabsencesor
Orepr esent dimpeariaisn andnecoldnialiend liese absencés postcolonial theories
are the conditions of possibility of the very nationalist conflict that upradisegporagrom their
homeland and landed them somewhere d&@onewardena, 2004 684) The abstract
preoccupation with the distant p8is a fundamental factor in absenting present structuels
asinternalcolonization

Echoing Goonewr adena ®Matn (2009 hes sliscassaemhenof thed t al i t
Orepr esent at iheinternational aspea of Hationalisen.in, greater detisltheory
tackles key methodological issues tmay researchalso grapple with. Matin highlights an
intell ectual i mpasse in nationalism s-ikedi es:
character, i.e., its simultaneous modernity and antiquity. The existing perspectives, according to
Matin, are unable to address the fact that in the majority of cases the rise of nationalism has
preceded capitalist develment®®> Mat i n seeks the root cause in
(Matin, 2013: 2). This internalism has penetrated nationalism studies to the extent that they have
ended up in unilinear conception of sebistorical changeMatin explains that methodological

nationalism is produced by theoretical internafi¥man intellectual mode in which concept

1021f scholars do not care about the life around them, they are at most an antique fan, not a historian (Zou, 2022: 405).
AsBl och says, fa man may wear himself out €é in seeking
presento (Ilbid).

1031 do not regard nations as peapitalist entities. | specifically aim to demonstrate how Iran has been practically
produced as a nation during the rise of imperialist capitalism. My focus is on those practices that have enabled the
production of Iran as nation. | argue that historiographic, linguistic, and cartographic practices of the state have
played a key role in producing the Iranian nation. As opposed to the internalist approaches, my research shows that
the Iranian nation did not exist prior aerternal to capitalism.

104 A similar critiqgue has been developed around two decades earlier in radical human geography. Criticizing the
internalist way of thinking about plac®oreen Massey (1995: 182) says internalism is recognizable in the
conventional conceptions of both space and time. When it comes to time, internalism denotes a disruption between
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formation are conducted by reference to relat
or human collectivity Ipid: 4). This procedure removes mutually constitutive relations between
societies from the theoretical purview of social theory.

Matin contends that over the past decade or so, the Marxian branch of historical sociology
within International Relations has undertaken this challenge, reflecting on the critical importance
of O6the international 6 in Héhre etnehgeinceemwmhatip
6soci et al Uneuen aind pombined dewelopmedOD) incorporates the condition of
6t he si mul t asmultanegu®® Mdtirt, 2023 4-8)oTihus UCD is concerned with
thetotality of social reality across historical epochs (Matin, 2019v%.t i n s hows how ¢t h
Januslike character can be explained through theD, which operationalizes the consequences
of societal multiplicity,i.e., difference, coexistence, interaction, combination, and dialectical
changeAccording to himtheinternalism of nationalism studies has led&earch for capitalist
causes of natieformation processesside given societieglbid: 3). However, the uneven and
combined nature of all delopmental processes means that nafiiomation does not necessarily
require the empirical presence of capitalism at the level of individual social formations (Matin,
2019: 3).

Through his critique of Eurocentrism as an internalist conception of modernity, Matin has
developed his international social theory through a critical engagement with the internalism of
Ander sonods I mpl icit theoretical Matir sayseimar k (M

specifically oO6internalisté mode of comprehenc

the past and the present (or potential future) of a place. The portions of time, the periods, are then considered to be
external to each other. It is then as if the pasbimen and completed, at a particular moment in time and has transferred

tothe presentintacAs L e f e b vwhen spacegsisitstime ifidistanded ( Le f eb v r mafallaceodsl : 33 9)
manner, then, this past is considered to be materialized in a particular place which is present. In other words, a
particular history turns to be a particular geography. The internalism is thus multiplied in terms of space and geography
aswel | . Space is then purged from any déexternal é influe
™Marx6s formal subsumption, as Harootunian (2015) says
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spatialdi mensi on of social devel opment. Eurocentr
within an abstr @thatis darived froenrthe gértiwulah internalohistgry of
Eur d%(Matin, 2013:2)Mat i n argueaptithati émrint Ander sono:
such a centr al explanatory place as to theore
wider impact of capitalism in the rise and expansion of nationalism and+satioa t e(Métio,r mo

2013: 77).Accordindy, Matin saysAnder sondés account of the nat.

0 s o-relatmraltotalityd ( Mat i n, 2 0 1 Matin enphasizé3mr od I &Sams t
At heoretical fr amdomaltyokki csooncd earln ede awiitthy talca os s
5).

Criticizing contemporary Marxist approaches to the international which leaves the general
abstractions of Marxigheory, and therefore its internalist mode, in{&tatin, 2013 14) Matin
statesTr ot skydés UCD is aDrewandkabhe Pexkcaptiziands,
Gramsci 6s spati al the spatialand riotsmerelyhe intdrnatonathdt bedter i t i
serves Matinds purpose. The % Wetneed a actial heogy| i s

which has the spacetime in ttstality at its coreThe international is integrally part of the spatial

Matin argues that the Weberian framework of the édmul ti
method intact. Postcolonialism, on the other hand, although sensitive to the international, is unable to develop a general
social theory duectits hostility towards universal categories (Matin, 2013: 3). Matin arguebdhadgeneity is not

an intrinsic quality of the concept of the universal, but a result of its specifically internalist mode of construction

(Matin, 2012: 1). This shows that overcoming Eurocentrism requires an explicit theoretical incorporation of the

univer sal as O6interactiAe Mattiem ogemleaitiyd, (dtbhe:i A89rporat
social theory involves the adoption of a plural ontology that posits relationships and processes between and within
societies as mutually constitutive, and development as intrinsio#disactive and multilinear (Matin, 2013: 3).

WMatin argues that thhaerkdnter matei cdnanltéer(in the speci
i mmedi ately signals multiplicity, and by <contrast 6t h
however contingent upon howedse concepts are definédf we adopt Lef ebvirasénhopenoncept.
ended multiscalar and mukrhythmic social forni then the spatial implies a more differentiated multiplicity than

the international. The i ssue i s reed bauwto urta tthheer pabecswetn ctel
conceptual framework. The concept of the international indeed represents a specific form of multiplicity: that of
multiple societies or nations. But it does not adequately address other forms of multiplicity sutdrexst dicales.

The international does not capture space as the positive heterogeneity (Massey, 280%:.0t4¢hat Gillian Rose

(1993) calls radical heterogeneity. Space in this sense is defined by radical difference and heterogeneity, not
territoriality. Territorialty, which characterizes the space of the international, is a negative form of difference (Rose,

1993: 272).
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and the crossutting, interscalar relations through which national stgtace is produce&uch a
spatial social theorgllows me to develop a more critical conception of internal colonialism.

Ma t icontilsutions, along with a dialectical conception of state space, and the empirical
findings of my research, enable me to get a more differentiated conception of internal colonialism.
I n this dissertation, the adjective O0internal
with theoretical internalism. Internal, here, instead differentiates this form of colonialism from the
conventional conception of colonialism which tredtas a relation of domination only at the
internationalscale Whi | e t he ter m 0 i-esthbéshed avé rieeddode avare al i s
of the pitfalls of internalism (Matin, 2012; 2013; 201@he might ask internal or external to what?
Based on a dialectical conception of spacetime, we recognize that social relations are not confined
within a bounded spacetime; they inherently extend beyond set boFterstructural causes of
the formation of national states are neither internal nor ext&patetime is not a container where
things and relations occur. Rather, space and social relations are intertwined from the very outset.
As a result, when spacetime is viewed in a di
colonialism become problematic. Colonialism operates across multiple scales and is not internal
to or contained within any single geographical area, as these areas are not external to each other in
the firstplaceSa col oni al i sm i s not Oyormnadontsthévelyo any
dualism of internakxternal that needs to be transcended.

However, this is only part of the story. Over the past century, the state production of space,
has led to the production and fetishization of national territories. Consequently, the internal
external dualism has gained materiality and has been inscritspdd¢e. That is why we need to
di smantle this entrenched dual i sm. Hence, Oi

colonial mechanisms are implementedidea national territory in a relative autonomy from the
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broader colonial structures/ forces at other s
from O0external 6 for ces vekarnalberminalayeisbsticiosuffecisnt why t
and problematic. To address these contradictions, ust develop a new concept. | accordingly
propose Onational colonizationd instead of 0&i

Some may argue that this introduces another dualism, that of national versus international,
potentially shifting rather than solving the issue. However, the natiotegthational dualism is
less constrained with internalism than intereslernal. Nationadoes not necessarily imply
internal, nor does international inherently correspond to exteundess, in an internalist manner,
one presumea priori that they are distinct and exterior to each otAeditionally, national and
international refer toihst ori cally speci fic scal es, unl i ke
6external 6. Ther ef or e, -axtarnahduatismasrof adimited ugenifeal y s i s
all. Being situated at the historical level also warrants the relevance obticept of national
colonization in my researcihus, | think national colonization offers a more advanced and
effective framework, as it emphasizes the pivotal role oh#ti®nstate in the colonial production
of national territories. The concept ofational colonization offers greater explanatory power,
particularly in understanding the production of Iran.

The concept of nationabr even more precisely, Farsigblonization provides an additional
advantage. In the context of anblonial struggles, it is often assumed that national movements
are anticolonial because they resist a particular form of colonialism. This can lead to the mistaken
belief that the nanal, by nature, is antiolonial. Thus, everything national, like nationalization
of natural resourcess often considered as positive and progressive. However, this perspective

overlooks the poteral for national movements and nationalization practices to replicate colonial

dynamics at various scales and cannot problematize nationalism as the ideology that legitimizes
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and reproduces national colonization. As Mamdani says, the relation between the modern state and
modern colonialism is neither sequential nor contingent. Rather, it is one of mutual constitution

(cited in Matin, 2022: 1). This eoonstitution, Matin saysis mediated through political

centralization and cul tur al homogenisation th
mi ssiond and replicated i n po-statesdidiHeseeskhisst at e
procestwersuhaderd col onialismé in which &écol oni al

A

domi nati ond.
Matinu s e s -séuibnatletre r n éternad sa v acioch ntoteat i ons §f o6i nt
He clarifies thatthe prefixd | ninhthedd nrstuebra Irefees tofithé@ dualistic position of ruling
elites of theraniannationstate,who are internationallgubalternput nationallycoloniab. This
concept allows us to explaimhy Iran as a lately developed nation state is structurally bounded
and forced to colonize its spaegesoples.The international system is spatiotemporally founded
upon this hierarchy of colonization&/hile the concept provides valuable insights, it also presents
a few complicationsTh e t e r-snu béail ntteerrn colonialismd sugge
subaltern groups. According to this perspective, both the Iranian ruling elites ariRkrsoan
groups are depicted as subaltétis, to some extent, true to say that both the Iranian ruling class
and nonPersian Iranians occupy subaltern positions relative to the dominant -sties.

Nevertheless, my focus lies primarily on the way Eagsistruling class colonizes neRersian

MHowever, there is a territorial internality to this pi
to the Or el axeriootyps oo f t-shumlfta utmeéder col oni ali sm refers to #
reconstruction of stateless peoplgghint hei r terri t ory Mats, 2028:t) Matim believasthab r i t i e s
postcol oimteradllypetrdtoesn S overeignty through colonial domin

central to their selfeproduction as (unitary) natiestates. Yet simultaneously, they also occupy a subaltern position

vis-avis globally hegemonic states withincapa | i st  w thid:|11-d). Matindherr abgueé that intsubaltern
colonialism is international in origins, and fAit is the
colonialismbébo (Il bid: 2).
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subalterns In this relationship, the ruling class assumes the role of the colonizer rather than the
subaltern

Moreover Gnters ubal t er n doe®lso mioal iascebount for the |
international c o | active présentadthincthes natioGstatesfthe regian 6 s
such as Iraqg and Syria, it cannotdeemednternationally subalterin unlesswe disregard Iraq
and Syria as natiestates and interpret the teréni n t e r noaspecifcalyadendtel r an 6 s
interactions with Westernation statesl argue thatnt he | rani an 6ot exXt €
formationhas colonially prodced anational history, language, and territor§o, in contrast to
what -9ualetrer n col oni hellranami@lingrciassdoes rotucgngtidute ta t
subaltern class in relation to the rRBarsian peoples of Iramherefore, the applicability of inter
subaltern colonialism in explaining the colonial dynamics of the Iranian rsifd@ remains
debatable.

Goswami 2004 has developed a Lefebvrean framework that addresses the same problems
Matin criticizes methodological nationalism ang@ostcolonial theory.She simultaneously
addresssthe limitations within subaltern studies and chalkEs®enedict AndersorAdditionally,
she highlights the importance of infrastructural practices in the production of India as a national
spaceComplementingnM a t itemposalttheorization of nation as being simultaneously modern
and ancient, Goswami developspatidemporal approach: the doubled form of nationalism as
simultaneouslyuniversalandparticular that allows both for objectivist and subjectivist theories
of nationalismGoswami, 2002 775) . Goswami believes that And
of nationalist models proceeds without reference tgaing sociocultural and locaégionalshifts
during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. So, thi#atoo of nationalist models

is delinked causally from their egoing contexts of productiofmplicitly drawing on the concept
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of totality, Goswami saydnder s on6s -madigather than the mew fotm of social
relations overlooks themultiple causal forces that shape nationalism (lbid: 780). His narrative
thus represents social causality as temporally homogenous rather than heterogeneous (Ibid: 782).

The newly formed national space can be characterized as a differentiated variation of the
logic of colonial abstract space produced on/as a new scale. The same promise however is
reproduced: peripheries, gradually will reach the same level of developthemigh the
production of national scale (Goswami, 2002: 796). Timerpretationof modernity as an
autochthonous formation that developéthin particular seHenclosed regions, and subsequently
extended outwarth socalled late developers forever doomed to play a game of-oatghervades
both modernization and Marxian accountstrainsition to capitalism in notWestern societies
( Goswami , 20014 : 28) . An emphasi s on what
i nt er p e of sotial spacesovithim a single, yet uneven, global spacetisettles narratives
that déimit the modern within a particulageographyand posit global capitalism as a process
external toperipheral states (IbidAccordingly,asdiscussed in BapterFour, the production of
Iran as a late develop@annot be separated from the imperialist formation of a single, uneven
global spacetime.

The making of a global spatine is not reducible to the expansion of capitalism alone.
Rather it signifies the formation of relations of interdependence between multiple spatial scales
and temporalitiesThe noncapitalist modes dffe, and more specifically, the presencendérnal
colonizationthat characterize the production of hstmould be considered as one of these multiple
spatiotemporalitiedn contrast to the analyses @jobalizatiordas a process of homogenization,
Lefebvre suggests thalbdpal space is hierarchically organized difterentiated. This formulation

counters approaches that conflate the structural tendency of capital toward homogenization with
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its actual historical realizatié?? (Goswami, 200436-37). This allows for an understanding of

Iran which does na priori confine its production to the actualized structural tendency of capital
toward homogenizatiorA conception of global spademe as differentiatedi f or egr ounds
ongoing creation ofinevenness as theternal supplement of the universalizing orientation of
capitat’® (I bi d: 40) .

By the 1870s, nationaconomy making mandated the reorganization of economic space
into mutually exclusive national blocs through the massive -diegeted investments in
infrastructural projectsGoswami, 2002: 788 While these movements were fashioned by local
[national] social relations and power struggles, their temporal simultaneity and structural
similarities was conditioned by their location withia single, hierarchical global spatmed
(Ibid). A range ofimperialistpractices and institutions helped forge the national as the privileged
scale for social relations. These included the demarcation and mapping of Aatiotalal
boundariesvhich necessitates the productmimation statelike Iran. These imperialist practices
include the formation of a vast, territorially integrated networks of communication infrasésictur
such as roads, railways, bridges, canals, andqibses, which | study aghe infrastructural
production of nationdkerritory, and the appropriation of natural resources, which | discuss under
the production of naturélhus imperialist practicexreatedpractices of spatial and economic
planning that took a demarcated national territory as their unit of developfhent¢reation of a

national built environment in the form of capital cities, monuments, official cemeteries, museums,

This account bears resemblances to Albrittonds |l evel:
incorporating space.

10 Go s wa mi says, ithe universalizing dynamic othe capit al
contradictions internal to historical capitalism produce a global, differentiated, and hierarchicatimpace

(Goswami, 2004 4 0) . She however does not di fferentiate o6t he
capitalismé. The |l evels of analysis approach provides
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and parksas places of statmediated collective memohgelped forge the spati@mporal matrices
of the modular nation form3oswami, 2002790).

As Goswamishows, aalyzingthe production of national spacaises the question of the
space of production and therefore imperialism
profit Lefebvre highlights the s paadgageargania spect
composition of capital into account, theory rejoins sogacel i.e., it ceases to operate in an

abstract space. This average is only meaningful in connection with a specific space; the territorially

bounded space of@ountryor a conti nent oO. So, Maaboutesd conc e
average rate of profit have no utility at the

applied worldwide for there is a global organic composition of capital which subsumes the
averages obtaining in specific countries mation® ( Lef ebvr e, 1991: 346)
understand the spatial aspect of the production of Iran and Iranian nationalism by putting it within

the worldwide chain of imperialist expansion.

Drawingon Lef ebvredés theorizati ot |afalyzé the pr od
production of Iran by examining its entanglement with the production of hierarchical spaces of the
nationstate, nationalism, imperialism, capitalism, and racial colonialidme. advent of the so
calledworld market has been associated with the planetary proliferation and naturalization of the
nation state form (Lefebvre, 1991: 375) during the second half of the twentieth century (lbid: 23).

The State thereaftaontrols space and tinté€? Taking charge of growth is impossible without

controlling the hierarchical production of space on different scalesgnalcolonizationand the

111 The production of space can be complemented with a theory of the production of time. An initial version of the
later has been developed by Lefebvr&hythmanalysi§2004. Drawing on that, one can argue that historiographic
practices produce thdominant statist rhythpereating a unilinear national rhythm that facilitates the formation of an
imagined community. The enforcement of Farsi indicates an attempt to colonially flatten/homogenize the rhythms of
non-Persian spaces and thereby contributing to the productionaifanalspatiotemporal matrix

112The state crushes time by reducing differences to repetitions. The state, as both the end and the meaning of history,
flattens the social and cultural spheres (Lefebvre, 1991: 23).
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production of Iran should therefore be understood as an extension of the state space and its role in
growth-oriented development. As a result, today more than ever, the class struggle is inscribed in
space and forms of the class struggle are more varied than formedynclude the political

actions of national minoritie_efebvre, 1991: 55). Nationalisthusacts as a class strategy to
create a buffer zone that keeps the exploited and the colonizedénsians) at a safe distance

from class politics',

Utilizing this theoretical framework, | approach the research question of how Iran has been
produced as a natiestate by analyzing three interrelated mechanisms: historiographic, Farsist,
and cartographic practices of the state. | argue that these esacobostitute the primary
mechanisms through which Iran has been represented and produsseing thathe state has
produced national time, language, and space within a Farsist-tgraporal matrix.More
specifically, | argue that the triadic pracsagf the state have played a crucial role in the production
of Iran throughnternalcolonization Historiographic practices have contributed to the production
of racist ideologies/knowledgend linear historyFarsist practices have led to the production and
naturalization of a dualistic, statist worldview, and Farsization of spacefintecartographic
practices have produced an abstract, bounded tertitatyh@ servel as the condition of the
possibility of Iran as an imagined nation.

Conclusion:
In this chaptel concentrated on those works that in om&y, or another have attempted to
historicize the central methodological conceptsafion, territory,spacetime, state, and Irdn.

reviewed a range of sourcaddressingtatetime, language andspace beginningwith the state

113 Nationalism has also been employed as a tool ofcaftinial resistance or as part of workiclgss movements.
However, viewed over the long term, even these revolutionary struggles have often resulted in the reproduction of the
raciatcoloniatclass redtions they sought to dismantle. This occurs through the reproduction of thesidtient e 6 s
racialcolonial spatiotemporal matrix.
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time. I critically analyzel the dualistic assumptions of historiographic works on Iran. By situating
Iranwithin the hierarchical production of global spasddwedcowbothMarxist and postcolonial
theorieshave contributed to a dualistic conception of histoistussed howlominant readings

of Marx and capitalisrhave fostered a nationalist outlatblatby overlooking the landchaturalizs
linear conception of time and internal colonization. Then, | erdyaghk criticaln ot i ons of
subsumptiond, Odevslpat 0 toshnw thy maxistdange Dfandpitalist

and other histories

Building onthe discussion ostate time, then turned tohe state languag@fter reviewing
the works of Mostafa Vaziri and Mana Kialongside othescholars such assgharzadeh (2007),
Marashi (2008, 2014, 2020), Cole (1996), Kast@aiet (1997, 1999, 2011, 2013), Fragner (1993,
1999, 2019)Cronin (2007)Matin-Asgari (2009a, 2009b, 2012, 2014, 2024), and Mohammadpour
and Soleimani (2020, 2023) who have critically h'i st or i c, il expahdeddr thea n 6
discussios by incorporatinge | d eanéepual history ofterritory. Recognizing that Vaziri, Kia,
and Elden do not explicitlgddress thaation stat@and the historical connection betwdanguage
and the colonial production of the natistate | highlighted the necessity adxaminingthe
spatiotemporal matrix of the nation state. Building upon their contributidasther developed

their insights by incorporating a Marxist theory of stsppace

Subsequentlyl explorel critical studies on state space and nationalism. While Matin raises
the international dimensioof the statehis view does not account for theoductionof spaceln
contrast,Goswamioffers a Lefebvreananalysisthat emphasizethe state and its infrastructural
componentsHer workhoweverdoes not address the cartographic practices of the Bteaeldress
this gap, lincorporatedWi n i ¢ h a k u |whish shead Igght @rithie eole of cartographic

processes shapingnational territory
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Different ideologies in the form of specialized, nationalist knowledge can hinder critical
discourse on the interconnected forms of oppression and domination, thereby reproducing the
nationstate form. Nonetheless, it is imperative to acknowledge thatevelternatives exist
beyond this constrained framework. My theoretical framework reveals why dialectical theories of
state space are crucial for challenging the diverse forms of nationalism and forging alternatives to

national space.
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ChapterTwo

| r a n 0 HistdriographidPractices of the State and
Production of Iran as a National History

Introduction:
The majority pabsivayhdopted a setrofsidieas that are the product of a century

of exclusive stateentric knowledge. Such a lo)gt andi ng process has sh
intell ectual sphere in a specific way to serv
the question of the colonization of peripheralized #Rgrsian regionpeoples of Iran is absent

from the prevailing mindset of both Persian Iranians living in the urban centers, aRersosns

assimilated into Farsf/er si an cul tur e. Even mentioning I
6nationd i mmediately exposes oneTazi® Taltthe hea\
Focusing on the role of t he st at etimehstorgl | ect

language, and space/territory through historiography in the l&t@d® early 20 century, this

chapter examines the production of Iranian history. | argue that this statist historiography of Iran
initiated and led to the production of a Farsist idgglavhich became dominarAccordingly, |

askhow has Iran been produced through the historiographic practices of th&\8tatd?as been the

role of the stateds Td addrest lthese tqueatibns foacusnon thbke pr o
historiographic practices of the stalieseems that iis largely through historiographipractices

(like history and geography textbogksscientifiad ,racist production of institutionalized

knowledge, and architectural projecsince the late T centurythat nationalist conceptions of
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time (and space) in and through Fan®producednaturalized and penetr ated I

everyday lives

This chaptebegins with a quick review of a keyate intellectuals late Qajar period and
their influence on the historiographic scholarshigsovide acritical analysis of the intellectuals
of Iranian statdoy highlighting class dimensions of the historiographic production of knowledge
By highlighting the implicit conceptions of space, tifffehistory and territory in the existing
historiographic works, this chapter attempts to challenge the dominantftakgrantedness of
0l rand and ( eargud tha this stateeniriez peoduiction of knowledge that led to a
national history has crucially contributed to the production of Iran as a unéitaoh with legal
rights (which was coincident with the Constitutional Revolution, not surprisinGlyysidering
every relationship of hegemony as an educational relatiof@hngmsci, in Ives, 2015: 8)study
educational textbooksn history, geographyand lawproduced during the late Qajar period by the
prominent intellectuals of the state to show hationalist representations of geohistory started

to produce in and through Farsi.

To set the stage for the next chapter, | tegaminewhether and howvhistoriographic
practices of the stateave been racist from the very outset. Here, | study the birth of Persian
06scientificé racism (Persian supremacy) that
language purity and the Aryan hypothesis. | indicate that the production of histohimgrap

knowledge, as a form of specialized knowledge, has been fundamentally shagedlistjc

4 1rancentric historiography has been rooted in the Aryan or other associated myths. All these myths are defined with

a particular Ilinear conception of ti me. According to
Occultation (329 AHpresentpr 941 CEpresent) is the second occultation of Imam Mattdi;Hidden Imanwhich

is expected to continue until his rise at #melof time to establish peace and justice on edfssianism originated

in Zoroastrianism. In Zoroastrianism, the Saoshyant, is an eschatological savior figure who bringsasholdereti

the final renovation of the world in which evil is finally destroyed. All these mythical narratives represent a linear
conception ofime The Aryan myth and the very idea of Iran have a direct connection to Zoroastrianigwestal

94

nt



structureof Aryan racian. More specifically,l will discuss howinear, stagist historiography is
intertwined with the Aryan racisnthen,| examinehe absendpresenc®ef a hegemonic national
temporal regime whicheflectsthe absendpresenceof Iran as a nation during the late Qajar

period.

The dualistic frameworlof Aryan racismgraduallygave rise to the production of a linear,
stagistconception ohistory, in which tribal and nomadic temporaliti@srebeingperipheralized
by urbanist, sedentary temporal regimes of the staecordingly explordnow Aryan racisnmi
initially produced throughhe historiographic practices facilitated the production of a Farsist
temporal regime as a material foundation of Iran as a linear history. Aryan racism aligns with the
racist dualistic framework #ht separates omoderm@® drmr omc idwirlei
ouncivilized, & reinforcing the narrative of |
ruling class. | argue that the state produckeseefully nationakemporality to repress nedpersian
temporal regimes and prevent the emergence of alternative subaltern (spatio)tempdradities.

formation of Iranian national history has been made possible thtbisgtolonial process

In light of thetheoretical frameworkthe productiono f O6specialized knowl
historiography should be seen in itgality. This approach is necessary to avoid reductionist
interpretations, as discussed in previous chaptetoriographies were not merely a form of
knowledge; rather, they became embedded ispladiotemporastructure of the emerging nation
state.For a national history to be produced, it had to be inscribed into the temporal matrix of the
stateas well | examine howthe nationally colonial production of Iran has been intraidinked
to the production of éinear Farsist history and temporality. Thuke internationabackdropof
Aryan racist nationalismalong with bothdiscursive and physical moments of Aryan racism will

be discussed respectiveljhis must be understood within the context of imperialism thed
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concurrent riseof nationalisms,particularly German nationalism. We should not forget that
intellectuals of theemergingd Ge r ma nséch astFraetrieh, Schlegélst connected language

and raceAs a result, the next chapter will examine the role of language (Farsi).

In the theoretical frameworkdiscussedvhy representation®f spacetime are part of the
means of production. Accordingly, in this chapter | argue thalistrepresentations of spacetime
(linear time, racist space) as means of production are essential forrttaion of Iranian nation
state Given the dialectical relationship between time and space, the production of abstract
(fragmented, quantified, measurahti@e is inextricably connected to the production of abstract
space. I n this context, I discuss how the pro
in the spatialization of the abstract temporal regime of the nation Fiate.and tempotay are
not external to the stat®lore precisely,le state is not external to the production of spacetime. It
is the state that produces the natidnsiory. This connection between the state and time becomes
evident through practices such as calendar reforms and the imposition of homogenizing clock time.
| show how hroughthesepractices, the state actively produces its amnified temporal regime
These efforts to standardize and control the perception and measurement of time are fundamental
to the poduction of national history, the establishment of a national temporal regime, and, by

extension, the production of the Iranian nation.

1. The EmbryonicStageof Nationa(ist) Historiographies

draniarbhistoriographies have arbitrartfyy produced angbrioritized a particular spatiemporal
regime over the otherds Matthee saydranians look at their country as a natural, autochthonous
entity é endowed with a glorious history that

Republic Matthee, 2021: 83However, ther@everwas a culturally or linguistically homogenous

115The production of a national history is mechanistic and inorganic since it has been imposed from above.

96



state withina singularterritory that we associate with Iran (Ibidhe guarded domains @ajar

empiredo not correspond to th&raniard nation stateFarsi had not yet been established as a
defining feature of a unified natioA variety of other languageserealso commonDuring the

Qajar period, iteracy was extremely low, something around two or three peofethie whole
populatiors. I n addition, Afa substanti al portion of
sense of territorialpatriotisn® (Cole, 1996: 37).It is estimated that nomads constituted
approximately fifty percent of the-fi®parcanhi ano
by 1900 draniarbidentity did not exisin that periodIbid). Up until 150 years ago, the inhabitants

of the dispersed regions that we now identify as Iran did not refer to themselves as Iranians. This

is reflected in historical records, which reveal how both Persians anéPexsians perceived their

A

connection to 6lrané

The people in Baluchestan, the British telegraph employee Ernest Floyer observed in the 1870s,
talked about Kermatf é as a faraway, inaccessible, largely imaginary place. The French explorer
Gabri el Bonval ot é a decade | ater met someone
money. Asked why he did not carry Iranian coinage, the man responded by saying thaighe Iran

were too stupid. When Bonvalot inquired if the man himself was not Iranian, he replied by saying,

6No, | am fomMHdamahaeen 2021: 91).
This attitude remains evident at least until the 1970s, as demonstrated by Salzmarl 32020
138). Contrary tothedominantbelief, Iran has not always existdtiwe analyze historiographic
and cartographic practice$ the stateit becomes clear th#ttan as a historical product emerged

very lateprimarily through thehistoriographic practices of thetatein which intellectualsplay a

116 Kerman, known in ancient times as the satrapy of Carmania, is the capital city of Kerman Province, Iran.
I7Hamadan or Hamedan is the capital city of Hamadan Proirirtbe western padf Iran. According to Herodotus,
Hamadan was established by the Medes®29 BC) and is believed to be among
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crucial role Iran has beeproduced in an elitist manner based on the perceptions and interests of
theFarsistruling classes. Euentriccolonialscholarsip and specifically orientalistsave played

a fundamental role in producindrand This drand has been to a great extent, if not entirely,
irrelevant tothe lived experienceof the subalten classesThe statist production ofhistorical
knowledgewas initiated during the late Qajgyeriod, and more specifically, the Naserd!8
(18481896)(Amanat, 2012: 365)rhis was made possible through Orientalist scholarship and the

subsequent awareness of archeological findings abouttheasb | ed dIsd amd £ prst 6.

It was througta range of writtemistoriographiavorks in Fars{largely through translation)
that an unprecedented memory or historical awe
Farsi.My emphasis on Farsi gains more relevance when we consider that, during the late Qajar
era,majority of 6 1| r ani ans & we r @verithe past bree rhendrét eyeass,i shatist.
production ofistoriographiknowledge in and through Farsi has been an essential mechanism of
the production of Iran. Thi&omativedprioritization of Farsi over othe@spontaneoudanguages
like Arabic, Kurdish, TurkishBaluchi etc.has been fundamental in the production of Iras.
this chapter showshe nationally colonial production of Iran is intrinsically related to the
production of Farsisb s p e ¢ knewlaedgd¢hdthas been crucial in what | cafarsizationof

history. Farsizatiomas had an explicit racial aspect

Throughout the second decaafehe 19' century, a clearer narrative of Iranian historical identity

began to emerge, emphasizing I rands edhitical

118 Naser alDin Shah Qajar (1831896) was the fourth Shah of Qajar Iran from 1848 to 1896 when he was
assassinated. He was the first modern Iranian monarch who formally visited Europe and wrote of his travels in his
memoirs.
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unpublished work of Hedayat, Nezhadnamey e p ©d s h ©heghdd é @eheal@icdf’
Accountofth&ki ngs of I ranian descento6), written in 1
di stinguished this wor k,déppmormre®dvRear, s iwars dHeydlCey ad

Arabic origin (Amanat, in Melville, 2012: 327, 328)

Hedayat 6s initi at iakbm Mwza. $lis Wwook/Naneye &lbsrdvariBodkal © |
the Khosrows,i.e., Sasanid kings) was the first history textbook published in Persian for
elementary level students of thér-al-fonurt. L i k e H e Namgyakhdsovagwettert |
between 1868 and 1870) was also in a Persian purged of Arabic woede Whbrks that were
essential inFarsization of history, or the production of a Farsist histagredirectly related to

the mythical narrations of a Zoroastrian past (Ibid:-328). According to ZiaEbrahimi (2016),
Jalatal-Din Mirza'?? is the first Iranian writerwhont r oduced the o6i dea of |
historical entity into the Persiaspeaking intellectual circletle employed a textual strategy that
avoided borrowed and specifically Arabic words, thereby establishing a form of linguistic
puritanism which is aprincipal featureof nationalist writings.Drawing on my theoretical
framework, | arguethat claims to hegemony entail claims to spacetand geohistory.The
historiographic practices of the staterve akey mechanisms of articulating arpioliferating
these claims.In the following |1 examinethe representations dfistory and territoryin

historiographic worksutilizing space and time as methodological concepts.

19 Reza&Qoli Khan (18001871) was thgreatgrandfatheof Sadegh Hedayat (19d351). Sadegh Hedayaiasan )
lranian writer who had also tranGahrtedt @n § lmeundgiogdokBn d
OMi ddl e Persian6é text on geography, which was compl et e
22Amanat her e nbzhasinam@ a ros |6aat gk née a Inezlgpit wa 16 descewnnt tdé6 wahn c h i s
Nezhadn Farsi explicitly refers to what race means in English. A better translation woll&Rbeial Account of the

Kings of Iranian Race

Z1pUr-Fumdin( meaning 6polytechnic col | ege 0 )styleipesstiuteaobhighes hed i n
| ear ni ng Fanun originally waB ¢bnceivged as a polytechnic to train uplass Persian youth.

122The 5% son of FatkAli Shah Qaja17691834), the second Shah (king) of Qajar.
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2. Intellectualsand theFarsist?® Production ofiranian History

This chapterdoes not offer a class analysis of the production of4faimstead, it focuses on class
dimensionsof the production of knowledge by thetellectuals who substantially contributed to

the production of IranDrawing on the theoretical framework, particuladge critique of linear
conception of historyand the role of state intellectuals in its construgttbrs section explores

some of the most significant educational texts authored by the first generation of intellectuals of
the &6l rani and s te@tdonezethe Societad stratumrthiaté dfedbwveeddentifeed as the
middle classes, whayhetherinadvertently or intentionallyperpetuat theexisting class structuye
including the national statd. he power structure rests on the
essential relations by believing that they are free of them. The individuals as such lead or try to

l ead an el itist | Théyamso (nder theiltusian ef,autohdny Bom th2sg ) .
very structuresit heir escape route is o6cultured, altho
productiono (I bid). The middl e cobohiapsoduet®nof n t hi
centerperiphery relation$>1 s how that through the works of
Irancentrisrd?® has been initially devised and naturalized over the past century, which is a

fundamental obstacle in developingaaicalmultiscalarand multirhythmidhistoriography.

123 | distinguish two interconnected moments here: the production of historiographic knowiedgesi and the
productionof Farsi itself (two moments condensed in the Farsist production of knowledge).

124 argue that Farsist ideology is the embodiment of a range of dualisms (such as seuensalig) in the national
spacetime. These dualisms in fact reflect the raifdnialclass relations of production. Landed class interests are
associated with a dlistic conception of world that prioritizes statistdentary modes of life and rendered them as
natural. Such dualisms legitimize the colonial expropriation of ndéume, which are often collectively held by
nomadic, norstatist communities. In thisugdy | focus on the ideological layer of these relations of production, and
therefore the associated modes of surplus appropriation must be studied in another research.

2 efebvre argues fAstrategic space makes it possible si
periphery; to make available spaces near the centres scarcer, so increasing their value; to organize the centre as locus
of decision, wealth, powe and i nformation ¢é to find allies for t he

(Lefebvre, 1991: 375).

126 | define Irancentrism as the dualistic idea that there is no past prior to Iran, and therefore Iran has existed
uninterruptedly. Irancentrism, as an internalist conception of spacetime, presupposes a dichotomy between Iran and
nortiran, and removes the geohistotja@ntradictory relations thahapes Iran.
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The textbooks published by tigajars t at eds i ntell ectuals have ¢
the generation and dissemination of the idea of Iraccordinglye x pl or e t he portr a
and Ol raniansél annthbdeset ¢exs bobkani anness i s
multiscalar and multirhythmc spacetintfexaminingt he | rani an state i1 ntel
about timeg(and spacel) depict howa linearconception of Iranian history has beeade possible
andpaved the wayo producehe nationaltemporalregime In this way, Ishowthe absence of a

unified temporal regime and the corresponding absence of Iran as a nation in late Qajar period.

2.1. State Intellectuals: A Short Introduction

Beforedelving into the analysis of the primary sourdelriefly introduceeachintellectualand

their works offering a general context for the ensuing debate.can consider the two books,
Principles of Geographical Scien¢#881) andBranches of Geographical Sciendf884), written
byMi r z a -Ghathad(184011908) as the mossystematic and importaetiucational works

in the late Qajar era with a focus on geography and hidttirga Abd alGhaffar, also known as
Najm atMulk and Najm alDawla (ND, herafter), was a renowned astrologer and mathematics
t eac her -Fentan.HB Wark starids out as the inaugural geographic work with a modern
scientific approact’. He was the first to calculate the solar Hijri caledéfdvased on the Jalali
calendat?®. The first population census wakoconductedoy ND, with the aim of determining
the population of the capitdDar al-Khelafah(Tehran).Another important figure who played a
significant role in historiography and the production of educational bookgeography is
Mohammad Hassan Khan EtemaeSaltaneh (1843.896) (hereafter, ES)He, as a graduate of

Dar atFunun, studied history, geography, and French literature at the University of Paris. The first

127 For a detailed history of geographical textbooks in Qajar era see: Karamzadeh, F. (2017).

128The Solar Hijri calendar is the official calendar of Iran.

128 The Jalali calendar, also referred to as Malikshahi, is a solar calendar compiled during the reign of Jalaluddin
Malik-Shah I, the Sultan of the Seljuk Empire (10¥@92 CE), by the order of Grand Vizier NizaraMillk.
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geographical encycl op Mardatal-Beldan Naseé*hthati asthe Firatr s i i S
wor k of i t s kind reflects the cent manalekst at e 6 ¢

mahruse

Mohammad Hassan Khan Qajauthor ofJahannamaye MozaffariMozaffari Atlas),was
a contemporary of Mozaffar ébin Shah QajarMi r zU “Yasan Mongi B-Ugi , k
Dowl a, special secr et-aima mbOb e Ivit¢ IOBB). Duriagottie Mo s t ©
tenure of Mirza Yousef Khan Mostofi-sMdamalek as Prime Minister, he held the position of Chief
Secretary, and in 1896, he was given the title of KamBlaaVla (KD hereafter) Hassan Pirnia
(1871:1935) was a prominent Iranian politiciarmo held atotal of twentyfour posts during his
political career, serving four times as Prime Minister of Iran. He was a historiémymding the
Society for the National Heritage of Iran (SNH).a s s a n 6 sHoskeaindirnig£875,1948)
wasalsoa statesman during the late Qajar period, serving as the Speaker of the National Parliament

in the second and fourth terms, as well aspresentative for six terms in the National Parliament.

His fatheralsoserved as Prime Minister of Iraft

Mirza Mostafa Khan Mansur 8altaneh or Mostafa AdI18821950 was an lranian
politician, diplomat, jurist, former Ambassador of Iran to Switzerland (133pand president of

University of Tehran (19442). The book Constitutional Rights or Principles of

130 The process of collecting geographical information began during the time of Mohammad Shah and intensified
during the reign of Naser-&llin Shah (Ganji, 1988: 271).

131 3peaking of the familial and class connections of the intellectuals of the national state with the court and the Shah
himself, it isimportantto mention that Hossein Pirnia married EshraSaltaneh Davallou, whose father was
Mohammad Vali Khan Asef éaltaneh and her mother was the daughter of Mozatfainabhah. Hossein Pirnia is

the fathefin-law of General Fazlollah Zahedi, the Prime Mitar of Iran(195355). Fazlollah Zahedi is weknown

for two majorevents: the suppression of Sheikh Khatta (uler of Arabistan and the Sheikh of Mohammerah), and

the 1953 Iranian coup d'état, after which he replaced Mohammad Mossadegh. Ardeshir Zahedi, the son of Fazlollah,
also served as the Foreign Minister of Iran during the Mohammad Reza Pahlavi era. He wasntttensoh Shah
Mohammad Reza Pahlavh systematicstudy of the intergenerational and interclass links between intellectuals,
political elites, and military officials of the stateas yet to be conductetiowever, it can be inferred that the
production of Irarhas been partially dependentttese intergenerational class relationships.
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Constitutionalism written and published in 1909 by MansufSalltaneh (hereafter, MS) an
important legal work that reveals some of the key mechanisms of the production bastamut

not least, isMohammad Ali Foroughi (187#1942), also known as Zol@-Molk, was born in
Tehran to a merchant family from Isfahan. He wrote numerous books on ancient Iranian history
andserved three terms as Prime Minister of Iddis father MohammagHossein Adib Esfahani,

one of the prominent literary figures during the Qajar era, was the foundartmyatnewspaper,

the first nongovernmental newspaper published in Iran. His grandfather, Mohammad Mehdi
Arbab Isfahani, was amongst the most influential merchants of Isfahan and was skilled in history
and geography. His ancestorjrk& Abutorab was the representative of Isfahan in Mugan plain

during Nader Shah Afshardéds coronati on.

2.2.Iranian Racism anBualistConception of Timsgpacé3?

The production of Iran was dependent upasystemic racisnthatwas institutionalized by the

state. This racism was made possible by inventing an ahistorical conception dDuedist
understandings of social forms were promoted and established based on Aryath@taissulted

in putting Iran outside historylhis dualistic framework was instrumental in producing a linear
temporalregimeEx a mi ni ng what she calls Athe national/|
emerged in the latter half of the nineteenth century, Cronin argues that Iranian reformers came to
view the oO6tribal problemd as a acdntnrgeaelr i mlgs téd e
the TurceMo n g o |  (Cmind 2067 £7) An important theme that stands out in Brénciples

is ndauralizing and promoting the dualism of tribal/non@adersus statissedentarytemporal

regimes As ND states, fiwhenever a nation consists of a few individuals and human artifacts,

education, and industries are not prevalent among them, they do not have any privilege over

132 All translations from Farsi to English in the following subsections are mine.
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animals, and they are referred to as clans and nomads. Whenever their number is considerable, and
especially if they possess industries to the extent of their necessity, they are callaul(bajine

al-Dawla, 1881 115).ND continues by saying thata moderate community that has progressed

beyond the tribal life resides in a defined area under a joint government, it isesalatiAnd if

a reputable community inhabits a territory demarcated by centtural features and all its
inhabitants share @mmon language and lineadgegh), or at least have some shared livelihood

and practices, it is calledration governed by the state (Ibid: 21896).ND explicitly associates
civilization with udwbllagsiofzanmuniies that bageyprogragsed amch t A 1
been educated are solid structures built with stone, brick, wood, and iron. So, if their number is
significant and they have expandedbid:elk6).ensi Vv e

Civilization, from this perspective, is closely, if not entirely, tied to the urban mode of life, in

contrast to nomadic modes.

A similar dualism between sedentary and nomaemporal regimess also assumed in
Jahannamaye Mozaffari (Mozaffari Atlas) written by KD. In some villages, there are
communities whose temperament differs greatly from the rest of the population and are referred
to asb a d dnyeeshtr @ n(bmadic groups){amal atDowlah,1898: 131). It is added that these
communities lack morals and engage in theft, banditry, and murder, when necessary, as they are
not bound by religion (lbid: 133The primary reasorof the opposition to nomadic and tribal life
has always been the mobility of these populations, making it difficult for the central state to rule.
According to KD, the Jews fAhave not accust omec
revolves arood cunning and e xlpid: d40) Tha gentral hsiate gné dasp | e O
intellectuals tend to engage everything in sedentary farming so that the state can collect the taxes.

Taxation of constantly moving groups is a very challenging task that tleevatatits tendency
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towards stasis cannot tolerate. Therefore, sedentarization is a constitutive aspect of the state

formation.

Discussing one of the spoken languages of the people Kababak| ah s'@was A Dar i
an informal and undesirable language commonly used among the nomads and rural inhabitants. Its
designation stems from the meaningdair, which signifies valley, and mountainous regions.
Specifically, It refers to the | anglhid4 of tF
145). The languages of the nomads and mountaineers are considered inferior to the urban language,
namely Farsi. It is stated that Turkish is prevalent among the tribes (p. 149). Turkish is regarded
as the language exclusive to nomads or-mdran dwelkrs. Furthermore, it is mentioned that
Arabic language is spoken by Arafbes, while other Arabs who have settled in the central plateau
no longer speak Arabic (p. 149). Here, Farsi is intertwined with a specific geography, namely the
central plateau (ad | r a n 6 dualistiealypardeived as the language exclusive to settled urban

dwellers.

Nomads are considered a mixed race of Arabs and Turks, revealing the evident racist
narrative of the state production of space. It is stated that although the land of Iran has been invaded
by Assyrians, Greeks, Armenians, Turks, Tatars, Mughals, ArabsAfgins, theoriginal
6l ranian race6 ha draniandgihave gresareed theeessencecoh their gaeial

identity from these great perilous encounters, which is evident today in the clear differences

133|n Reading Persian and the History of Literat(gheraate Farsi va tarikhe adabiya) for the fourth year of high

school, published in 1959, it is mentioned that after the Arab conquest of Iran, people in Rey, Isfahan, Hamadan, and
Nahavand spoke Pahlavi, while Dari was prevalent in Khorasan and Balkh. The people of Tabaristan sppke Tabar

and those in Khwarazm spoke Khwarazmi. In each city and province, the people also had songs and poems in their
local dialect (p. 5). Dari is attributed to the people of Dar, meaning the court, and it was the language of the people of
Balkh and Khorasafp. 6).Nowadays, Dari, YWarbDalP@grsoanEast &EUnsBersi arl
Persian language spoken in Afghanistan.
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bet ween their race and the races of Ar abs, T

0l raniansd here are understood to exist indep

The appendix tittedComparing Ancient and Modern Geographical Terminology of,lnan
the bookDorraral-t 9 j Un f 0 t 41&39)) d¢lveb imta éhnoyrpphy) anderstood as the
dissemination of tribesEptesharal-ghabaye)l (Etemad alSaltanah, 1992: 759). E&efines
geography as fAthe science of the conditions ¢
nature o f countries, regions, mount ai ns, | ands,
conception of geography is not conceppendentSocial structures do not exist independently of
our conceptions we use to define/understand them. More specifically, Iran does not exist
independently of a Farsist conceptioriofespaceThe historical narrative of Iran in the appendix
foll ows the Aryan hypothesis, accor figemuy t o wh
AH, Germanic and Slavic tribes migrated from Asia to Europe, while Arab and Turkic tribes
migrated to the western part of Asia and North Africa, and these nomadic tribesisgiteces
where the <civilizations of the Romans,- Greek
Saltanah, 1992: 757Revealing an early version of Eurocentrigfg states that since there are no
reliable sources on the eastern lands, one must rely on @neeRomarntexts and consider

deviating from them unacceptable (Ibid: 758).

In terms of racial classification, it is also mentioned that Semitic tribes are composed of the
descendants of both the Semitic and Aryan lineages. The Arabs are considered as another tribe of
the Semitic group (Ibid: 769). Consequently, the Aryan hypahesthe dualist sense that Iranian
nationalism utilized laté?* had not yet penetrated the Persian language. At that time, the Arabs

and Aryans were perceived as part of the same Semitic group. In contrast, in Iranian nationalism,

B34n this later interpretation, Semitic and Aryan are considered as mutually exclusive.
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the Semites and specifically the Arabs are considered inferior to the Aryans. ES divides the Aryan
tribe, which had more interactions with the ancient Greeks and Romans than other tribes, into three
branches: the Aryans residing in India, the people of(izid: 769), and the inhabitants of Greece

(Ibid: 770). It is said that both the Aryans of India and Iran were known as Arya in ancient times,

but when they separated, those who went to India kept the name Arya for themselves, while those
who came 6t de&klarme known as | ranians (Il bid: 769
name before the arrival of the Aryans. This narrative contradicts many subsequent interpretations

of the Aryan hypothesig\ccording to ES, the term Arya in the Greek language means master or
owner (Ibid: 770), which differs from later interpretations of the meaning of Arya. Furthermore, it

is stated that the Aryans went towar ded | ndi
independently from the beginning, separate frdm Indians and Aryans. Thighistorical
conceptionndicates that Iran was understood as something that exists biegtony. However

the changing perspectives on the Aryans itself partly reftaetsistorical production of Iran as

the dwelling place of the Aryans.

The categorizations provided by ES indicate that Iran had a dualistically exclusive and very
limited meaning at that tin}&. For example, distinctions are made betweelthezis(the people
of Khuzestan) and Iranians (Ibid: 765). It is also stated that before the invasion and domination of
the Aryan tribe over I ran, t her eskinmedraedtheir i bes
descendants are now the Baloch people amdesimdian tribes, as well as the inhabitants of
southern Arabia (Ibid: 771). Here, the Baloch and Khuzestani people are referred to as the natives

of o6l rand bef or e t hehistoncally lsan bas alveays existee froA thg a n s .

¥This meaning is observable in modern times as well . Wi
unity, in reality, they maintain a hierarchical conception of Iranianness, placing Farses abd&asgsnor non
Persians.
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perspective of ES and only its inhabitants have changed in different periods. Ehikeis
mechanism irestablishinga linear temporal regime that abstragts r an 6 f E®defindsi st or y
the Mongol race as having gener al physical d

Mongols stand out with their swelled foreheads, convex clheekchin yellowishwhite skin

col or, thick and black hair, and sparse bear
Mongols were considered barbarians by the Alr
constitutive part of being Iranian (Kia, 20).

I n a similar fashion, Hassan Pirniads narr a
and the associated linear temporaligtjionalizing the forcible acquisition of nékryan lands and
the killing, ensl avement and O6ethnic cleansin

Plateau, the Aryans found there people who were ugly and inferior in race, habits, morals and
religion . . . The Aryans called thesative peopletur ordiv[ d e mo n | e at first
accorded them norightsweabever , fighting and killing them
Aryans came to Iran not to conquer and plunder, but to'Séitiehis country; therefore, they had

to take the nat-Asgag 282:178Mds o (i n Matin

Comparably, n Jahannamaye Mozaffari(Mozaffari Atlas) 61 r ani ans6é are ¢
superior to all other tribes in terms of temperament;estfem, disposition, and so ¢tafnal at
Dowlah, 1898:p. 129). This implies that many ndnr ani ans resi ding in 01
honorable than the authentic o6lranianso. It i
merely inhabitants of Iran (p. 135). Iran is thus considered in an intemalwster to be an eternal

ahistorical container for a group of people defined in racialized terms. This narrative, which

136 |n this conventional narrative of Aryan migration, one can argue that Aryan invasion of this geography can be
characterized as the phistory of settler colonialism.
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reflects dinear temporality andterritorially bounded conception of space, extends to other tribes

as well, including Baharlou and Hazaras. This racist dualism is intertwined with-nuntahmnd
settlednomadic dualisms. They reinforce and complement each other in and through Farsism.
Iranians who are considered to be Farses are predominantly depicted as sedentary, urban, and
civilized, while nonlranians, or more precisely, ndtersians (including Turks, Arabs, etc.) are
predominantly portrayed as nadic, rural, and wilé’. 't is articulated th
population lives in central plateau areas like Fars, Kerman, Isfahan, Yazd, Irag, and Tehran (p.
130). This indicates these areas are predominantly inhabited by the Farses/Persians, defining
Iranian as synonymousith being Fars. This narrative bears a striking resemblance to Haj Ali
Razmarads view of Ilranianness (1944: 202) app
authentic Iranian as synonymous with Fars. In fact, this Farsist definition of Irantadidgioate

with the Pahlavi regime; it had already taken hold during the late Qajar period.

The racist narrative of Iran and Iranianslahannamaye Mozaffaris utterly evident in the
authoroés description of the Hazaras. I n his v
are known as crookeelyed, hunchbacked, having sparse beard, and their morals resemble the
Mongols, and their religion is Sunni dsh Kamal atDowlah, 1898p. 136). The Hazaras are a
tribe merely residing in Iran and therefore are not considewiginally Iranians. The same
perspective is repeated in reference ® thKur d s . It is stated that 0:¢

Kurds, and they fAcontinue to have an é¥Xcessi v

137 While | argue that the sedentary/urban versus nomadic/rural dualism is inherently hierarchical, one important
clarification is necessary. From the perspective of the state, the nomadic and rural pole was regarded as inferior.
However, from the standpoinf aomadic and rural communitigssuch as the Baluch the hierarchy was often

viewed in reverse (see, for example, Salzman, 2000: Z&tjainly, neither of these perspectives was inclusive or
dialectical; both reproduced binary oppositions rather than engaging with the complexity and interdependence of these
modes of life.

138 Even today, Aryan/Farsist racists derogatorily referto Kurdsaso unt ai n goatsé to demean |
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valleys, and caves, lacking civil and urban traits, and their animalistic, wild nature prevails in
themo (p. 139). A similar Wepisewhemeissprabvncg
velayatp ossesses both rough terrain and wild posi

264).

|t i s mentioned that il ran i s an ancient n a

the central plateau, and their dwelling was permanent, and their occupation was agriculture and

industryo (p. 6) . Thi s du a laiissm ts regacdédias andefmihg a  f |
feature of lrafan history |1t is added that ATurUn is the na
bandits, and without settlemento (I bid). Bein;i

defining elements ahe nonlranians. As we can see, the Iranian/Fars vs. nonlranian/nonPersian,
civilized vs. wild, urban vs. nonurban dualisms have consistently been emplogedsulted in

the production of a linear temporalgime

In the same book, Bakhtiaris possess a language similar to ancient Persian and have fewer
Arabic ter ms. Due to their r mdugriokshatre,theyateo t he
considered purer and more noble than the Kurdish tribes, as they are more hardworking than the
nomads. They also have 0l arge heads and thick
primarily associated with the Farsness &adsi (in contrast to Kurdish and Arabic). Furthermore,

6l rani and i tdodl astairacigl concept lased enrb®dte urbamomadic dualism
serves as a defining component that distinguishes Iranians from nonlranians. A similar portrayal

is presented regarding another fidgrsian people: thBouzmanis |t i s stated tha

1390nly these three sentences have been dedicated to Baluchestan in the entire book. On the next and final page of the
book, a few additional handwritten lines with a different handwriting have been added, addressing the territory of
Makran, which is part oBaluchestan. Compared to the detailed descriptions of other regions, it becomes apparent
how Baluchestan has been peripheralized. The situation of Arabestan and Bakhtiari is even worse, as no section of the
book is devoted to these regions.
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are extremely corrupt, they speak the Babylonian language. Among the tribes, this tribe has never
been seen as more wicked and dishonomblehey are highly unprincipled, committing all sorts

of atrocities without ®&omani*8peapls®lisimrealshdepicted 6 ( p .
i n a si miHKuhkisa tmba that, enuch likditif@ouzmanishas undergone little change in

their morals over the past few thousand years. Their actions are base and abominable, their

profession is pillaging, and their |ivelihood

Expressing Farsist conception of Iranianness, it is stated that the inhabitants of theeTorbat
Heydariyeh region in Khorasan and Sistan cons
Turks, and BalochKamal atDowlah, 1898p. 213). Arabs, Turks, and Baloch are perceived as
nortlranians. It is also stated thabst ofthe population in the Fars province are Iranians (p. 219).

This implies that notranians also reside in Fars, and these-lnanians are essentially non

Persians. It is also mentioned that inhabitants of Bustigtwere originally Arab, and later mixed

with Iranians, Turks, and Jews (p. 244). Therefore, Arabs, Turks, and Jews are considered non
Iranians. Inthe bookCollection of Treaties of the Persian Empire with Foreign Countnes:

Persian populationdike The Karapapakhs or Terekenagg not cosidered as Iranian, but rather
described as Agroups r €Bniad0d: . 152). n othenwotddr as s o i |

recently as 1908, neRersians were still regarded as foreigners.

2.3. Farsist Historiography

As demonstrated in therecedingsubsection, the production of Farsist specialized knowledge
through historiography hadayed a pivotal role iim the production of IrarExpanding on this, |
will now explorehow Iran has been written through Farsist historiography. During the late Qajar

period, writing statist history became naturalized by the establishmbar-of Funun and similar

140 Bohemian or Gypsy.
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institutions. It was through the historiographic practices of the state (as manifested in the
systematic efforts to create a Opure Persiano
period marks the birth of hroughatiee Farsst hestorioghaphma gi n e
This imagined nation gradually gained more layers and become more concretized. A more
systematic form of Iraiwentric historiography began to develop around the time of the
Constitutional RevolutioA?! Specifically, it was through The Constitutional Revolution that we
experienced the birth of Nat i ointllesmaginargideaofdi s c o
Iran as a natioii needed to be inscribad time and spaceThis was implemented through the
legalization of spacetime that was initially manifested in the state practices of national border
formation, and later, in the Pahlavi period, extended to the legalization of national space through
administrative divisioe and wur bani zation (Chapter Four). T
intellectualsproduced or inspired served as an essential benchmark foexteenerations of

historiographers of Iran.

Language has been central to the constructi
Ottoman Empire is classified among semarbaric nationby ES(Etemad alSaltanah, 1992: 760).
He states, fAwe must degaanwrdsiginginma pagtisutanlapdis nativewdr e t h e
t hat pl ace or has migrated f r ondoes hot @movitleear e t o
definition of the terngaumitself. Although he criticizes the ancient Greek and Roman scholars
for referring to any language other than their own as barbarian (Ibid: 768priE&lly uses the
same interpretation for the Ottomans. He immediately emphasizes the necessity of distinguishing

tribes and nations based on their language (lbid: 765). According to him, there have been no more

41 Although MatinAsgari (20026 202) argues that Marxist historiograph
appealing alternative to the limitations of both modern nationalist and older elitist, dynastic, religious, racial, and
ethnicbased approaches t ohasalsebeerrlargély natiomaisni an Mar xi s m
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than three types of authentic languages in the world, and the study of vocabulary, which the
Farangi$*? (Europeans) call linguistics, has been dedicated to defining these languages (hid: 765

66).

At the end of the booKatbige Loghate Joghrafiyaj which was published as an appendix
to the third volume ofil-Dorrar al-t 0 j Un f 0 t a(tB91p EtemhdazBadianeh gES)U n
asserts that il have written and published be
|l anguage has become mixed with foreign | angua
Asian country to address thigfttiency so that we would have at least thirty to forty thousand
Persian words at our disposal, so wendorelyonnorPer si an t er ms oTarghi, i t ed i
2016: 50). This process of Farsization was not confined to isolated efforts by individuals like E.S.;
rather, it was carried out systematically and institutionally. The Society for the Natiomaigder
of Iran (SNH) cefounded by Hassan Pirnia was composed of influential elites of the time with the
overall goal of preservation of Iranian artifacts, architecture, archeological sites, and protection of
the Iranian culture. One major move at the tioheSNH was ddisting Arabic loan words and
replacing them with old or new Persian words. It was intellectuals such as Sadiq Kiya and Ibrahim
Purdavud who through their pulBhahnaraeticreateda and

Persian vocabulary that was mainly New, Middle, or Old Persian in origin.

As | demonstrat¢Section 2, Chapter 3jranslation has been a fundamental mechanism in
the Farsist historiography of Iran. This process has a historical trajectory and did not emerge

spontaneously. ldahannamaye Mozaffar(1898) place names had not been translated into Farsi

“2The word farang is from Persian word farang or farang
Europe. Frangistan was a term used by Muslims and Persians in particular, during the Middle Ages and later periods,

to refer to Western or ltim Europe. Seenttps://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Farang

143 Abul-Qasem Ferdowsi Tusi (941019/1025) was a Persian poet and the auth8hahnamel 6 Book of Ki ngs
which is one of the worldébés | ongest epic pospaakingcr eat ec
countries. Ferdowsi is celebrated as one of the greatest in the history of literature.
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yet. Systematic Farsization through translation had not yet been established. For example,

reference is made to Arabestan instead of Khuzekimm#l alDowlah, 1898p. 59).

The bookCollection of Treaties of the Persian Empire with Foreign Coun{i€98)was
written by Hasaan Pi rTnhiea 6bso obkrbost htleietcluetl @ lsns @rerse nRai
de 8empire Persan avec les pays étrangés evident, the author considered Iran as equivalent
to Persia. This politics of translation is also noticeable in the book, where, for example, Perse in
French is translated to Iran in Farsi. In another instance, la Perse is translated as the countries
(mamalek of Iran.Moreover, the book refers thartite (the Arabic word for mapyhich states
must draw for demarcating frontiemifnia, 1908: p. 207). So, a Persian word for magd ) i »
still lacking or at least not conventional. Iran is still represented as kingdmansdlek rather
than as a unified natiemt at e, and references are made to
(shahanshale mamalele Iran) (p. 50, 101). The concept of kingdom is used in different
meanings, and as a result, it does not imply a unified scale (p. 212). Place nhames have also not
been Farsicized yet. For example, references are made to Mohammerah and Jazeat (al
201), which are later renamed/Farsicizedhorramshahr and Abadan during the reign of Reza

Shah Pahlavi.

Translation has played a central role in producing a Farsist histosf.legal books written
during the Constitutional era were produced through translation, mostly from French, into Farsi.
This process of translation itself played a key role in the Farsization of spacetime and the
production of Iran. Mohammad Ali Foroughin his workConstitutional Rightsthe Manners of
Constitutionalism of the Statédoghoughe Asasi yani Adaab Mashrootiate Dova), the first

legaltreatisea f t er t he Constitutional Revolution, tra
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e Mellid (National Men)H4Mary kegal tefnis i EFdrthatiaire,beiry0 2 3 :
used currentthave their roots in this text. Render.
hakemiyayf sovereignty) indicates either Foroughi 6s
that time within the framework @altanat or it represents a linguistjmolitical strategy devised

and imposed by an intellectual of the state to naturalize monarchy. The latter is most likely the
case, particularly given Foroughi 6s sigsnifical
position as the founder and firstdd of the Iranian Academy of Cultufiearhangestare Iran)

which aimed to purify the Persian langu&§eMelli (national) for him was equivalent &altanati
(monarchical). The same approach has been employed in the ideology of Iranshahr developed by
Tabatabai (Chapter Three).

Foroughi 0s mo d e of transl ati on was mi mi c k
intellectual s/ transl at or sSaltaiahMelli(hatiomal sadnarchy) on o f
has continued in subsequent wdfRsAnother important legal work that reveals some of the key
mechanisms of the production of Iras the book Constitutional Rights or Principles of
Constitutionalism written and published in 1909 by Mirza Mostafa Khan Manst8adtaneh
(MS). The book presents a definitiontudkoumat(rule, reign, administration, or dominioahd
dowlat (state). He distinguishes betwebokoumatand state, stating th&tokoumathas two
meanings: one is tharder through which the monarchial authorities of thetion are executed.

The second meaning is therritory ruled by a ruler. The terrstatehas two meanings. First, it

144 Foroughi has also translated another book from French to Persian. The book, written by Paul Beauregard and titled
Elements D'Economie Politigieas published in Paris in 1886, and digrhi translated it aBrinciples of the Science

of Nations Wealtin Farsi (Osouk Elme Servate Melal) even though the French title does not mention any reference

to 6nationsd. This book not only introduces the scienc
but also incorporates many fundarterconcepts of this field into Farsi.

M5For a historical account of the differing perspectives of Iranian intellectuals regarding the purification of the Persian
language, see Kia (1998).

“6jJavad Tabatabibés view is in fact a replication of thi
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refers to all members of the ruling bodyméamlekaicountry) who are responsible for executing
the monarchial authorities of the nation, and second, it is used in a more limited sense to specify
one of the state powers, the executive branch (p. 17). On the following page national rule is defined
an ordeiin which supreme powers are in the hands of the nation itself who rule themselves (p. 18).
In this definition, territory is not regarded as a constitutive panokbumat rather government
refers to themode of governance. More importantly, whenever the teokoumatis used, it
predominantly refers to the first meaning, namely the mode of rule, and not the territory.

Like Foroughi, Mansur alSaltaneh equated sovereignty wi@altanat Melli (National
Monarchy). He even consider8dltanatMella s an equi val ent for 6Gouve
(Mansur alSaltaneh, 1909: 368). Mirza Seyyed Ibrahim Khan Oveysi, in his work Human Rights
or the Foundati on bldghotgheebashad yaaAsae SigsaePVamlek&iti ¢ s (
written in 1913, translated sovereigntySsdtanatn Farsi and rendered EtatdMsmlekat/domain
or realm) (Pouladi, 2023: 369). The same politics of translation has also continued in the
Constitutional Law written by MiEmad Nagibzadeh Tabatabai, published in 1925. According to
him, Saltanat Mellimeans that the right to establish a state belongs to the nation (lbid). This
terminology was present even in the first translation of constitutional texts into Persian. In a book
by A. V. Dicey written in Frenchdas$alanatesouver
Parlemani (Parliamentary Monarchy) (Ibid: 370). It is only in 1943 that the equivalent of
hakemiyatt soverei gnty) was used i rDede$petdes toigmos| at i o

Farsi.

2.4. From Natural to Political Frontiers
The Principles of Geographical Scien¢&881)by Najm atDawla (ND)is a turning point in the

introduction of new principles of Western geography (Ganji, 1988: 53,T6&)author is heavily

influenced by Britiskcentric colonial historiography, and wherever the indigenous populations are
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mentioned, it has been emphasized that they are vanishing and/existamt. For example, it is

stated that native tribes in North America have been wiped out (Ndjravela, 1881: 259, 271).

ND divides geography into two categories: descriptivek@yat) and cartographicsforat).
Descriptive geography is similar to the travel accounts that describe the relations between different
countries, natural features, laws of monarchy, the extent of each kingdom, and its frohigers.

type of geography, altmigh much easier, is ambiguous. Therefore, cartographic geography i.e.,
geographical mapsas develope@lbid: 14) . According to ND, the de
on paper and similar sheets was called geographical maps (lbid: 50, 49). At the time of writing,
there was still no equivalent for the teoontinentin Persian, and the interpretation of continent
wasmerely transliterated into Persian lettaskontinen(e 3 Yoo @dte safheh (Ibid: 57). Asia

was divided into 13 pieceglfteh (Ibid: 198), but no definition of theggeographicatlivisions is

provided.

The geographical terms in this book are still largely qualitative and not abstract. Precision
and hierarchical organization of geographical concepts are lacking, and, for example, the term
molk(kingdom or realm) simultaneously refers to different entities like continent and nation (Najm
al-Dawla, 1881: 104). Etatdnis (Etazon) are perceived as a realmglk composed of thirty
eight states (Ibid: 260). This conceptual overlap can be attributed mainly to the fact that spaces
were not as defined and demarcated as they are in contemporary times. For example, the whole of
Africa was divided into threenolks (realms): NortherrNigeriti, SouthernNigeriti, and Inner
Kaferestan(lbid: 229). At the same time, mention is made of the Portuguese reamlé¢kak
and the Greek realnrm@lK (Ibid: 11). Consequently, unlike today, Portugal and Greezenot
categorized nder the sameomogeneoug e o gr ap hi cal scal mamlekdhoi | e t h e

France is mentioned, r ef sormdmatelofliars(lbid: b)sThbeusea d e t ¢
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of the plural form for Iran implicitly suggests that during the Qajar period, Iran was associated
with diverse geographies rather than a unified and cohesive territorial Entityermore, the state

is defined in terms of population, architecture, and monarchy (Ibid: 116, 117), with no mention of
territory. Even until1935 the state used the tefaméaleke Mahruseye Irdn As we can see,
written on the stangt hat wer e published on the occasion

butMamaleke Mahrug-ye Iran'4’ (Figures 1 and 2)

Figure 1 (Left). A stamp titletlaméleke Mahruseye Irans Postin
Farsi FromMalek National Library & Museum Digital Library.

Figure 2 (Right). A stamp titleblaméleke Mahrusey e | r ©in @
Farsi and Postes Persanes in FreRobmMalek National Library &
Museum Digital Library.
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Furthermore, the way the tesarhal (frontier) is used indicates that borders were still perceived

as a natural phenomenon classified under physical geography (Ibid: 243), and therefore, the
concept of frontier had not yet taken shape in a political sense, let alone national ternttnees.
Branches of Geographical Scien¢&884), similar to thePrinciples the concept ofkarhad
(frontier) still refers to a natural phenomenon defined by rivers, mountains, gulfs, andT$e on.
territory is defined inérms of natural features. Besides, throughout the book, the term territory
(ghalamrq is rarely used, but instead, words such as kingdoolk and realm rhamlekal are

more frequently employedven after three decades, the situation remains unchanged. The text

Collection of Treaties of the Persian Empire with Foreign Coungri¢si | | refers to t

h

rather than explicitly acknowl edgi Asgliscussee conc

147 Parallel to the transition from the Qajar to the Pahlavi, we experience a shifnfiomaleke mahruseye Iranto
mamlekate Iran The same wordnamlekathat was once used to designate independent regions like Baluchestan
was now used to refer to Iran as a whole. This indicates thentamiekain Farsi signifies the state or country.
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in the theoretical frameworlhe unprecedented character of national territory means that it has
onothing to do with t(Ralantzast1978%0/the hotoa of temiterg, o f

as both a concept and a defined entity, remains conspicuously ebthexitperiod

Jahannamaye MozaffariMozaffari Atlas)written by Mohammad Hassan Mirza Kamal al
Dowlah (hereafter, KD) published in 1898onsists of three parts: Natural Geography, Political
Geography, and Description of Velayaat and Major Blocks and Their Frontiers §midar to
ND6 s ‘wefockyf Mdzaffari Atlasis on thdandof Iran (rather than its territoryJhe people
of Iran is mentioned, but there is no mention of the Iranian territory (p. TB6&Xkingdom of Iran
is mainly understood in relation to the land, as a naplr@homenonin this sense land is deemed
significant primarily due to its economic productivityhd concept of territory as a legal
relationship (Elden, 2013) thus has not yet taken shdpesover, he concept of landself is
employed in a nowlifferentiated manner with various meaningantiers araliscussedinder the
first part, Natural Geography, rather tHaing placed withithe second part, Political Geography.

The descriptions wergualitative and not yet visualized (pp93&

Jahannamaye Mozaffaridoes not refer to homelandatan as a national space, and the
term applies tdlats, such as the Qashqai peogf@al atDowlah, 1898p. 137) For example,
Balochestan is mentioned as the homeland of the Baloch people (p. 217). The book alludes to
episodes of forced displacement of f#feersians for state purposes (p. 140). It can also be inferred
that in 1898, there was no administrative divisions in the nmosiense of the worddamaleke
mahrusehwere divided into multiple provincesdlayaaj, each with its own governotbid: p.
172). Spatial divisionwas still relatively fluid and not centrally imposed. Even the common
perception that Iran is composed of several st&gad), and each state is composed of several

provinces, is reversed here, as it is stated that Khorasan and Sistan provinces have been divided
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into seventeen states (p. 200). Today, | sf ahai
in Mozaffari Atlas Isfahan was considered one of teeuthernprovinces (p. 246). This

demonstratethe lack of a quantitative and abstract understanding of space.

Besides books on history and geography, a few publications emerged in the growing domain
of internationallaw. This suggests the initial stages of the formation of the international (both as
a new geographical scale and social form) and its critical function in shaping national territories
histories. International law served as a vital discursive and legakfvork enabling imperialist
and colonial infrastructure projects. One of the earliest examples is a bookHinigobughe
Beinolmelal(International Law#® written by Hassan Pirnia, published in 1899. Although books
of this kind often lacked visual representations of territory or land, they do address the state
problematic, its sovereignty, and thus playing a key role in the production of Farsist hispdryogra
of Iran, andhrough that, in Farsization of spa&arnia addresses the question of whether domain
rights are synonymous with property rights that an owner has over their property, or if there is a
distinction between these two. It is stated that from the perspective of international law, all
i ndividuals and obj ect s thevstatehuienbut#his doesanot préctides o i |
ownershiprighto f t he stwtelbsnsubjebthsother words, no
by the state itself, which can exercise exclusive control asdgssion over it (as is the case with
KhaleseHands), and the property rights of individual owners must be resp&itad( 1899pp.
190-191). What is new here is that state soil has acquileda definition, signifying a legal
relationship rather than merely a proprietary one. At the same time, the property relations and
rights are also being |l egalized. Empltecani ng EI

we can say that here state soil is differentiated from land as a propergnstigd, and hence this

18 The book appears to have more than one volume, but | only had access to the first volume.
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definition can be considered as the nascent formation of the concept of territory in Farsi. Pirnia
distinguishes between the relationship of ownershipfatdumate aalieh(which apparently

means sovereignty).

Pirniads work indicates a significant shif
interpreting geography as a natural phenomenon to understanding it as a political construct. He
emphasizes that delineating the boundaries of state soil is an intpsstanbecause the frontiers
of the neighboring states must be cldgirr{ia, 1899p. 191). According to him, a state has three
distinguishing characteristics: defined frontiers, population, and sovereignty (p. 118). A state
cannot participate in thaternationalforum or have legal personality in international law without
soil. Therefore, the absence of soil is one cause of state dissolution (p. 122). He divides frontiers
into two categories: natural and artificial/conditional; the latter are those establisbadhth

treaties (p. 192, 193).

Notwithstanding Pirniads discussilmdoudef ¢ han

khake dowlaj, theconcept of territoryghalamrd remains underdevelopea Farsi,with terms

|l i ke I and and soi l commonl y usslrule Gesefrdate d . How
dowla) OGrswelld wi thin its own soil, 6 and &6supr eme
mentioned, indicatingerritorials over ei gnty. St at e 0 dands and waterss def
that are under the suprem aut hority of the state ... Soi l

(Pirnia, 1899: p. 189). This definition closely resembles the definition of national territory, with
the differencethat in which the border is still not determinifdoreover, he state soil is not yet
understood as equivalent to the abstract bounded space. Statées@bvereignty) within its own
soil is referred to aslomain rights hoghoughe mamlekaji Therefore, there was still no

concepion of nationalrights (hoghoughe mell) and territory in Farsi.
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The shift from qualitative to quantitatiand fragmentaryepresentations of spaaadtime
began in the early twentieth centuhe eleventh chapter of the boGbllection of Treaties of
the Persian Empire with Foreign Countri@sldresses the arrangements known as the metric
system Pirnia 1908: p. 226). This further demonstrates the interconnected nature of the
production of national territory and the standardization of measurement units (of space and time).
Abstract spacetime of national territory teenproducedhrough the quantification of all aspects
of life. The process of homogenization has been an imposed addwopone, stemming from
the necessities of th@roductionof national space within tr@ntext of the emerging internatidna

space.

The quantification of space and time has manifested in various forms. The standardization
of spacetime has been partially realized through administrative divisions, with electoral
constituencies and districts serving as a specific exaiMptea Mostafa Khan Mansur-8altaneh
(MS) made a significant advancement in his 1909 w@nstitutional Rights or Principles of
Constitutionalism by providing the first systematic treatment of electoral constituencies and
districts.A table is included attheenddfe book, titled OEl ectionsé
constituencies. This division of space is, in fact, one step towards the legalization of space as a
precondition to produce Iran as a national territonterestingly, m this table, the electoral
constituencies include two types of entities: cities or regions, and tribes (like Shahsavan, Qashqai,
Turkmen, Bakhtiari, and Khamseh). So, the dualism of sedentary versus nomadic was not yet
established. Both cities and trib@sre recognized in a ndmerarchical wayshowing the absence

of a national spatiotemporal matok the state

The transformation from quantitative to qualitative, or from concrete to abstract, has been

linked to a shift from natural to political representations of spatsle in texts likeResaleye

122



Tahghighate Sarhadiek*® natural features such as rivers and mountains were considered as the
basis for describing and demarcating frontier
poles, are utilized for determining boundaries. For instance, reference is madeatetheith

specific numbers. This implies that the focuses longersolely on natural features, but now

political factors also play a role in defining certain frontiers. However, this process had not yet
become fully dominant. It is said that in 1844, an agreement was reached to restrict the
uncontrolled migration of intmtants of neighboring states of Iran and Russia, as explained in the
fourteenth chapter of the Treaty of Turkmenchi&p. 142). The issue at the time was to establish

a | imit for such migration. Therefore, it has
soils without a permit and a proper travel document (p. 143). The travel permit can be seen as
another stepotwards transforming frontie{sarhad) into bordersrhar?. However, legatharacter

of frontiers should not be equated with the formation of a territory. Here, we encounter the initial
stages of the legalization of space that functions as a basis for the formation of national territory.
Even decades later, territory was not regarded as a constitutive element of tiignetagtbook

New Geographyfor the first year of high school has been published by Mohammad Mohit
Tabatabai. As seen in the third editiof this book published in Tehran in 198@vernance
(hokoumaikis still understood as ruling over peoglaums or nations, rather than ruling over land

or territory (pp. 116L7).

“Arepotby Mirza Sayyed Jdawaf ragardirg ltha procéds of tetemminiaglthe frontier lines
between Mamalek Mahruseye Iran and the Ottoman Empire, which took place between 1849 and 1855. The revised
version of this book was published in 1969tbg Foundation of Iranian Cultyren academic institution established

in 1964 with the aim of preserving and promoting Farsi. The publication of workRékaleye Tahghighat
Sarhadieh(A Treatise on Frontiers Investigationshould be seen as a historiographic practice of the Farsist
production of knowledge.

150The Treaty of Turkmenchay was an agreement between Iran and the Russian Empire, which concluded the Russo
Persian War (1826.828). It forced Persia to cede or recognize Russian influence over the Erivan Khanate, the
Nakhchivan Khanate and the remaindettaf Talysh Khanatd-or a detailed territorial account of the fluctuating
frontiersand border formatioduring the Qajar periqgdnd theiimpact ontheemergencef Iranian nationalispsee
KashaniSabet(1997, 199%
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2.5. Non-Persian SpaceandInfrastructuralAbsence ofran
In the 19" centuryyv i s u al r epr e swerrarg suggestng that that thd cerdral €tate

lacked the infrastructural and technological capacity to produce its own terii@yches of

Geographical Sciencand Principles of Geographical Sciendmth written by ND lack maps.
Another book by ND calletNew Atlas: Geography of the Modern Eteowever, consists of 48
mapsof the new divisions in Europe after the Industrial Revolutimidoes not include a map of
Iran (Karamzadeh, 2017: 12231). In another book title@ufficiency of Geographikefayat al

joghrafi) though, ND included an old map of Iran (lbid: 124).

ThePrinciples(1881) presents a world map (Najmzwla, 1881: 71) in which there is no
evidence of territorial divisions based on countries or national states. Iran is absent from this
mapt>L. This map categorizes space based on white, yellow, black, and mixed races. This racial
classification is entirely biological (Ibid: 16B09). It is mentioned that some tife yellow race
still lack certain attributes of civilization and cannot be distinguished from animals (Ibid: 110).
The black race is defined as f ol | owdiizatiort, hey h a
intelligence, and progress are | ower than al/|l
It is also noted that the major Caucasian or white race tribes are Arabs, Ottomans, Turkmen,
Persians (also known as Tajiks), Uzbeks, AfghdBaloch, ArmeniangGeorgians, and Kurds
(Ibid: 203)showing the absence of an Aryan conception of space that later dualistically contrasts
Persians and neRersiansAnother important point is thaté author mentions Persiafis@(sian),

Turkmen, Kurds, Baloch, and others but makes no mention of Iranians.

1511t should be noted théte references in this book are to Herodotus and Eratosthenes, both of whom Renstian
rather tharran. Another interesting point is that Najm@awla mentions that most of tlegistingmaps in Iran are
Frenchmaps (lbid: 184).
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The bookDorrar al-t §j Un f 0 t a(8899) &'history i ghredd\iplkintksa of the
Parthian period, has an important appendix, which has been published separately under the title
Comparing Ancient and Modern Geographical Terminology of.[fdans appendix briefly touches
upon maps and cartography but does not specifically discussnaldpg (Etemad abaltanah,
1992:759)I n anot her case, Cdertorsd Treatie®of thenHersidnEmpre o k
with Foreign Countrieswas written in both Persian and French during the reign of Mohammad
Ali Shah, the sixth Qajar king. Absent in the book are maps specifically related to the borders.
Although references are made to both prospective maps (Pirnia, 1908: p. 21, 22) amdecompl

ones (p18 appendix); the whereabouts of these maps is not clear.

Absence of cartographic representations in fact reflects a significant r€abty: ar o1 r an
consisted of severahdependenkingdoms or realmskKamal atDowlah, 1898:p. 134).In the
PrinciplesBalouchestan is portrayed in this book not as pamarinaleke mahrusetbut as one
of the four extensive kingdomsm@malek in South Asia alongside Indochina, India, and Arabia
(Ibid: 200).In another geographical work titl®afarnamaye ArabestarjArabestan Travelogue)
(1882) ND shows how the center sees theependentmamalek particularly Arabestan in late
Qajar eraSafarnamaye Arabestanvas later revised and publishedSafarnamaye Khuzestam
1962 during the reign of Mohammad Reza PahByiway of translationArabestan, highlighting
the Arabic character of the region, waplaced bythePersiartermKhuzestan. In the introduction
to the revised edition of this work, Dabirsiaghi mentions that the word Arabestan is translated as
Khuzestan to refer to t heawlal ®6Rdvii).bAgide iframsthisot r u e
politics of translation, thibhook contains very important proi
demonstrates that many oaln mamaleke mahrusevere largely unknown and inaccessible to

the center. The representation of Lurestan, f
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Lurestan and Bakhtiari are both ruined ... and as long as these two roads remain unconstructed and
uninhabited, Arabestan cannot be counted as
populations and their environment are depicted in a derogatorynnmethe:kingilom of Arabestan

i s separated from I ran by two great barriers,
(Ibid: 25). This dehumanizing representation played a key role in the naturalizafimerofl

colonizationand the productioof Iran.

The independencand autonomyf the guarded domains had a physical and infrastructural
dimensionBritain and the Qajar state made efforts for over two decades to open tkiko2@€ter
route between Khorramabad (in Lurestan) and Dezful (in Arabestan), bahinThis physical
isolation and disconnect persisted until the Pahlavi era, and the Pahlavi military aircraft bombed
the black tents of the Lur tribes of Amir Ahm
remoteindependent regions that were separate from the cémtterlinked processes of military
attacks, forced displacement of Lurs to Khorasan and central areas by the Pahlavi regime,
accompanied by the simultaneous flight of the people fRoshte Koohtowards the west
(modernday Iragq) (Roohi, 2023) have been in pldoe centuries Infrastructural projects,
specifically the Trangranian Railway in the following years, primarily served to establish a

physical connection between Tehran or the central state and the independent frontier regions.

Theseinfrastructural practices have been cruciaihia physical production of the national
territory, as a necessity in the context of imperialist econdmpgerialism has been associated
with the railway systemAlthough it was the advent of the new steelmaking technology that gave
further impetus to the use of iron and steel products (the dominant use values produced in the
imperialist stage), it was the extensive construction of railways that first stimulatet®ithand

for these products (Bell, 2009: 19B)ue to the delay in entering capitalist relations, the Iranian
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railway system did not primarily serve this functidrhe Translranian Railway, connected the

state based in Tehran to Arabestan while providing the means to suppress centrifugal forces and
internal colonization, leading to the execution and displacement ofRessians residing in
frontiers of mamaleke mahrusé®? Road construction during the reign of Reza Shah was, in fact,

a process of occupyingrontier regions or mamalek These practices indicate a crucial
infrastructural layer in the production of Irarhe motorization of transportation played a key role

in eliminating thenon-Persiarpastoralnomadic spatiotemporal regimes

This infrastructural dimension is manifested in other historical souhethe index of
Hos s ei n PiColedticn of Srediies ofkhe Persian Empire with Foreign Counttige
treaties with Kaldf3are noticeable, one in 1871 and the other in 1894. The subject of these treaties
is frontier agreement. Kalat included Balochestan and Makran, and in the text, reference is made
to the specific domainsnolkg of the independent state of KalRirfhia, 1908 Appendix 18). The
table also lists the treaties with other states. This means that Kalat was considered a state on a par

with Germany, England, Etatsnis (the U.S.A), the Ottoman Empire, and Iran.

A significant portion of treaties betweénand and other countries pertains to telegraphs.

This highlights the infrastructural nature of emerging imperialism and itsattenalfoundation.

152 This process was not exclusive to Lurs, Bakhtiaris, and Arabs. Kurds, Turkmen, Baloch, and others have also been
subjected to this national colonization. Many of themaleke mahruseluring the Qajar period were not considered

as inherently Iranian or part of Iran from the perspective of those Farsist elites residing in the center. For example,
Ehtesham eBaltaneh, th&overnor of Kurdistan in 1900 explicitly referred to the Hawraman andvistais, stating

that they fAwere neither -OultanpleB8:Mi4lkiesharh eBaltanela was a Qdfant e s han
nobleman and constitutionalist politiciakt.age nine, while continuing his traditional education in Arabic and Persian,

he was seqlf ond nt hé nDAB98 he was made governor of Kurdi
See:https://iranicaonline.org/articles/ehtesatrsaltanal

153 The Khanate of Kalat was a khanate that existed from 1512 to 1955 in the centre of the province of Balochistan,
Pakistan. Prior to that they were subjects of Mughal King Akbar. Mehrab Khan Il Ahmedzai ruled the state
independently until 1839, when he walkeld by the British.The princely state of Kalat in Balochistan acceded to the
Dominion of Pakistan in 1948, after having declared independence earlier in 1947. It was accepted by the Governor
General Muhammad Ali Jinnah, making Kalat an integral part of Pakistan. Whethetlitenconsensus of its subjects

remains disputed and Insurgencies against the state of Pakistan continue till the present day.

127


https://iranicaonline.org/articles/ehtesam-al-saltana-1

For instance, among the 12 treaties with Britain spanning from 1857 to 1903, 9 of them are
telegraphic protocols. Out of the 14 treaties with Russia betd@28and 1905, 6 of them are
related to telegraph, and others are related to customs and frontiers delineation. From the total of
14 treaties with the Ottomans between 1639 and 1902, 4 are associated with telegraphic
infrastructures, two with postal servicesdfive with borders. This indicates that in treaties with
major neighbors (Britain, Russiané the Ottoman Empire) the focus was primardg
communication infrastructure. This signifies the dialectical link between the production of Iran

and the imperialistiriven formation of infrastructusgPirnia, 1903.

The production of communication infrastructure has historically played a key role in the
physical production of Iran. Majority of the treati@slve into details regarding telegraph wires,
the installation of iron poles instead of wooden ones, methods of obtaining poles and wires,
telegraph stations, as well as the logistics of transporting them to designated locations. The
transition from woodd ironi the characteristic use value of the imperialist stagigso represents
a shift from a heterogeneous, soft, and qualitative space to a homogeneous, hard, and quantified
one. A significant portion of communication infrastructure is dedicated arditeiction of Tehran
as the center of the national state. Tehran transformed into a center through these (mostly British
oriented) infrastructures (pp. 71, 73). The infrastructural production of Iranian territory entailed

the production of internal/natiahcolonies.

3. The Scientific Production of Aryan Racisas (Gpecialized
Knowledg®

The statist production of historiographicknowledge as explored in its initial stages in the
preceding sections, was rooted in racial and dualistic nottdowever,during the Qajaperiod

such racism had ngetreceived the backing of the emerging scientific institution, a key tool for
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the central state in justifying its colonial violence. The responsibility of reframing this, racist
dualistic knowledgeinto Gscientificd discourse fell to the next generation of state intellectuals.

These intellectuals are pivotal in reinforcing the colonial dynamics and obstriretis§¢prmative

social changeAs part of the middle c¢cl asses, these i
bet ween the center and t he pbedge thengapsitreosigh ( L e f
nationalist ideologiesthatae sy st ematically penetrated ordin
to this process is a fundamental dualism: the division between intellectual and aboualLike

all dualisms, here we are also faced with a hierarcliianial relationship between two
poles/spaces. Here, intellectuabouris deemed superior to manuabouf®4, resulting in a

systematic reification of intellectubour, with Aryan nationalism as a prominent embodiment.
Intellectuals of the natiestate, relying orFarsistd s p e c i al i z'¥® gtesdntrthe watiomal g e

state form and its spatiemporal matrix as the ultimate form of organization of space.

The state intellectual 6s endeavor resulted
hypothesis in and through Far§o, he Farsist production of knowledge should be seen in
connection with théntellectualinvention of Aryan rac&nd Aryan nationalismAt the late 19
century, Anorthern Europeans began to classif
purer than their shorter and Gidsam 2020000/%€To ghbor s
many modern scientists the answer to the 6So

6savagesd and O6ébarbariansé were <closer to a

154 This is symbolically manifested in a passage in Ramakian, the Thai version of the Ramayana, whbeglynind
dualism is symbolically represented: All the cities ar
Specialized knowl edge i sreducedomrgdictiohs. Theodefinimgehytisnt oftheestats t e n d
is stasis The state reduces contradictions in and through the production of abstract spacetime. Dialectics can provide

a critical theory of the national state since, after a
156 In Criminal Man Cesare Lombroso identified race as fundamental to the etiologginoé in Southern Italy.

Originally published in 1876, the book had been translated into French, the common language of European
intellectuals.
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Investigating the historical evolution of the term Aryan,-Elarahimi (2016) shows that there is
absolutely no trace of the OAryan raced6 throu
that every mention of Arya in ancient sources should ntiken as a sign of the eternal existence

of the Iranian nation with an independent racial identity, because we still do not know exactly what

the meaning of Arya wan ancient sources.

As shown in the previous sectiaharacterizingnon-Persiangassavageharsh uncultured
anduncivilizedcan be frequently found in hisiobooks and reports diie late Qajar erd hus, it
can be demonstrated that an emerging (Farsist) racism was laying the foundation for a colonial
relationship between the center amoih-Persianperipheries, serving as the cornerstone of the
I r ani anAn@mracism that wa8 produced aspacialized knowledgbhave been essential
i n the pr odTheinfériormaces,fnthi Viewahavé a lower mental/reasoning capacity.

That is why science isonsiderechbor e t he everyday | ives of the 0

Aryan racism has been a fundament Bdweveronst it
Aryan racism and nationalism, along withtional scale itselfaresimultaneouslyshaped by an
emerging international contexthe rise ofscientific racismpationalism andmore specifically,
nationalist historiographies has been an outcome of the imperialist capaalisumeven and late
char act er (amwfothegdratiora state donrationdt was in this emerging context that a
particular Owed emwmadlded tcovahswati ohal sdecl ir
Pahl avi er a, At hlbyspueaascieat cuURueer separatefroch kslam amdefatused
on the continuoukistory of the land that came to be modernitar(Kia, 2020: 2)In this context

Persian intellectuals #Aturned to European r a

157 1t is then claimed that this notion of place amdgin produced a certain kind of Persianh i ¢ hmosti t s
hallucinatory version conceived of Iran before Islam as secular by equating Zoroastrian politics and society with post
Enlightenment ideals of human rights and justice, supposedly emancipated from teligibrKi a;3) 2020: 2
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extended it to Dravenmendls v é mcistPerbian&upremary.that was
made possiblénternationally @A Ar abs became savages, Af ghans

Turks stupido (1 bid).

As race science reached its European zenith in the 1880s and 1890s, the-¥destated
AQajar intellectual elite began to adapt and
forms of nationalismo ( Bur t one medi@ng, land hBjiéne . Sci
were explicitly deployed for projects dinternal colonialisrd (Ibid: 13). The development of
anthropometry and human genetics showed that although nation states acted against (Western)
colonialism, at the same time, executénhternal colonialis by establising a hegemonic

national identity (lbid: 35)

Member states of the League of Nations repeate
the degree of ethnic homogeneity necessary to make claims about national sovereignty and
territorial integrity. Il ran, 0 hte hombgenizehits L e a g

population and claim European identity through reference to an AryanBader{, 2021 55).

As a resuliof a century of racist knowledge productidgaday, the majority of Iranians identify
themselves witla distantpasti the era before the smlled invasion of Arabs and specifically

with the secalled Aryan race. These common ideas about the superiofitgnadinsover Arabs

and other noPersianar e part of an i deol of¥iyatwiho cat ii sméc af

Ebrahi mi, 2016: 2) . It means the I ranian nat.

158 Dislocative or racial nationalism which was born in the works of Mirza Fath Ali Akhundzadeh and Mirza Aga

Khan Kermani revolves around a series of principles which include the idea that Iran is an eternal nation that has
existed uninterruptedly since atkt 2,500 years ago. In addition, the glory of Iran should be found in thelqréc
goldenageThi rd, Il ranés decline should be attributed to I|Isl a
Iranians are of the Aryan race and therefore are utterly different from ArabElfgaaimi, 2016: 3).
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society with a Muslim majority geographically located in the B&sthe hypothesis of the Aryan
race makes such mental detachment possds&ia-Ebrahimi says,here is absolutely no trace
of the 6Aryan raced throughout Persian |litera

imported from Europe and reworked in and through Farsi.

The formation and solidification of racialist ideologies should be understood within the
context of imperialismandthe emergence of thiaational economyin GermanyBy the second
half of the nineteenth century, European theories of-Ewulmpean linguistic affinities gradually
acquired racial overtones. Thus, Germans were tied to an armigr@nd race, originating
somewhere in the Orient, and linkeddi@n 6a term made synonymous withe land of Aryan$.
Awash with antiBritish and antiRussian entimentsdrandtoo was ripe for a German alliance
when World War | broke ouThus,a si gni fi cant partnership betwe
fledgling constitutionalist nationalistmegan When Russian armies threatened to capture Tehran
in the fall of 1915, a mostly Democrat Party faction of Majles deputies left the capital and formed
a Germarbacked @rovisional governmeftin Kermanshah Nlatin-Asgari, 2018 50). The
activities of this ABerlin Circl eostaefwhidthr ani an

also paid its members living stipends (lbid: 51).

Thus, he Berlin Circlé®®i as the embryonic form of Iranian/Persian diaspobegan to
articulate a comprehensive Iranian nationalist worldview in its flagship perid€icadh(lbid).

Kaveh was equally deferential to German intellectual authority, and particularly Orientalist

159The concepts of East and West have their own history. For example, Spain, the former global imperial power called

and drew what is known as the East today as the \West.Padr6(2020).

160|_asting slightly more than a decade (1915 to the 19i20s), the Berlin Circle brought together the most influential

members of the po€onsti tuti onal erabs political and cul-tur al e
Iranshahr, Mohammad QazvjrilohammaeAli Jamalzadeh, Ebrahim Purdavud, Moretza MosH{egemi, Taqi

Arani, Sadeq Rezazad&hafaq, Mahmud Afshar, GholaReza RashiYasami, Heydar Amuoghlu, and Abbas
EgbatAshtiani(Matin-Asgari, 2014: 53).
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schol arship. I n addition to nami ng Shalmemeh our na

the changing of Iranés modern tricolor flag t
flagds Lion and Sun emblem, presumably | inked
changed to redyellow,and pur pl e, correspondi n ghahnamelk av e h 6
(Ibid: 52).

This should be seen in the context of the rise of Imperial Germadyts infrastructural
aspect By the mid1880s, Bismarck initiated a maritime expansion project, with German
expansionisids overland path. Thisitiative was epitomized by the BerliBaghdad Railway and
politically manifested in Imperial Germatsyalliance with the Young Turks upon their ascent to
power. Distressed by the longstanding imperialist pressures from Russia, France, and Britain, the
Ottomans found natural allies in Germadyaniard nationalistsalsofelt that the Constitutional
Revolutiorts goal of national sovereignty was undermined by the 1907 ARggsian agreement,
which led to imperialist military interventions and, ultimatdhand occupation during the First
World War (Matin-Asgari, 2014: 52) It was in this context thafinspired by Orientalist
scholarship and Aryan race theorists such as Gobineau and ErneshReggorified preslamic

l ran as the golden age of fAnati onoal(o bgirddndeur

3.1. Language ofAAryan Racism
At a time when philology had become a eredibl

European language family and the alleged Aryan race that spokeldhgseges had become
establ i s Hezdi, 2018 a 2t99 a0 T(he Aryan hypothesis as a
elites to disconnect the salled Aryan race/civilization from all outside influenc@$e linear
classification of Farsi language (into three consecutive periods), and the production of a linear

temporality, were made possible by connecting language toDaed. i ni ng Ol r ani ans o
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explicit contradistinction to Arabs, Turks, and other#e r si ans , the Orienta
name of I ran not only to stand for a peopl e b
(Vaziri, 2013 4). Philology and linguistics were employed to separate periods of time and parcels

of space. They produce mutually exclusive temporal periods and spatial extensions based on
bounded boundaries. Famsias spatially separated from its absolutized others like Arabicd

historically established as continuous linearityConcomitantly, other languages in Iran were
trivialized. The history of a single language (Farsi) was linked to an entire geographical zone

(Vaziri, 2013 5-6).

This process initiated in Qajar periétbutthe scientificproduction of Aryan racisras the
basis of Iranian nationalisis mostly theoutput of the Pahlayperiod Following the European
Orientalist methodology asan embodiment ofhe dualistic thoughtof bourgeois sociel§? a
generation of 6l raniandé histori ognmatiopahse@ates was
formation. Persian supremacy, supported by a firmly established Orientalist knowledge, then
formed the core of Iranian historiograpliftadegaé s f i r s t , aipominest mégazihd 4 )

edited in Tehran by the historian Abbas Eé¢fad pened wi th decl aring the

BlForinstanceComt e de Gobineaub6s contribution is highly infl
racism and Aryamess energized him to write enthusiastically what came to be known as the bible of racism,

I ntroduction = UteéEceshuhaingsd 8 J\Vapirh) 20839 109110% Fr him, the defeat of the
Persians at the hands of the Macedoni ainferionaradiadigenouss r esul t
Semitic people (Il bid: 110) . Contrary to GobDelgaefuds vi e
the Heart 1 339) , I ran i .20 Berstan edifiol954d. i accound shaivs when the Aryan myth

had not yet been invented by the stateds intellectuals
®20rientalism is defined based a npoaweprafrutli cdufl aanrt adsoyt6h eirnd .
existed as a place isolated from European progresso (¥
hierarchical relationship in which @Athe ndwidineont@dst ( Or i en
to the European, which is pictured as civilized, advanc

The Oriental logic however is multiplied at different scales. In the context of the production of Iran for instance the
Oriental logic functions to create and naturalize a dualism of PemsiaiRersian. All these dualisms have a crucial

spatial aspecOrientalism is associated with an absolute territorialigloreovey A Eur ocentri sm i s t hi
possibility for Orientalismd (Sundberg, 2009: 638).

163 Abbas Eqgbal Ashtiani, literary scholar, historian, and translator was educated afDaunl(House of Sciences)

in Tehran and University of Paris. In 1944 Egbal founded the monthly periddidal g U r
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helping the readers better appreciateat makes Irasuperiorto other countries and ethnicitiéso

(Matin-Asgari, 2009 202).

The naturalization of Aryan racism was expanded through the introduction of this ideology
in school textbooks. The textbodkew Geographyor the first year of high school has been
published by Mohammad Mohit Tabatabai is one of the first school textbooks that introduces the
Aryan hypothesis. As seen in the third edition of this bd®87), the author believes that there is
such a significant differenda appearance dfuman beings that it is difficult to consider them all
derived from a commoarigin (p. 101). According to the author, the white race has two branches:
Aryan, which includes Iranians, and Semitic, which includes Arabs and Jews, among others (p.
102, 103) . From the Mohit Tabatabai 6s perspe
caegorization of races. The book considers linguistics as the foundation of a new approach to
racial studies (p. 108). The author refers to the classification of impoatagudges into three
categories: Inddcuropean, Semitic, and Asian/Turani, placing Persian among thd€cumdpean
languages (p. 108). Turkic language, however, is categorized as Asian/Turkic. Interestingly, here,
Asian is equivalent to Turani. Consideritigt in theShahnamehran is defined in opposition to
Turan, this linguistic strategy distinguishes Iran from the entirety of‘®si@king it closer to the

Europe.

Highlighting Persian (p. 110), while disregarding #fersian languages, indicates a state
strategy aimed at Farsization of the histdRacist assumptions were consolidated through the

medium of science. Krischner and his wife, who have travelled to Iran and measured hundreds of

164 This hierarchical, supremacist approach is replicated in various interconnected forms. For instance, the book adopts
a hierarchicalapproach to classifying religions, positioning polytheism against monotheistic religions, and asserting
the existence of polytheism among people lead to a savage life (p. 114). A similar approach can be found in the
textbookHistory for the fourth grade of literature that was published in the year 1964. The association of monotheism
with civilization and polytheism with savagery is of the dualisms that naturalizes the sedentary state.
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people identified as O6Persians6é in eight urba
| sfahan, whom they designated O0lranians prope
They also believed that Persians from central and southann particularly the Zoroastrian

religious minority based in Yazd a-PeérKeéewmamanacek

and were Oremnants of the ancient Perseso6éo (B

Following the same path, in 1937, Hossein Kay UsttiR?apublished a pamphléte z h U d
va Z4&@mddmand LanguaddFigure3) i n which he firevi ewed the
linguists, anthropologistsi[e z 48 b & n]lhsd#eographers about the origins of the Aryantrace
(Ibid: 64). Comparing Persian words to Europé&arguage cognates, Kay Ustuvan disparaged the
Semitic Arabic language. The text has avoided using what the author considers Arabic words.
Accordingly, Kay Ustuvan provided readers with a-page Persiadrabic glossary (Figurd).
He nl everagledi denhkcel 69i @aague that Al rands rac
Iran was theiradlé (g a h v }Jor dirthplaceé of the Aryan rac® (| Itbshodldl be noted

that loks and pamphlets like this were almost always published in Tehran, the state center.

B e
oM

s Gl s
(5 zu

Figure 3 (left). Frontcover of Kay Ustuvan booklezhad
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®Kay Ustuvanés position as a par |-dlaasnmature ofthe paoductionnop | i ci t |
Farsi Born in Tehran, the ability to pursue university education and publishing a newspaper in Farsi, and holding a
governmental position are clasdated components that indicate the advant&ggsUstuvanhad at a period when

the language of most of the population was-Rensian. Elites likéim were either directly connected to the royal

court or descended from local rulers.

166 Even within the Nazi Party, there was no consensus on the Aryan status of Iranians (Burton,-B621: 64
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In another attempt in 193enry Field writes Aunder ¢zhe pol |

Shah Pahlavi, the tribes are being disbanded, so that within a relatively short span of time tribal

divisions wil/ no | onger existo (Burton, 20:
designation: 0l ranian PlageahaRadadneke t jeu st
signify the basic population of Iran e to dif
|l raq and in Afghanistan. | suggest the new ter

Contributions to TheAnthropology of Iran(1939) was translated into Farsi in 1964. The front
cover of the Persian translation (Fig@aeveals the theoretical framework of the book, which is

based on a scientificbiologicali racistaccount of human history.

Figure5 (left). Frontc over of He nCoptrib&ions to dhe fAnthibopotogy of Iram Persian( ¢ Tafp30lB
AF)DTF

Figure6 ( Ri ght ) . l rands Ant hropology Map. The map has divi
Tur kmen, Kur d, Lur, Bakhtiari, El ami , Camtrédoldions t& @he s , Hi n
Anthropology of Irarin Persian (p. 75).

Aryanracism haalsobeerut i | i zed t o produce tToeyknawledge pt of
itisinthePrinciples( 188 1) t hat for t he falattefan) hdsbesreusadhe 61
in Farsi (Najm aDawla, 1881: 190197. A portion of the bookNew Geography1937) by

Mohammad Mohit Tabat abai focuses on the Ol ran
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definition of the Iranian Plateau in Farsi (p. 7)It is stated that the Iranian Plateau includes
Afghanistan, IranBritish Baluchistan, and a small part of Armenia, with Iran, which has an area

of one million six hundred fortfive thousand square kilometers (p. 7&pparently, during the
1960s, the process of naturalizing therhedl r ani
geography textbook for the third year of high scH@uha et al., 1961 )published in 1961, begins

with a focus onltisshatd tidat Inaraansibelamg téPtheahtyan eace@nd migrated

to this plateau around threethaus d year s bef ore the birth of Ch
and the invasion of wild and aggressive eastern tribes prevented the expansion of civilization and
progress in oubt tCeustayed(pha®) fAiour country i
located between the Mesopotamian (Iraq), the WRlusn j ab ( Paki stan), and T
5).In the entire book, there is no mention of the history of the Iranian plateau, and its existence is
taken for granted. The unsubstantiated refegzeto the Iranian plateau, as an abhistorical

phenomenon, is used to justify the existence of Iran during the Achaemenid and Sassanian periods.

In this narrative, the Iranian plateau is depicted as separate from historical and political
processes. Iranian plateau is thus removed from histbe/conceptual moment of the production
of spacetime implies that social phenomena do not exist separated from their representations. It is
illogical to assert that o6lranian plateaud exi
Il f the term 6pl at®ibwodd bavwereng to dairmtieathe ilranianlplaté&al
existed before this yeafhe bookHistory (written by Abbas Parviz, Nasrollah Falsafi, and Ali

Asghar Shamimfor the fourth grade of literatutbat(1969b egi ns wi t h t he sent e

67| have utilized the scanned version of the book. In this version, there has been a jump from page 132 to page 67.
Readers should be aware that this page 67 is different from the page 67 preceding page 132.

168 https://www.merriarrwebster.com/dictionary/plateau#wenistory

¥To date, there is no comprehensive research covering
a significant gap that future research should aim to fill.
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Iran means the land of Aryan peoples. It is mentioned irAtlesta and Darius the Great also
referred to himself as an Aryan in his inscri
o f | rNajekedranolman is one of the higplateausof Asia, bordered to the east by the Tibetan

and Pamir plateaus, to the west by the Armenian plateau and the Mesopotamian plain, to the north

by the Caspian Sea basin and the Aral Sea, and to the south by the Arabian Sea and the Persian
Gulf. No referencerhi st ory i s provided for this definit
pl ateaud existed bef or eltrénfaias uactear howardn caull haveh e A

existed before the arrival of the Aryanpd r and6s Par ad o x-historiciedalras. i ncl i n.

The production of racist specialized knowledgesfather entrenched by the cumulative
body of writings on the subject across various disciplines, ranging from anthropology to literature.
Two Centuries of Silent® (1957) byAbdolhossein Zarrinkoob (192B999)has been one of the
sever al mani festations of the racist nati ona
Zarrinkoobreveals his deep abhorrence of Arabs and Arab culture in the most blatant way. His
contribution has been extremely influential in shaping the Iranian racist psyche. The produced
conception of Iranianness in this sense is dissociable from Persian supredniaty is

characterized by a tendency to highlight the unique qualiBeo§iandranians

Aryan myth is so entrenched that even the Islamic reactichsto r i n k o mdudisgy v i ew
inKhadaemUnot ®q B ¢ 10 n{IslamaandrandAHistorical Study of Mutual Services)
by Morteza Motahati?, acknowledge the Aryan myth. Ali Shariati (198377), an Islamist

socialist revolutionary goes even further and promotes Irahiah racial dualismHe believes

170 The work is a historical account of the events and circumstances of the first two centuries of the Iranian history
following the Arab conquest of Iran in the 7th century AD until the rise of the Tahirid dynasty, a Muslim dynasty of
native lranian origin.

171 Morteza Motahhari (1932979) was an Iranian Twelver Shia scholar, philosopher, lecturer. Motahhari is
considered to have an important influence on the ideologies of the Islamic Republic.
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that the Aryan and the Semitic can be distinguished by their ingi§btmites see the tree, but

Aryans see the jungle and the té8hariati 2013 376)1’°Sh ar i ati , dubbed as o0t
of the I ranian RBAwans ard newemsafe in thes psesende of Sénfites.t The
Aryan feels that the Semitic midalbid:378)tHesagsk hi m
Aryan thought is multidimensional, but Semites think-direensionally (Ibid: 379). Shariati goes

as far as ridiculing Arabic | angu@gfilsdamdt )poet
against Arabs/Semites through Aryan race/culture (INithere Shariati compares the Aryan and

Semitic races, he does not say anything affirmative about thes Aradb continuously describes

them mostly with negative traits (Ibid: 394usion of the Aryan race and Islam, Shariati argues,

has resulted tasimayee Irag.nShia Isl&h Shargatmconcludes, represents the
establishment of monotheism/oneness and the decline of dualism (Ibid: 412)owever,

prioritizes Aryans over Semitemnd thereforeeproduces a geographical dualism that contrasts

Shia Iran with the Sunni Arab world.

The historiographic practices of the national state, after at least one hundred years, has been
able to shape Iranian worldview (in and through Farsi). It has produced and established a particular
conceptual framework whiclshape anddelimits the theoretical horizonof Iranian (Fars)
intellectuals As a result, almost all the oppositional responses to the existing political order are
restricted to this Far®ntology.More importantly historiographic practices have been linked to
spatial strategiesThe poduction of Aryanracismwas not confined to the discursilevel, its

inscription in space was a prerequisite for the materialization of the racist scientific discourse.

2 used a digital edition of Shariatiodos book. Page num
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3.2. Architecture ofAryan Racism

The scientific production of Iran as a national history could not remain limited to national
historiographies or nationaliagenda irschool textbooks. Th&ocialproduction ofhationalspace

is simultaneously conceptual and physi€ar a national history to exist, it must eegravedn
physicalspace a process that fundamental |[.Aramgedfi es ot
interconnected institutions (in the Pahlavi period) was created to pronmmstt@iographic
knowledgeFor t hi 6i 66ci dabl ogy t ctatbfermationgpatialitatioact i v e
was necessanccording to my theoretical frameworihe material order that emerges on the

ground can itself become the vehicle conveying meaning (Schmid, 2Ag&%3itecture and
architectural practices were employed to engrave national history in sfacexpected,

intellectualsplayed a crucial r@ in the process

the Society for National Heritaffé (anjumani st M [SNHY], @ group of Iranian politicians,
scholars, and intellectuals, undertook the construction of new mausoleums for famous deceased
poets, scholars, and statesngenwhich involved the exhumation of their remains. The Society
used the recovered skulls not only to reconstruct portraits and sculptures of these men but also to

pronounce them Atrue Aryanso according to cran

Such architectural monuments were the actualizatioArgén-scientific national history. As

Grigor (2009) has showihe designing of the mausoleum of Ferdoi@snctions as a booster of
national pride based on tl&hahnamehhs r epr esent ati on of ancient
French architect and archaeologist André Godard (B2R4in Tus and became known as

Ferdowsiyeh with its distinctive piislamic design and Zoroastrian ornamentaiion( ci t ed i n F

173 In Building Iran: Modernism, Architecture, and National Heritage Under the Pahlavi Monaf2089) Talinn
Grigor has discussethe pivotal role played by the Society for National Heritage (SNH) in executing a major
modernist architectural transformation in Iran.

141



2011)174 Officially established in 1922 (terminated in 1934, to belatenched in 1944),

the SNH became a venue through which more than sixty monuments, preservation projects, and

l rands first archeologi cal mlhe wnding members of on st r
the SNH, including the German archeologist Ernst Herzfeld and the French architect/archeologist
Andre Godard as well as Iranian intelligentsia (the court minister, AbtbsgeinTeymurtash;

the foremost historianfanodern Iranian education, Isa Sadiq; Hassan Pirnia; and the Zoroastrian
representative to parliament, Arbab Keikhosrow Shahtokigy all were advocates of Aryan
supremacy Seeing in this light, it makes more sense wiigor describes Reza Shah as the

6 ar c hiModem tran (Imdj.

The state strategies for producing a national spaae not limited to the architectural
practices.Internal colonzationwas a broadeistrategy for inscribing scientific Aryan racism in
spacelnternal colonizatioms mostly manifested in the violent politics of both Pahlavi and Islamic
states towards neRersiagt’?’and their effort to represent the
category ofan alreadyd u n i6lfanian dation This issue becomes even more problematic when
even critical historians classify nétersiangsethnic groupsHowever, given the context outlined
here, it is essential to approacategorizing notPersians as ethnicities or ethnic grougth
caution, as they risk reinforcing reductigelonial frameworks Critical historian, Elling (2013)
for instance analyze nePersians under ethnic groupshile acknowledging thathe choice of
descriptive labels such as ethnicist versus nationalist often involves compromises (Elling, 2013:

10 The |1 sl amic Republic has perpetuated and i

ensuring that aBulon®021118)s ergeessaondsbdhi-s béeth

174 https://www.ibraaz.org/usr/library/documents/main/talgrigor-building-iran.pdf

https://www.ibraaz.org/essays/29

175 |t should be noted that neither Persians norRanr si ons i denti fied themselves as
Nationalizing collective identities should be considered in its very recent geohistorical context.
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Persians as a form dfessag€®. Byd rbes sage 6 | mean the systemat.
the body by the staté century of centralized colonial educatidressage has produced and
normalized a particular statentric nationalist form of (geo)historical knowledgeventingthe

formation of critical histories of Iran.

This systematic pr oc es sshaldbe deemmredgecticanrseettiono n an
with internalcolonizationand the suppression of the regional indigenous autonomist movements
in |l ran. It is only by the early 1970s, when
tribes forcibly disar med, neutral i zitwgthet hei r
central state expanded support for cultural anthropology on tribal grBup®ii, 2021 223). A
decade earlier, that was nopassibility because homads and tribes were not subjugated yet. It
was through such physical interventions by the state that th@ewman (nomadic, tribal, rural)
populations were pulled into theternally colonial production of Iran. This process enabled the
state to begin advertising the exotic nature and touristic appeal of nomadic groups (Ibid). It was
instrumentalin the production of Iranian national state by paving the way for expropriation of
nature (Chapter Four) Domestication of the neRersim nomadic (and sedentary)
populations/bodies has been a necegsartyof theprodudion of Iran. Since the foundation of the

Pahlavi state, thigiternalcolonizationhadbeen framed in terms of Aryanism (Ibid).

4. Racism and ColonidlegalizationProduction ofSpace

Space and territory have a crucial legal dimension. Seeing territory as a jeiclcacalrelation
which is neither reducible to land (a relation of property qoktical-economicrelation) nor

terrain (a relation of power orplitical-strategicrelation) Elden, 20139-10, 323), | argue that

] have taken t Rhytamamalysisnh elLreef ehbev rsea@dyss, fAone can and one
education, |l earning and dressage or training [l e dress
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the productionof Iraniannationalterritory should be understood in relation to the development of

land surveyingand othemew technique like cartography.The birth of national administrative

divisions has been closely linked with the legalization of spagapocess weltlocumented in

various historical sources, including school textbosksh asthe bookResaleye Talimate
Madaniye(A Treatise on Ciwt Education 1911)written by Seyyed Zia ol Din Tabatabaee, which

was prepared for teaching in thetliifand sixth grades of elementary school. In this book, the
nationalstateis equated with the constitutional state (p. 4), and its foundation is considered the
sovereignty lfakemiya) of the nation. The author also defines a subjatiaglh) as someone who

is obedient to the laws and regulations of a state (p. 49). There is no mention of ttesrétate

though. Consequently, the object of sovereignty (Elden, 2013) remains ambiguous. The term
citizen has not yet been introducedaaygdpthet i nst
term O0individual afradeataietmamlekdtis uséd. Thenbeok didcusses 6  (
the administrative divisions of Iran saying t
admnistrative divisions: states, provinces, and bloekalaat velayaat andblockg for the ease

of administering affairso (p. 34) .

Examining the historical formation of administrative divisions, a fundamental mechanism in
the production of Iran, directs our attention to the production of provinces as the primary
administrative units of national territory.r andés provi nces are histor.i
and reconfiguration of these provinces constitute a crucial aspect of the production of Iran as a
national territory. This process has been shaped by a racist conception of space wherein non
Persian ppulations have been systemally marginalized and deemed inferior. In this section,

through the analysis of primary sources, including educational textbooks, | will demonstrate that
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the production of provinces has functioned as a central mechanism in the nationally colonial

production of Iran.

A Brief History of Iranspecifically designed for the third and fourth grades of elementary
school is authored biylohammad Ali ForoughiZoka-ol-Molk. Its eleventh edition was published
in 1892. On the cover, there is a schematic image of Iran, depicting Iran as branches of a unified
tree (Figurer). The provinces depicted on this image. There is no trace of KurdesthePocket
Atlas of Iranlran (Eghbal, 1926), there is no mention of Kurdestan, but instead, the historical name
Ardalan can be seen (kige 8). This implies that at that time Kurdestan was not yet produced as
an Iranian provinceGiven theabsence of administrative divisions, each map in this atlas features

several regions where borders are not clearly demarcated.

Figure 7 (Left). Front coverof A
Brief History of Iran(1892)

Figure 8 (Right). Urmia, Saqqez, |
Sanandafrom Pocket Atlas of Iran
(1926).

The most significant characteristic of these mapthe second volume (Pblitical Geography) of

Detailed Geography of Ira(Keyhan, 1932aik that their primary features are lines and dots, rather
than defined bounded parcels or geometric shapes. As a result, clear and precise differentiations
between the existing spaces on each map are not prominent. In very few cases where internal
divisions (e.g., between cities) are highlighted (such as the Political Map of Fars and Ports), they

are depicted using faint dashed lines (Fig@®edsro clarify my point, the previous maps can be
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compared with th@olitical Map of Azarbaijan (Figur&0) that shows the administrative divisions
have not been systematically established. This indicates that abstract space was in its early stages

of development.

Figure9 (Left). Political Map of Fars and Pfrom Detailed Geography of IrarVol. 2 (1932a).

Figure10 (Right). Political Map of Azarbaijarfrom Detailed Geography of Irgrvol. 2 (1932a).

The textbookNew Geography1937) by Mohammad Mohit Tabatabai, discusses the provinces
(velayaa} and statesefyalaaj of Iran. It divides Iran into twelve divisions, of which currently four

parts are referred to atates while the rest are referred to as provinces and governorates. The four
states are Azerbaijan, Khorasan and Sistan, Kerman and Baluchestan, and Fars and Larestan. It is
mentioned that these divisions are subject to change (p. 87). The terminoleghyatatand

eyalaatremained predominant, indicating that province was still in its nascent stages of formation.

The Geographi&ncyclopediaf Iran (Farhange Joghrafiaeie Iran), compiled by Hossein
Ali Razmara, is a comprehensive collection consisting of 10 volumes-1®&® that provides
detailed information about all the settlemerdabgdihg in Iran. The first census in Iran was
conducted in 1956, buhe GeographicEncyclopediaof Iran was prepared a few years earlier,
making it the first unofficial census in Iran. Thisoyclopedialaid a solid foundation for the
Farsization of spacetime through translatm correction of historical texts written in the pre

national era in the following decadds. terms of details and elaboration, this geographical
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encyclopedia is the first of 1ts KkinQ@Qstaj),n Far s
includes detailed maps of the administrative divisions. So, this work can be regarded as the earliest
systematic effort to delineate and formalize the provinces of the Iranian-stdtenHowever, the

level of abstraction only reached the represesttatif counties, and the internal space of the
counties themselves was still mostly indistinguishable. This indicates that in the late 1920s and
early 1930s theartographic technology was at the early stage when it had initiated representing
the internal divisions of countiesi{ahrestanhgin an abstract manner. As can be seen on the maps

in some provinces, such as the first province, the counties within the province were not contiguous,
and there were discontinuities between counties. For example, in Eyusbich illustrates the
boundaries of counties in Azerbaijan, we also observe that Ardalil Bip givided into two
discontinuous pieces (positionedire northeast section of the map). This indicates that the spatial
representation was still to a great extent qualitative. Moreover, geographic units such as

settlementsgbad), cities 6hahi), and districtsqasaba have not been definéd.

B ARSI AR [

Figure 11. Boundaries of Arame thebGeagfaphic 6 s Cou

Encyclopediaof Iran.

The Fate of Baluchestan and Its Bord€t859) provides detailed information about (natural and

political) history and geography of Balochestan, and it includes three appendices. One focuses on

""These data provide abundant opportunities for researchers, inciugingximatelydetermining the percentage of

the population who spoke a language other than Farsi, and then, after 70 years, comparing to see how the state
interventions have affected linguistic diversity. Based on the data from this geographical culture, detailefd maps o
language distribution, schools, tribes, clans, etc., can be generated.
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providing detailed descriptions of the nomads and tribes of Balochestan. The names of the
settlements for each tribe still retain their local and Balochi names without being Farsicized. The

title of the last map®in the book is as follows: Map of Balochi Nomads (Figlige This map,

presenting the Balochi tribes as territorial entities, isfitisé of its kind in Farsi. This indicates

how the cartographic practices of the state produce spatiotemporal matrices of the national state

by internalizing nomadic entities and representing them as bounded territories. However, at that
time, these tribe’ver e not yet referred to as O6lranian,

Persians had not yet begun.

Lesole (% :,‘:‘»:;;,,_,:j; Figure12 Map of Balochinomads fromThe Fate of Baluchestan
NED D v C % and Its Borderg1959)

Despite the use of dashed lines and effortastnciate tribes with bounded territoridgs tmap
demonstrates that spatial divisions, especialfyantier regions like Balochestawere still highly
gualitative, even when represented on the nAaqmther revealing point in this book is the direct

reference to the suppression of certain Baloch tribes by the central state which has been crucial in

18 The book contains 18 maps in total.
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internal colonization At the physical level, one can mention the military suppression of certain
tribes and specifically the exile of Sardar Jomeh Khan Ismailzai. At the conceptual level, as
mentioned in the third appendix of the book (Jahanbani, 1959: 37), after the &dhaedi Khan

to Shiraz, the name of the tribe was changed from Ismail&aabbakhshiAlthough the primary
objective of this name change, as evident in the &hahbakhshiforgiven by the Shah) was to

demonstrate the benevolencdlwé king, it aimed at Farsization of space.

The bookGeography of Irarauthored by Mohammad Hassan Ganiji and Hossein Khalilifar
(1970 contains a map (p. 17) displaying the administrative divisions based on provietae$ (
with their name (Figurd3). However, the provinces are still identified by numbers as well. In
fact, the names of the provinces are marked on the map in a smaller font than the province numbers.
This can be considered as one of the first maps of administrative divisions of teatbimoks.

The book proceeds to introduce eatkhese provinces separately.

Figure13. Administrative divisiondrom Geography of Irar{1970)

The map of Administrative Divisions of Iraninr an 6 s Wh i {192) FFgwebd) shows o0 n
the most abstract representation of administrative divisidresadministrative division map is the

most abstract representation of Iran compared to all the previously examined maps. In this map,
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not only are the provinces divided, but their internal spaces are also further subdivided into
bounded space3he table drawn in the map shows that Iran is divided into 14 provinces and 9
general governorships. Among these, the southern coastal province stands out as it did not exist
with this name either prior to or after the given date. On the other handetheaws t he ter m 0
g o v e r n darmartdarip Ko) répresents a step towards producing new spatial divisions. These
general governorships gfigure the establishment of provincestanhg. This process of the
production of provinces has been an integral part of the production of Iran as a national state
spacetime. For instance, if in the 1950s provinces such as Hamadan and llam were considered part
of Kurdestan province, after two decad#ise to political necessities of the national state, it became
imperative for Hamadan and llam to become separate provinclearacterizehis practiceas a

stateled separatism aiming asuppressing the mePersian spatiotemporal regimes and

diminishing the political power of neRersian regios

Figure 14. Administrativedivisions of Iranfrom
Il ranbs Whi @l®%2)Revol uti on

5. Production of Abstract Timeandthe Birth of Tehran

| arguethat b critically understand Iranian state formation, we need to analyze the production of
Iran as a process aiternal colonization. This spatiotemporal process has been linked with the

production of Tehran as the centler.1868 implicitly implying the hierarchical colonization of
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peripheral regions by Tehr an, Qazvini not es t
over so that Tehran coul d The etatebproduction ofi pagsist ( Qa z v
knowledge through historiographic and cartographic practices has led to the formation and
naturalization of specialized knowledge. This staatric body of knowledge has produced and
promoted nationalist conceptions of spand time. But they are not jusinceptionsConceptions

are inscribed in the material matricdgtre national state. It is through this process that a dualism

has been established: a dualiszth everyday nonPersian life versus specialized-arsist
knowledgé’. The historiographic practice of the stapmved the way to produce a linear
conception of historyHowever,this linear conceptionrequired spatializatianl argue that the
production of Iraranlinear history has bediedto the production of an abstract time/temporality.

Given the dialectical relationship betweBme andspace,the production of abstract times

inextricably connected to the production abstract spacelhe production of Tehran ake

n a t icapitabvgaivotal inthe spatialization of the abstract temporal regime of the nation state.

Here we areéalking abouthe materialmatrix of nationaltime, not its representatiqrer se
It is this materi al mat r i x -wmdologca epgreseniatiores oft h a t
time and historyo6-11).Phoeul Sithndtzeas ¢ o MOr8et: i zlelsO t hi s
setting down the standard of measur ement , or
temporalitieso ( Ithatredolvesarbudd a.cenBriprodsiced spatiatlydbw thed
state. In the context of thaitalist production of abstralgbour, there is an essential connection
between clock/abstract time and communication infrastructures (railways, roads, and telegraph

lines)Abstract time is a mani festati onraboarfThecapi t a

1% There is a longstanding tradition of Marxist critique of these dualismsacs argues thatheoryandpraxis refer
to the samebjects(Lukacs, 1971: 126). Although the reality is the criterion for the correctness of thought, the most
i mportant poiismot itbesomésh aatn dfi rt eoa Ibietcyome t he participation o
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imposition of clock time serves not only to quantépourbut also to regiment life according to

a colonial temporal regimeThis temporal regimentation is crucial for synchronizing and
maximizing the productivity olabouracross different sectors of the economy. The development
of infrastructures, such as railways and roads, in tHec@fturies were integral to the imperialist
capitalism and the colonial production of space. They facilitated the rapid moventsdwand

goods, providing the physatcondition for the formation of an abstract temporal regime.

However,the geographical scope of this new temporal regime was extremely limited and
dispersed. In early twentieth century, the majority of population in dispersed geographies of Iran
were not incorporated into or even connected to the abstract temporal regapatal It was
through travel that part of ordinary people became conscious of a new temporal regime that was
emerging: ficlock time had the crucial functio
travel 0 (Koyagi ;time€condclousnessithug couldAot belinoptase earlier than
thelate 1930s. It was only by the production of physical infrastructures of railways and roads that
a new spatiotemporal regime was made possible. With the 1938 opening of thdrdmeams
Railway, it became possible to travel from Tehran to Ahvaz by train intyvre hours. It also
took eight hours from Tehran to Basra by car (lbid: 1Th)s reflectsa qualitative change in

spacetime. Journeys that took days in the-h980s were now made ®ilsle within hours.

The mechanical clodR® marks a watershed. Prior to the mechanical clock, hours were not

preciseand quantified. Time was perceived in terms of daylight or darkness. Water clocks also

180 Atabaki highlights two crucial moments in the history of the production of clock time: the inauguration of the eight
hours working day in 1923 and changing the official time of the country for the first time in 1977. These two moments
show how the state mgpulates and produces its own (national) temporal regdne. should acknowledge that the
genesis of abstract time aladbourpredates 1923, yet these two moments seem to mark the formal introduction of this
abstract temporal regime into Iran; a process | see as essential in the production of Ird/eitseikt wait, however,

until the postSecond World War period when the maximum eigbtir day and the 4Bour week were adopted
nationwide (Atabaki, 2007: 145). Prior to the 1950s, the working day was not universal across the country. This
signifies theabsence of the nation state and its material matrix or the national spatiotemporal regime.
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wor ked on the principle of O6unequal é hours (At
urban life, or modernity, necessitated a high level of cooperation and organization that was made
possible by the mechanical clock. This, however, was moeiyn related to industrial and urban

life or modernization. It was naherelylimited to the exact and quantified measurement of the

time either. A qualitatively new spacetime or the spatiotemporal regime was on the verge of

formation. The mechanical clo@ssentially facilitated this process.

This new temporal regime was made possible and produced through the infrastructural
production of the railway. Through this physical infrastructareabstract time was materially
producedlt i s only by the development of the rail.yuv
spatiotemporal matrix. This means that a national temporal regime was absent prior to the
geographical spread of the railway (aoentralizedroad) system. Legalization of this new
temporal regime had been started earlierin 1927where | r ani an parl i ament 0
confirming the solar calendar as the official calendar of the country andtheu24£lock as the

of ficial c¢clocko (I bid: 7).

The expansiorof communication and energy infrastructures was pivotal for Tehran to
effectively be produced as the cent€he production of Tehran as a center required all other
locations tomeasurehemselves in relation to Tehran in terms of spatiotemporal distance. This
process has essentially laid one of the technological foundationsiofeh®alcolonization The
national time was produced through the technological and infrastructural possibility of comparing
local time differences with Tehran dgetcenter of national space. The imposition of a center, a
particular spatiotemporal regime, on a plurality of spatiotemporal regimes, has been the basis of
the nationally colonial production of Irafiehran is produced as the center through this process of

spatiotemporal distanciation. Such a process would not have been made possible without
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technologies like clock time. It is only by 1930s that Iran is systematically defined by the state

through a range of abstract spatiotemporal features like longitude.

It is no sooner than the 1950s thaé wbserve numerous companies and industries
established in the vicinity of Tehran predominantly due to the enhanced communication
infrastructwes Moreoverthe production of national space has been accompanied by technological
mechanisms, including clock technology, which enabled the central state to produce a national
time that corresponds to the time of the center, while other locations have their owrrgragon
to the national timeTherefore, theproduction of national time has been intertwined with the
production of the capital of national space. For the state to establismpsralcentrality, it is

also necessary to measure the distance between the main cities and the center, Tehran.

The process of the productionéhran as the center has been documented in the historical
texts.In Joghrafiaye Mofasale Iran; Siasi(1932a) Masoud Keyhan, for the first time, mentions
the distance from the center. Around two decades later, it is theolieme Geographical
Encyclopedia of Iranpublished between 194953 that the geographical distance of cities from
the center acquires a systematic and central posittomdifference in time zones between other
cities and Tehran is noticeable in #@riesof the encyclopedialhe time difference is indicated

in hours, minutes, and seconds, indicating that time, too, became abstracted alongside space.

The book Geography of Fifth Grad€by Ganji, Khalilifar, & Mofakham Payanwas
published in 195@ndreissued in 1964 without any changes in its illustrations. At the end of the
book, a colorful image of a world map titled Worldwide Time Diagram is presented (Hifure
Instead of indicating place names on the map, the central point of the map is to represent the
meridian as the origin, |l abel ed as the fimidda

this line, images of clocks are displayed, visually illatg the time differences of geographical
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regions based on their spatiotemporal distance from the prime meridian. This visual representation

demonstrates how thgroduction ofabstract space and of time are intertwined parts of the same

process.

Figure15. Worldwide Time Diagranfrom Geography of Fifth
SRR AL Grade(1964).

The Road Map of Iran, 1959, (Figuté) by Abbas Sahab, in English,apparently the first road

map produced by a private institute. Alongside this map, a smaller map is visible, which is a relief
map. In this map, the distances between cities, and most importantly, the distances of all other
cities from Tehran, are detailedthe lowerleft corner. The roadsailways,and thé& cartographic
representationsvere conditions enabling the production of Tehran as the center and the

simultaneous production of Iran as a national territory.

g
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Figure16. Road Map of Irarfrom Atlas of Old Iran(2019).
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Conclusion:

In this chapter | demonstrated the absence of a national temporal regime in late Qajait period.
indicated how o6lrandé as a unified nation has
practices of the statdBy highlighting class dimensions of the historiographic production of
knowledge and drawing on a dialectical conception of intellectuals that put them spteéime,

this chaptepffered a critical analysis of the role intellectuals pldiyn producing national history.

By analyzing primary historical sources through a spatial conception of history, | showed that the
historiographic practices of the state haet only challenged thassumedakenfor-grantedness

of 061 r a mpavedlihe way to predece a linear conception of history.

| thendemonstratéhow Aryan racism facilitated the production of a Farsist temporal regime
as a material foundation of Iran as a linear history. | arguedh@airoduction of historiographic
knowledge, as a form dfarsistspecialized knowledgeayasfundamentally shaped by dualistic
structure of Aryan racisni.he production of @edentarynationaltemporalityby the state was in
fact achieved through the repressiomofi-Persian temporal regimésatprevensthe emergence

of alternative subaltern (sfi@temporalities.

| argued that in order to be actualized across the dispersed geographies of Iran, this linear
conceptiorof historyhad to be inscribed into the temporal matrix of the stathowed hovihe
linear history became actualized through the colonial legalization of administrative divisions. |
demonstrated that the production of Il rands | i
abstract time/temporalityAccordingly, | showed howt he producti on of Tehr ¢

center was pivotal in the spatialization of the abstract temporal regime of the nation state.
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ChapterThree

|l rands Language: Farsi st

Introduction.Far si 60s Spaceti me

In the preceding chapter, | argued that nationalist historiographies should be regarded as a central
mechanism in the production of statssientific knowledge.This historiographic knowledge
mechanistically introducg naturalizes, and establishes a nationalist conception of spacetime (and
Iran) to the detriment of other conceptions. By taking the existence of Iran for granted, naturalizing
and ahistoricizing it through the production of a linear temporal redtansjsthistoriographies
assume preciselywhat must be explained’he historiographic practices of the state laid the
foundation for the Farsist production of knowledge.further examine the problenfis chapter

asks what has been the role of Farsi in the production of Iran? What has been the historical
relationship between the Iranian natistate and Farsi, and between Farsi and spae® |
investigate crucial practices through which Farsi was transformed into and is reproduced as the

nationallanguage, the language of the emerging nadiate

The main objective of this chapterttsspatiotemporalie Farsi. lexaminehow has Farsi as
an ideology andolitical technology, been produced by the emerging Iranian atatdow Iran
has been produced as a Farsist spacefline chaptebegirs with a short history of Persian
language or Farsand continueby analyzingthe politics of translation aa crucial form of
production of Farsist knowledge. The politics of translation was enacted through various
mechanisms; all directed toward a singular olyjectthe Farsization of Iran through the Farsist

production of knowledge.dxplorehow Farsiwas produceds araciatcoloniakclass relation. To
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do so, | study the spaceéérsisocial thought and indicate that the space of Farsilishstpre-

given space, associated with linear monorhythmic tina@alyze the underlying assumptions of
thelranshahri deol ogy as the condensation of Farsi 0s
Irancentrism. | examine how Farsi has been naturalized in the writings of Iranian intellectuals
Focusing onanguagedependency of social structures including lranalyze territorial concepts

in Farsi by putting them in their spacetinieelving into thematter anddrawing on the works of
Vaziri (2013, Kia (2020, Elden (2013), and KashaBabet (1997, 1999),suggest a conceptual
history of territory in Farsi. By compaug spaces of Iran in specific historical tektShahnameh

and Safarnameh in the next section | discuss how a selective focus on specific historical texts
and ignoring others has contributed to the Farsizatidraof | further analyze theoloniatclass

base of the Farsist dualisms in the context of British imperialism. | show that intelldzavels
produced Farsas a dualistiarbanistideology. Dualist spatialities of Farsi is examined to highlight

theraciatcoloniatclassnature of Farsi as proded by the state.

Finally, I will examinethreeinstances ointernalcolonizationand the pivotal role played by
the Farsi in these processEsst, | analyze how the more recent discourse of ethnicities in Farsi
has been trying to O6scientificallyd neutraliz
will examine the Farsization of time as the key mechaniswhtimeinternalcolonization | explore
the calendar reform as a Farsist practice of the state aiming at the suppressiofPefsiam
temporal regimed.argue thathe Farsist temporality of the colonial production of Iran is evident
in the systematic erasure of regionattiigeswhich are forcefully replaced or subsumed within a
national historyl conclude with discussintipe Farsization of space as associatethechanism
of theinternal colonization to analyze how Farsization goes beyond the discursive level and is

inscribed into the spatial matrix of the stat
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1. Persian Language or Farsi: A Short History

DrawingonGi | bert Lazardoés cont r i®hcladsiiies Rersiantintaéneana i n st
manner and states that Modern or New Pet&ama continuation of Middle Persian, an official

language of the Sasanian Empire (223l CE), itself a continuation of Old Persian, which was

used in the Achaemenid Empire (3330 BCE).Persian in this sende defined asa Western
draniarblanguage belonging to tiéraniarbbranch of the Inddranian subdivision of the Indo

European languagd®anilenko, 202189-90). In the mainstream discourskliddle Persian is

considered to be the language of the SiasaPeriod. Howevethis discourse does not referao

range of different languages were spoken at the'tinéaziri traces this tripartite classification

back to the works of prominent orientalists like JarDesmesteter (1849894) andEdward

Granville Browne (1862.926)84.

Vaziri questions why we should characterize the Achaemenid language as Old Persian when
the actual name of the Achaemenid language remains unkiR®ferring to it as a variation of
Persian appears to primarily serve nationalist projects aimed at establishing hegemony through
Farsist practices of the state intellectu@isen that contemporary Farsi is included in the category

of New Persian, defining the Achaemenid language as Old Persian would bring a geohistorical

8l For a detailed mainstream history of (Early New) Persian see:
https://www.iranicaonline.org/articles/persitamguagel-earlynew-persian#articldagsoverlay

182 New Persian literature was first recorded in the ninth century, aftdithe | i m 6conquest 6 of Pel
adopting the PersArabic script. The new Persian itself is divided into three subcategori€&aiy New Persian

(8th/9th centuries), Classical Persian (108th centuries) and Contemporary Persian (19th century to present). Based

on critical narratives, we know that New Persian varied according to regions and therefore did not form a unified
homogeneous categornp@nilenko, 202189-90).

18 For instance, iral-Fihrist] bn NadQm recognizes that five | anguages
Pahlavi (or Fahlavi), Dari, PUrso, SuryUngdg, and Khuz.

country (ancient Media), by the people of the capitay, t he mobeds and scholars, by th
people of KhuzistUn (the last two of which Lazard iden
BAs Vaziri explains, fADarmesteter, Browne, and a few o
Mi ddl e Persian, which was itself an extension of Old P
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continuity to mind.This Farsist/Persian periodization of histdrgs ben part of the production of
Iran as an imagined natom.he ter m O6Mi ddl ed exemplifies the
continuity between the Old and the N&What cultural strategy would better serve the ruling class

hegemony over the vast and highly heterogeneous geographies of guarded domains of Iran?

Language classificatiothe resulted production of Farsi as an kidmian languageand its
associated periodization of Ir&was been fundamental in mapping the worlde IndeEuropean
language classification resulted in the formation of the Aryan racial hypothesis (Vaziri, 1993/2013:
22). Invention of such language classification should be seen in the context of the historical shift
in the European gaze from Egypt to Indfghatwas r el ated to the fAsheer
Af ri ca afbd: 28).dgryigpshith should be seen in the context of imperialism and the
associated rise of nationalisms and more specifically, German nationklisas Schlegel who
advanced this procedse studied Sanskrit in Paris and became the first to connect language and

race (lbid: 24).86

How could an extensive range of peoples residing in highly disconnected local/regional
geographies speaking diverse languages and practicing different indigenous cultures think of
themselves as part of a broader whole? It is exactly to meet thisneteksayt @i n t he ear
of formation of the protemational consciousness, the popularization of vernacular languages
became pri mar y 0.D(rivMcatei Pahlayi er2 GdrsBwas daimed as a common
national language and linguistic differencesavdeemphasized through compulsory acquisition

of Persian in schools and the use of Persian in publications (Ringer, 2012N268ntively

185 Up until the eighteenth century, Hebrew was recognized as the mother language. Then, European scholars began

to reject the Egyptian influence on European civilization.

¥The turning point was a new O6discovery6: that f@Athe Ger
Herder even believed that Germans might be related to the Persians racially. Schlegel coined the term Aryan from the
wor ds me ani roth Sahsknt (an) ar@ Gérman fEhrid)was then assumed that the Aryan people were

racially superior to other races/ethnicities (Vaziri, 1993/2013: 29).
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imposing a national language on the highly heterogeneous local differences was a decisive
mechanisnto producdranian nationAs leading nationalist thinkeerguedmore than a century

agq the elimination of diversity in regionénguages, cultures, lifestyles, and local econoinies
particularly pastoral nomadisinhas been an essential part of the formation of an Iranian nation
by a centralizing state (MatiAsgari, 2024: 312)Farsemthusfunctions as a strategy to produce

an abstract homogenized nation. Iran, as an imagined nation, was produced in and thrddgh Farsi

Gramsci considered language as a living reality, full of tensions and contradictions,
necessarily dynamic, historically, and spatialie conceptualizes Italian asattually (not as it
could have been) developed as an abstract reality and believes that an organic linguistic unification
was absentGramsciconsideredthis as an indicator of weak national unificatioGr a ms ci 6 s
analysis of the Italian situation is an analysis of the deeply contradictory, weak, and inorganic
formation of Italian as national languageformation.A similar process can be recognized in the
Farsist production of Iran. | argue that in late Qajar and the whole Pahlavi periods, Farsi was an
insufficiently organic and therefore too weakly hegemonic and too overtly repressive force in the
process of natimal unification of Iran. Even today, after a century of systematic historiographic

and cartographic pctices by the state, Farsi cannot be considered fully hegé'ifonic

The linguistic strands of Irancentrisare in fact multiple, not reducible to the vicious

coherence of the Aryan thesis. To avoid an abstract stance that might characterize Farsist

187 This abstraction would gain materiality and become concretized in the process leading to the formation of Farsi as
aconcrete bstracti on. Far si is the foundation of o6lraniand
88 Majority of nonPer si an o6l raniansé6é are suffering from the cult
Farsi (Farsization) over the past century. The right for educafiandin non-Persian languages has not still been
acknowledged by the central state. The regionalPersian autonomist movements have been active after the Islamic
Revolution (1979) all the way to the present. The Mahshahr arithtidan massacrage just two recent episodes

of the systematic elimination of ndPersian peoples of Iran:

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mahshahr_massacre

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2022_Zahedan_massacre

161


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mahshahr_massacre
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2022_Zahedan_massacre

nationalism and its intellectual proponents as coherent and monovalent, my rdszarsseshe
multiple and often contradictory forces, practices, and mechanisms of the Iranian state formation.
Influenced by Gramsci, | focus on understanding the inorganic and abstract ways in which Farsi
was promoted as a national language. | argue that thage wdicate the weakly hegemonic
character of Iranian state, and its intellecttfdldn this way, my work highlights the incomplete,

late, and weak character of Iranian state formation (and its defining features including Farsi

2. The Colonial Politics of Translation

Herel investigate how crucial translation practiéess a key mechanism of the Farsist production
ofknowledgg have been i n the s Theeonstructionofl@ngsamatbnu ct i o
state has been intertwined with the linguistic and philological practices of the state intellectuals.
Considering the birth of disciplinary knowledge as a result of the production of space, Lefebvre
argues thatilngui sti cs as a new s ddiealdiszcaiteinocne fosfet:
(Lefebvre, 1991: 103)arsist worldview as a form @épecialized knowledg@sas integral to the

stat ebs reduececbetradicionsihe stateis defined withthe logic of homogenization

and identity. Thet at e i s reducer (of diversities, aut ol
integrator of the sc al | ed n at Letebvie,l 20000108).11 show tljat howFarsi, as

produced through the politics of translation, has been a crucial mechanism in refiattargng

and eliminatinghe differences (including nelPersians).

Following Elden, | understand territory as a form of political technolwglyoth the limited
and broader sense of the word/hile advancements in geometrical tools, land surveying

instruments, navigation, cartography, maps, statistics, and population contitzds will be

Al though Gramsci defines these intellectuals as Otr af
intellectuals of the national state. They were inorganic to the reality of social forces, but organic to thstatation
formation.
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explored in Chapter Foiirare pivotal in the developmentmditionalterritory, techniqués broader
than this and includes Al egal systems; theor.
my t KfEdeén, 2013: 14.7). In this broader context, Farsi, or more precisely, Farsist knowledge,

can also be regarded as a form of political technology.

When discussing the role of Farsi in the formation of Ifaam referring to a set of state
practices. Firstly, it is important to note that state intellect(s&iltesmen, princegovernors,
bureaucratditerary figures, military commandets8y, beginning in the late Qajar period, gradually
became involved in producing texdsb o u t ind-drsi. ahe rocess of producing these texts,
which were predominantly translations from languages such as French, English, Arabic, Russian,
Turkish, etc., indicated a transformation in the nature of the state. Unlike parieds, the aim
of producing these texts was to generate state knowledge to facilitate the functioning of the central
stateand/ or dr aft i n @reviousl,itestiprodugtion avds nai éxclusively in Farsi.
Therefore, the late Qajar period marks the beginning of aimendich state knowledge was
sydemstically and centrallyproduced inand throughFarsi. For the first timewe witness the
formation of institutions that later expanded and increased during the Pahldvhigidight the

central role of practices like translation in this process.

199The privileged strata in Qajar era included princes and tribal chieftains, governors and military commanders, upper

level bureaucrats, and tReo | a Methbers of the privileged strata paid no taxes and were often granted benefices

(t o y)isalaries, pensions, and subsidReeminent Qajar princes and powerful tribal chiefs formed the backbone of

the governing and militarg | i t € and often ranked among the countryos
tribesit he Af gUr, Arab, BaA1toUro, Baluch (qgiconstiutedtheur d, L@
traditional military aristocracy. For a detailed déstion of classes iQajar period see:
https://iranicaonline.org/articles/clasgstem

vt~ text=In%20Persia%20under%20the%20Qajars,and%20laborers%20in%20agriculture%2C%?20traditional
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Influential state intellectuals in the late Qajar period included figures such as Reza Qoli Khan
Hedayat®, Jalal alDin Mirza'®?, and Etemad abaltane®®® Not only did these individuals
translate texts into Farsi, but they also founded institutions exclusively dedicated to this endeavor.
Reza Qoli Khan Hedaygublished the bdoFehres alTavarikhin 1851, which waghe first
textbook for the newly established Dasrinun school. This book primarily referencedAlvesta
and Dasatir text By 1860, Hedayat had further contributed wiXlejadnameye Padshahae
Irani-Nejad emphasizing writing in pure PersiaHe established a private printing house in
Tehran named Dar-#ledayahln a similar veinJalal alDin Mirza published the bdoNameh
ye Khosravarwith a focus on pure Persian. This book, written for teaching at DRurun,
referred to the writings of Zoroastrians or Parsis. Etem&hkneh wrote théook Dorar al-

Tijan during the same period, primarily referring to the works of Henry Rawlinson. Etemad al
Saltaneh also established a translation bureau and undertook the production of tleesfast P
ercyclopediaM a rtalduldane NasseriSuchtranslatioml practicedaid the foundation for the
first Farsist historiographies by individuals like Fath Ali Akhundzadéihundzadah, the son of

aTurkishmerchant®*who was brought up in the tsarist Caucasus and took service as a translator

Bl Hedayat was born ifiehranin 1800 to a renowned family which was descended from the prominertdwtry
lyric-poetKamal Khujandi He was given the title of Khan in 1830. In 1838 Mohammed Shah instructed him to remain
at the court and in 1841 selected him as tutor to his son Prince Abbas Mirza Molk Ara. In 1847 he was appointed
governor of Firuzkuh. He was minister of education82 and principal of the Danl-fonoon College. In 1857, he

was selected as tutor of Mozaffaslaih Shah.

192 Jalal atDin Mirza was born in 1827 at the court in Tehran, the capital of Qajar Iran. He was tfidtlifspn of

FathAl i Shah QB4 Bein§ ane of the7led®tBdons of FAthShah, Jalal aDin Mirza still had access to
some benefits thake royal family enjoyed, particularly education learning classical Persian literature and the French
language.

MMohammad Hasan {Saltaneh (BB43i8%)maglan bamian statesman, scholar, and author active

during the reign of the Qajar shah (king) Nasebaln S hah Qid§96).rHe (vas.the $0® 4f8Ali Khan

Mar aghadoi, a memb e rwhaoskrvet asdhe fdreaaahi (doartminister) during the early reign

of Naser aDin Shah. His mother was from the Qajar dynasty.

1% The lived experience of Akhundzadeh was one of translation, travel, and multilingualism, and not subalternity,

i mmobility, and oppression. As a subject of Russi a, he
in a class society is of gaesignificance. Particularly in the context of national colonization, being born into a wealthy

family in one of the urban centers plays a key role in determining the class status of the intellectuals. Birth in these
urban centers largely indicated thar$i would be the first language of these intellectuals or as a second language,

they have been able to learn it in a much less alienating manner.
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for the Russian viceroy of Transcaucasia based in Tiflis. To achieve his purpose, of identifying an
exceptional history for the newly created Iranian nationalism, Akhundzadah must ignore the
centuries during which th geographyvas ruled byworld-empiresall of which were nofPersian.

(Cole, 1996 38-39).

Pro-socialists likeDehkhoda have also been among the most tenacious Iranian nationalists.
Dehkhodawasthe author of th®ehkhoda DictionaryFirst published il 931, it was the largest
comprehensive Persian encyclopedic dictionary ever publidedny entri es i n De
Dictionary (Loghatnamehare based ofseographical Encyclopediaf Iran (Razmara, 1949)°
signifying how geographical surveying and encyclopedic historiograptoartographic and
historiographic practices of the stédtdave been essential to one another, both playing a pivotal
role in the production of Iran. The initiation of such textsginningin the 1940smarksthe
transformation ofhe central state into a national state. It is only the national statentextakes
the production ofdictionaries, defines the official language, and produces geographical
encyclopediasD e h k h dDitttodasy commemres with the conventional threstage linear
classificati on iotd Oldraniaa, Midderirénianh, and Gamtangperary Iranian.
The dictionary thus becomes not just a tool for understanding language but also a means of

reinforcing a national narrativand its Farsist periodizatiaf history.

The politics of trardtion was not enacted through a single mechanism; rather, it was
implemented through a complex array of interconnected stratédigbese strategidsading to
the same resulthe Farsicization of Iran through the Farsist production of knowl&ige of these
strategiess recognizable in ala s 0 Yad 2 Musuj abDinah&b wa Ma adin alawhar Where

the original ArabiFortséx f Ki enfgesr 0 ft & ed Mo Isu K aals ]

195 5ee Chapter Four.
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it as Kings of Iran. This book was translated by Abolghasem Payandeh ifEle8%ya Farhangi
Publication$. In the original Arabic text, Tabarestan is considered separate from Iran, but the
translator, by omitting the related title, has represented Tabarestan as part of Iran. Another point
is that while the Arabic text use both-lk&n and AlFors, the Persiamanslator has translated both

into Iran (pp. 181 and 232 of the Arabic teakMa s A20aH0

I n another exampl e, iondafbraHwg 8 ISirdt Ardh(ThedFacs | at e d
of the Earth) and published it in 198&mir Kabir Publicationy S thas ditld the workiran
in Surat alArdh,0 arbitrarily designating certain sections as part of Iran and elaborating on them.
This is despite the absence of tleorgnaftextfhns on 6
4 a w q¥9388) In Persian translation, th€ingdom of Iranshahr, centered around Babylon, is
equated with the Persiampire or Kingdom of Fargdowever, such a categorization does not
exi st i n 1 b.nTheHParsiay drandladowhp alsotcollaborated with the Dehkhoda
Lexicon Institute for six yeardasdeliberatelyomitted the entire Irag section, retaining only
Madadi n, to dstapitsgsificane (Hersian translation, p.Alpngsidedeleting
the Iraq sectioras part of the strategy ofr ani ani zi ng Ma d aexdludedthet he tr
Sind section. In the Arabic version, Sind includes Turan and Makran, dyuatle absent in the
Pesian translation (Ibid: 256). This indicates an ha@antric practice oftranslationand how
Gymptomatic silenceso, 6omittedsaiedprefsenhat iw
(Goonewardena, 2004) are cruciapimducinga nationalist Farsist Iratn yetanother example,
Mahmoud Mahdavi Damghani has transl ated both
translation of the bookl-Akhbar alTiwal (Al-Dinawari, 1985) He has also renderedtTarikh

al-Farsi asThe History of the Iranians
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Regarding the impact of the politics of translation in shaping a Farsist andelntic
ontology,acruciale x ampl e i s the Persian tThaMugaddmah on o f
This casespecificallyexemplifies howdualistperceptions are introduced and naturalized in and
through Farsi. The transiatn o f | b rMudéddenbhs donbly significant because Javad
Tabatabai bases hisvn dualistmethodology on aon-dialecticalinterpretation and translation of
Ibn Khaldun.This reductive interprationhasl ai d t he foundati-Avsab f or
racism Lacoste for instance,challengesthe dominant narrative around the-salled GArab
invasiordwhich bears similarities with the dominant historical narrative of Iran and its relationship
with Arabs. In this narrative, Aralasethe main cause that destroyed thecatbed glory of ancient

Sasanian empirg.acoste, 201756,

In contrast to the dominant interpretation of the thesis of the norsadentary relationship,
there is no basis for artgtal, metaphysical opposition between nomadic and sedentary groups.
There are no known examples of conflict between purely sedentary and purely nomadic groups.
More importantly, the nomadic tribes never made any real offensives on their own inii&gve.
myth did not arise by chance. It was deliberately forged. E.F. Gautier, one of the ideologues of
colonialism, thetheoretician of the NomadiSedentary antagonism. He believed only a settled
popul ation can |l ove the | and. Gautier writes
bel ong t daceste, 2@l The samarguments have been employed and reiterated by
Javad Tabatabals hesays Al bn Khal dun has expl ained that
and statecraft than al/l oCoerr aqtimgpsoOohdmawiat

Tabatabai perceives Arabs as a monolithic entiyoateof civilization, urbanity, and industry:

1% The Mugaddimaldoes contain certain mugjuoted passages condemning the behaviour of the Arabs but in other
passages Ibn Khaldun praises the moral qualities and political virtues of the Arabs as well.
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The Arab is the furthest from industries. T ht

([N

and in that era, urban people were the Aj ams

lacked the capacity for governance, and it was thredns who taught them politics.

In all these discussions, Tabatabaid% refe
Persian tr ans| aMuagaddimab(fon Khdidan, 20hla Sighificardlys whenever
Ibn Khaldun in the original Arabic text mentionsFadrs or Ajam, the translator renders them as
Iranians. One can compare page 288 of the Arabic text (Volume I) with page 287 of the Persian
version. Thetranalt or al so transl ates I raq Ajam as 01l r a
however refers to neArabs, including Berbers, and is not limited to Persians (Wehr, 1976: 593);
it means peoples and languages that areArab (James, 2014: 8. Even if Ajam is translated
as referring to Persians, the crucial point remains that not all Iranians are Persian. Therefore, such

translations can be seen as part of Farsizatiepate and the simultaneous productiotranf.

It has been through these translation politics that a Farsist mode of understgodiistpry
and spacetime has been made posdliblemost analyses written in and on Iran and Farsi, space
has been perceived as a given background. The space of social thought in Farsipsesgaten,
and often associated with linearonorhythmictime. The ideology ofranshahrembodies this
static space anlkiheartime; it reflects the condensation of Farsist spacetiiseeTabatabai says:
the reason why Iranians have understood themselves #sed nation but have not coined a word
for it is that@he process of natiebuilding in Iran has been natudgin Aghajani, 2020%8. Farsi

is also perceived asnatural languagefihe naturatontinuityof the Persian language is just one

197 parvin Gonabadi was born in Gonabad into a clerical family. He helpetkh&r Dehkhoda to write the landmark
LoghatnamehHe |j oi ned t he Democrat Partyds chapter in Mashha
first congress of Tudeh Party held in 1944, he was elected as a member of the central committee (Abrahamian, 1982).

198 https://paniranist.org/8831.html
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aspect of the inclusive wunity lranshahiprecomceivan hi st
spacétime) as synonymous with a dualistisounded spa¢géme). Tabatabai argues that Iran has

exi sted O6out siiide 6n eofe rl soresemn.ifsompoaa defines thenmsdives

based on the umma, they cannot haveéStehnamehbecause th8hahnameh s nat i on al hi
This spatial exteriority is associatethe with
beginning . T h i s spatetimeofiFargj which manifests irvarious form$®, reflectsthe

O0spati ot e mp onatiotal stat@and iis egalssystern, fivhich condition citizensimip

pre-existing national identity and do anything to preserve its territorial integrity.

Drawing implicitly onthe prior mistranslations oMohammad Ali Forough{see Chapter
Two, Section 2, Tabatabaperpetuates aationalist understanding of Iram Iranshahr ideology
the notion of Irans synonymous witlihat of empire or Reich. According T@batabgi Al r an h a
a national reality before we equated the woidlatwi t h nat i on o {Heapgpealsabai ,
to Hegel and says, AThe Reich i n shamnspiieci s e
(Ibid). Therefore, when it is said that Iran existed as a nation, it means that Iran has always been a
shahanshahiReich] from the beginning. However, Tabatabai still insists on using the term
Anat i ondowlatsmel] anemelldtinstead oshahanshahflbid). He says,dran has been

a national state before national states entél@gndit i s o6our & duty to def en

199 From civilization vs barbarism or culture vs nature to niafeale, and Persiamon-Persian.

200 Tabatabai, Javad. (201Tjan as Iranshahr
https://www.cgie.org.ir/fa/news/180189/%D8%A7%DB%8C%D8%B1%D8%A7%D3%8B%A8%D9%87
%D8%B9%D9%86%D9%88%D8%A7%D9%86
%D8%A7%DB%8C%D8%B1%D8%A7%D9%86%D8%B4%D9%87%D8%B1

%D8%AC%D9%88%D8%A7%D8%AF

%D8%B7%D8%A8%D8%A7%D8%B7%D8%A8%D8%A7%DB%8C%DB%8C

201 National consciousness could not exist before an actual nationalism was geohistorically realized. Only when there
were concrete examples of nationhood, i.e., physically
they were conscious oAnd that happened after the French Revolution in 1789 (Davidson, 2000).
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Tabatabai believes that diversity has been recognized throughout the history of Iran
(Tabatabai, 20232 He fails to acknowledgethat the central powers of that time lacked the
technological and infrastructural capabilities necessary to effectively suppress diversiher
words, diversityhadnot yetemergedDiversity and the suppression of diversity both are modern
productsUnder such circumstance, it iAssoorlasRega c al
Khan had the materiamilitary, and infrastructural means (roads), he began to repress, displace,
and/orkill the mostly norPersian nomads and tribéhus, Ta b at abai 6s OBai ty I
reactionary ideology whose main function is to prevent the emergence of differ@hces.
ahistorical emplss on diversity is a linguistipolitical strategy that seeks #opriori invalidate

any emphasis on diversity and difference here and now and render thermrakenant claims.

Consistent with his earlier arguments, in a derogatory$otee s pondi ng t o Kamr
interview with BBC Per Tabatbeai siatad thidrneriraniansavhoi a | i
have migrated and acquired a different nationality are no longer Iranian (Tabatabai, 2023). Iran
and Iranians, from this perspective, are-pxesting and préormed packages that stand exterior
to history and geography. It is based on thigldt conception of spacetime that genocide has been
made possibf@* Targeting the logic of the natiestate then means to challenge the hierarchical

dualisms, thé=arsistprocess of their productioandtheir inscription in spacetime.

Tabatabai, and other intellectuals of the national stienot discussthe relationship
between language and hegemomhile their own practice exactly exemplifies it precisely

Following Gramsci, one can argue that the unity of theory and practice is part of a historical process

202 hitps://t.me/jtjostarha/364

203 hitps://t.meljtjostarha/363

204 As Poulantzas says, genocide refers to the removal of foreign bodies from national history and territory. He explains
that genocide, like concentration camps, is inscribed in the spatial matrix of the nationabstaieide, and one can

say, internal colonial i sm, become pforsignbodiésevithim dsrvéryy wh e n
frontiersb ( Poul ant zas, 1978: 107)
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possible only through a strugdler hegemonyPhilosophy®®i s t hus defined as a
hegemonydé (Thomas, 2009: 38). | accordingly ct
of hegemonyGramsci distinguishes between a philosophgamhmon sensand a philosophy of

praxis The former, thespontaneougphilosophy of the multitude, is thencritically absorbed

conception of the world, and the latter, is a perpetual struggle (Gramsci, 19733334
conceptualize Farsi as the 061 r ani aunditicalyo mmo n
absorbecdconception of the Persian ideology. Farsi has been nationalizeéhiorganic way.The

imposition of a national language created by a smigdl @h the lives of others with very different
geographic conditions is an attempt to suppress their creativity, intelligence, and humanity (lves,

2004: 57). In 1918,

The prevalent concépn of Iranas a unified nation has been produced directly through
Farsist historiograpb and cartographic practicesn additionto Persian historiographgnd
cartographywe face the historiograpland cartographgf PersiafFarsi If in theformerl r an 6 s
history-territory is narrateémappedn Farsj in thelatter, | r amstors-territory is produced as
the historyterritoryof Per si an/ Farsi, which i &%Raisismisl t aneo
accordingly a political technology that alongside other key technologies such as cartography has

played a fundamental role in producing Ir@ihenaturalization ofarsihas been a linchpin of the

production ¥f I rands nature
Gramsci uses OEsperantobé to connect his analysis of
propagate general ideologies that do not representsubaliems ses, 06 t o his phil osophical

his concern with é&okpfhbwkedg@0prhodBO)i on

206 A book written by Reza Baraheni.

207 A different Iran must be produced. Narrating the history of peripheries/colonies, or more precisely, the $ubaltern
untold and buried geohistories gains strategic importance here because it is precisely thdsst@ees that have

been consistentlyahied, erased, and suppressed by the ontologicaténatnism.
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In a class society, translation, as a form of knowledge production and part of the production
process in its totality, is a class activity predominantly arising from the concerns and motivations
of the upper classes (including merchants, clergy, courtardpwners, etc.) and, therefore, is
typically disconnected from the everyday lives of the oppressed (mosthPersran) classes.
Language itself is a class relation, and one could argue that the imposition of Farsi serves to
perpetuate the existing ckarder. The ruling classes have their own specific intellectuals.
Therefore, the priorities in translation and authorship are derived from the desires and interests of
the Farsist ruling class. These intellectuals of the integral state translator§ have been
responsible for creating the discursive space of the past century. Following my spatial theoretical
framework and seeing class in its spatiality, | ask residing in which geographies have they narrated
Iranian history and mapped its territory? iBcs of translation is not merely limited to the act of

translationitself. It occurs in and through specific spaces.

To have a more concrete understanding of t
their spaces. This will allow us to see the interconnection between class domination and colonial
spatial hierarchy. The ability to move is a class quesktost of the contemporary historians of
Iran have completed their entire academic education abroad, benefiting from the opportunity to
access libraries and research centers across a diverse range of countries and cities. They have been
involved in adiaspac polit i ¢cs and t he adhnaotickim@duida/or® fisrao m
perfect example in this regard. He was born in Rasht, Iran, to a mother who was the daughter of a
clergyman and a father who was a reputable merchant and landlord. In 1908, he traveled from

Qom, Sultanabad, Kermanshah, Baghdad, and Aleppo to Ledar®eirut, Pourdavoud attended

208t js worth noting that Jamalzadeh and Pourdaoud were both members of The Berlin Circle. See: Chapter Two,
Section 3.2.
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the Luique College to study French language and literature. After two and a half years, he returned
to Rasht, and later, in September 1910, he went to France where he met Jart?alletturned

to Iran and, after a short stay, traveled via Baku and Vienna to France in 1919, pursuing legal
studies at the University of Paris, where he attended lectures by Charle$dgjener with other
passionate young men, Pourdavoud established the Committee of Iranians Nationalists.
Pourdavoud and Jamalzadeh traveled to Baghdad and then Kermanshah to incite the nomads and

tribes of western Iran to resist the Russians and thisiB#P.

3. LanguageDependency ofran

Il n a way that is reminiscent of El denb6s appr o
|l ran. Despite V‘hareisstilial@dck of cleanconceptbaldistinction,between Iran

as a territory, nation, Persian cultural entity, empire, monarchy, or state. Historians often do not
theoretically differentiate these concepts. A prime example is Shapur Shahbdzeheles the

idea of Iran as a national entity had originated in the Avestan period (Shahbazi, 2005: 100).
Shahbazi does ndlifferentiate nation and empire (Ibid: 103). This nationalist representation of

Iran was criticized in 1996%. More recent endeavors have also been made to historicize the

2@ModammadAAl i JamUl zUda, a prominent Iranian intellect
the genre of the shortaBitmrWIOAMDs( HamaeUni Sagyfeah JmimUlI
preacher. His motherwasMarja 1 Unum, daughtBRUgerdf HKharzU amSs@&hf ahUni no
https://www.iranicaonline.org/articles/jamalzadeh

210 How was such extensive mobility possible for Pourdavoud? His class background played a determining role. He

was the son of Hajji Davoud, a landowner and merchant (Pourdavoud, 2005: 10, 12). Moreover, during the period of
translating theAvesta it was the central state that financially supported Pourdavoud. Ehsan Yarshater was one of
Pourdavoudds students during those days. Yarshater was
This partially exemplifies the importance ofgdastatus and the intergenerational connection among Iranian scholars.

As Marashi (2020: 14) explainsPour davoiug é6so I ndi a, had been fisponsored
the two main Zoroastrian communities of South Asia

2l1Bert Fragner for instance argues that f#Alranian nati ol
|l anguage high culture to construct a modern I ranian id
€ via dominanatnde lniotte acsulat ufirneast,i onal 6 heritage shared by
Asgari, 2012: 182)Gnoli also rejects the existence of Iran as a homogenous entity by challenging the Sasanian image

of Iran as a cohesive entity and characterizing it as a political propaganda (Ibid).
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concept of IranFocusing on the genre t#zkiril?'? Kia hasdeveloped a historical method which

is explicitly sensitive to the geohistorical specificities of the concepts. We usiualhgine a

naturall i nk bet ween | and and | anguage, with Persi
(Kia, 2020: 19). We however need to avoid linking language to land. Persians were not people

from Persia. Outside European sources, a place called Persia doestr{tiidxis5).

To understand territoryghalamrg in Farsi we need to employ an approach which is
sensitive to the spacetime of concepts in generaspatilc oncept s i n particul a
| denti tyd Eecyclopeedia loahicd3tArsenr af t al-kederna hoaesterné pr e
nati onsao. Earlier, however, he said that Onat
because Ashraf does not spatiotemporalize the concepts. He disregards the highly differentiated
geohistory of thaationand its international aspedt by the nationAshrafmeanamellat it has
nothing to do with nation in the modern sense until the formation of the Pahlavi state. Not seeing
history and geography as differentiated, contradictory, and stratified, Ashraf talks about a single
geohistory called Iran as if it hasntinuouslyexisted in a fixed spatial extent since the beginning
of history. Contrarily, natiofor mella) has not always had the same meaning in Asiadaad
It is so primarily because Asandiran not always existed. They have been historically produced

andthis a fortiori applies tonellatand nation themselves

Ashr af believes that AWestern ideas of nat
specificboundaries the development of legalat i on a l communi t iAshsf, and

20063). This, however, is simply not the cd¥e In addition, there is no homogenous body of

212 perived from Arabictadhkirah meaning something that causes one to remember or memorandum, is a form of
bibliographical dictionary or bibliographical compendium which flourished in the-détitury Ottoman Empire.

213 https:/firanicaonline.org/articles/iranidaentity-iii -medievalislamic-period

214Up until the bourgeois revolutions in theM&ntury, the Western ideas of nationhood have been basadiah
identity (Davidson, 2000: 24, 33).
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OWestern idea’® oTffhemreaetiiosnhmodéduch -modetogorneous
Western nationso6 either. Nations and ideas ab
contradictory histories that fly in the face of homogenous imaginaries typical of European

nationalismas elsewherd. n contr ast t o As hrthe 6ebaled premedern we Kk
peri od, in the Scottish Declaration of Arbroa

t hemselves to be a nation in the racial rat he

Referring toVaziri (1993) and Fragner (1999 shraf(2006a)s ay s fia number of
have recentlyguestioned the revival and reconstruction of Iranian identity in the Islamic period

Such interpretations of Iranian identity seem to have been influencEdrgentricnotions of

national identity, drawn from Westerncitice r r i t or i al e x p eQontrenyntehéiss o f n
assertion, A s h r aBHurdeentrieduadistioplagic His absolute nejectioa of the
applicability of the O6Westernbé or OEuropeand

is a duplication of the internalist ontology of Eurocentrism in the form of Irancentfibis.
conception sees the 6Westerndé and OEuropeand
Irancentrism implicitly maintains that there is no past prior to Iran. Iran has existed
uninterruptedly Ashrafthus presupposes a dichotomy between the West and Besiaeeniran

and nonlran,and removes the geohistorical, multilaterally constitutre¢ations that discredit any

dualistic separation between these geographies. Following this dualist ontology, Ashraf says,

Western ideas of nati onhood are not rooted in

215 Davidson recognizes at least three periods of nationalism: psychological formation (8880 geographical
extension (1688789), and social diffusion (1788848) (Davidson, 2000: 28)
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This, however, is simplistidhere is a significant historical similarity between Western and Asian

ideas of nationhoddf.

I concur that the Eurocentric connotations
However, in contrast to Ashraf, | approach this critique using a dialectical mé&tdyvalry and
conflict between the religious and secular sources of power in the historical production of
nationhood and territory are also recognizable in Farsi. Persian equivalents of nation, nationhood,
nationality, and nationalism as we use them rdaya aremellat mellatboudegj melliat, and
melli-gerai, respectivelyMellat denotes a religious community. Ajoudan?‘® shows that around
1906, mellatimplies Sharia. It means the followers of Islam (Ajoudani, 2003:73)7Mellat,
therefore,is more likeUmmah (lbid: 179). In this context, religion anaellat are defined in
contrast to the state and the king (Ibid: 1&wlat-e melli(national state) thus refers to a state
that follows Sharia (Ibid: 181)t was only by the Constitutional Revolution and introduction of
the juridical framework for a natids t a t enellatbameé to mean a nation rather than a religious
communi ty, esencedafsihgleaourtry, rathdr than a plurality of countries i U-1 e k
e mahruse)y hitherto joined together in a premodern confederate structure (Khazeni cited in

Matin-Asgari, 2024312).

Sa Gnationabrights hhoghoughke mell) in the constitutional era are equivalent to religious
rights. As a result, the state law is distinct from the national lagislation regarding national

rights is within the authority of Sharia not the stadgogdani, 2003 183). Even inthe pre

216 Both have been formed based on mythological narratives (tripartite divisions of the world by Noabh, for instance,
and its Iranian version; yereydun among his three spasd similar understandings of religion, language, and race.

217 For a conceptual history of the territorial terfand, vatan (homeland)andmellat (nation)in late-Qajar periog

see KashanBabet (199730-36; 1999 47-74).

218 Mashrooteye Irani[in Persian]. Ajoudani conducts a historical analysis of the teeitat Nonetheless, nothing

has been said about territory or the state space itself. In addition, Ajoudani takes Iran for granted. He does not
historicize IranAjoudani sees space and territory as a static and neutral background.
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constitutional era the same contrast and distinction betwesdlat (Sharia or alternatively, a
community of Muslims) andowlat (the state or the kingship) was in plagaere is an explicit

di stinction bet weaayn andrhetat(lbid: 886-86)01sis oslyudoringeticetiate  (
Qajar period and specifically the constitutional era thellatgradually gained new connotations.
Until the constitutional era, religious community was the dominant meanimelt#t (Ibid: 167).
Throughout the wheal Islamic era prior to the Qajar rule (65189) there was a clear distinction
between the state (kingship, monarchy, orrthyal courttlarbar), nation (nella), and the people

(raay@). This traditional conception @hellatwas used even in 1924 (lbid: 200).

This religious connotation ofmellatis also manifested in the maps of the constitutional
periodincludingthe map of the city of Tabriz during the revolution, 1908 (Fidie The legend
highlights several key features including areas controlled by state forces. The map differentiates

betweerstateandnationalfortificationssuggesting the religious nature of the revolution, the map

indicates that during the Constitutional Revo

opposing royal absolutism
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Figure17. La Carte de Tauri?endant La, Revolutiorkrom Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, .RIRAN.

Elite (nationalist) intellectuals like Majdoleslam Kermani who could read English or French, used

new terms like the nation as it was known in the European context. This made their conception of
nation alienated from the geohistorical context they livedTims partially explains why the
constitutional revolution remained to a great extent an inorgfdaite mptaiming atintroduction

ofnew/ Eurocentric ideas on the O6lraniandé conte
nation and the state was not even dominant in the restricted circle of elites themselves (Ibid: 197).
The writings of intellectuals like Akhundzadeh and AgaaKhKermani were never publicly

published. More importantly, at that time, only 5 percent of the population were literate. In

21%norganic in terms of its distance from the subaltern interests. But it was organic to the state since it was promoted
by the stateds intellectuals. By the state here | mean
here exactl as Gramsci meant in his discussion of organic intellectuals. These traditional intellectuals were able to
develop organic relations to the national state.
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addition, the dispersed rural and nomadic geographies and absence of comamunicati
infrastructures made it physically impossible for the peoples of these-l&#targkeographies to

have access to the texts produced in Tehran and a few other urban é¢iiter®eginning of the
century, less than 15 percent of the total population was urban residents (plus 60 percent villagers,
and 25 percent nomad®brahamian, 200&). Ironically, most of these nationalist writings were

written in Persian buess tharb0 percent of the population understood Peratahe timg(lbid).

4. Spaces ofarsi Literature

This section explores the contrasting historical narratives offered by two important historical
works: Shahnamehand Safarnama.Shahnamehand Safarnamaoffer two distinct historical
narratives.Shahnamehas suggested by its titl@he Book of Kingspresents a highly abstract
narrative centered around rulers and elitkigs, princes, heroes. These two works not only serve
different purposes but also represent and produce diffezprgsentations of spada contrast,
Safarnameprovides a concretenart i ve of the ordinary peopl eds
everyday encounters of a traveler narrating tangible realities on the ground. They capture two
contrasting rhythmics. WhilSafarnamaThe Book of Traveldss concerned with the concrete,
lived, and therefore, heterogeneous spacetime of common peSipéds)amelcaptures a totally
different rhythm: that of an epic, mythical, and linear hist@gfarnamambodies an everyday
account of space and time, wher&mhnameloffers a statist represetion of space and time.

This differenceaccounts forwhy the Shahnamelthas turned into the cornerstone of Iranian
nationalism. The dominant interpretation ®fiahnamehproducedby the stateover the past
century, actually reflects the elitist spacesof the 6 | r a nlin@ataési rather than those of
ordinary peoplesin this section, | will delve into these contrasting themeSafarnamaand

Shahnameh
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Shahnamel®i s fApopul arly seen as the -nepssiot ommy
APermsaeaanoo (Davis i n AmaShahnaneeatefokéeas benmpivotal 2 0 1 2
in forming Farsistiranian nationalismA close look at thgeogaphical elements and settings in
the Shahnamels vital to understand whetherigt primarily on Iran(ian) territory and identityt
was the journal&avehandlranshahri the Berlinbased Persialanguage journals that made
the vital link between the nineteentkntury Ferdowsi culturditerary revival and the more
formalized twentietkicentury political canonization of Ferdowsi as undertaken by the Pahlavi state
(Marashi, 2009: 94Even morenfluentialare the articles written between 1920 and 1922 in which
Tagizadah summarizes and extrapolates on the wotk®fe r ma n 6 TheodoeNtdekel i st
(18361930) (I bi d: 96) . It was his 1895 article
seminal European scholarly work presentingShahnamalas the Iraniardnationabepic (Ibid).

The work ultimately found its way into an English translation, commissioned by the Parsi
community of Bombayés Cama Orient al l nstitute

Buzurg Alavf?tin 1948 (Ibid).

220 The ShahnameliThe Book of Kings), also transliterat&hahnamais a long epic poem written by the Persian
poet Ferdowsi between c. 977 and 1010 CE. Apégem Ferdowsi Tusi (941D25) was born into a family of
landowning aristocratsléhgan$ in 940, near the city of Tus, in the Khorasan region of the Samanid E©piee.

might argue thaDbant eds rel ationship to Italy i sBreailiydcitedgnous t o
Davi dson, 2000: 35) used Danteds two essays fito argue
thirteenth century. o6 Davidson explains that in one, 60O
ltalianlnguage, which he in turn identifies with the Italia
establishing a universal monarchy to establish harmony across Christendom as a whole. Breuilly argues that the

divergence between thesetwoposins i s proof of both 6the existence of

thirteenth century (Davidson, 2000: 36). Davidson however argues that the vernacular language to which Dante is
referring was fiin fact tlleaual$likehimseif who lbekngeditoaHe bourgeoisaltbept e d |

most advanced ltaliancityt at eo0 A$ biGdam86) . has sai d, Dantebdbs view sh
Dante here discusses two cl ass -populi dne expressing itselftin ter e i n
vernacular and an aristocrafce udal one exprewdsing itself in Latino (I

221 He was a founding member of the communist Tudeh Party of Iran in the 1940salmiving the 1953 coup

against Premier Mohammad Mossadégpent the rest of his life in exile in East Germany, first during the Pahlavi

regime, then once more followingeti979 revolutionlt is interesting that it was a communist, i.e., Buzurg Alavi

who translated the work of a German Orientalist, N6ldeke. This is important since reveals the close link between

l ranian Marxism and r aci Bds Iramischei Nattomalepodas beerNtPahsktedkitad s wo r
Persian, under the title 6famaseye Melli-e Iran(The Iranian National Epic) and published in 1978 in Tehran. Alavi

has also been one of the founders of Iranian Studies at Humboldt University of BediihaleghiMotlagh, another
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It i s argued that paying even cursory atte
Anotions of an | rani an iShammedreycomplicatedtahdeoffen ar e ¢
apparently seltontradictory, and that they strongly reast t e mpt s t o essenti al
(Davis in Amanat and Vejdani, 2012940). Res pondi ng to his question
geography of modern Iran correspond to the implied geography &hthienameh 6 Davi s s ay
Anot v e réy thecllaro of thé fegendarghahnamehs clearly located in the Parthian
h o me |.Bhese @aces fall outside the boundaries of (aid). Thegeography of the legendary
Shahnameborresponds to the presatdy Khurasan, western Afghanistan, and central. A$ies
is not the only Iran that is referred to 8hahnameh T h e s e ceoteridg oh Estakht in i
Fars and bounded in the west by Ahvaz, in the north by Isfahan, and in the east by Kerman, is the
Alrano of the period between the dead h(lodi dRos
41). So, the geography of Iran, as represented inShahnameh i s 6an equi vocal
shifts. In the initial tales of the poem, the primary focus is on a refgeyondiran, around the
Oxus. Towards the end of tpeem, the main area of interest shifts once agayondhe current

borders, to the Tigris (I1d).

The key strategy that Davis employs involves historicizing the problem that shifts the focus
away from central figures such as Rost&minstead turning to their parents and ancestors. By
introducing this temporal component, Davis shows that neither Kay Khosrow nor Reatam
0l raBotamb6Rost ambés father and mother have demo
fiRostamds | ineage rei demonis thamit is lrgnianiD4vis in Arhanamand

Vejdani, 2012 42). This narrative is fundamentally in contrast with the prevalent image of the

influential Aryanist, has endorsed this book aill one the best research oShahnamah See:
https://t.me/bahmanbookz/723

?Rostam or Rustam is a |legendary hero in Persian mytho
immortalized by the 10tkhentury Persian poet Ferdowsi in Bleahnameh
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heroes of th&hahnamehs individuals of Iranian origin possessing racial/ethnic purity (Ibid: 43)

We know thaRostamis from Sistan. Whenevé&ostamis dissatisfied with the Persian court, he
returns to Sistan, which is beyond the reach of the king. The Sistan referred t&hatimameh

is not Sistan in Iran but Helmand, in AfghanistBo s t anatliersis from Kabol, anBostam

himself dies in Kabol. In this sendggstamis not Iranian but specifically Kaboli and even Indian,

as Kabol is consideredag of India in theShahnamehMoreover,Rostam often shows reluctance

to aid his kings. In the story of Rostam dwfandyasthe reader is confronted with the perplexing

fact that the enemy Rostam is prepared to face is the Iranian army. Initially, this may appear to be
an exception in th&hahnamehbut Rostam had two sons, Sohrab Badamarz, both of whom

fought against Iranian forces at different times (Ibid.%8)

Inthis narrativeti i s e x t r etoexttagt anddied of ai ucitamjartian idetity from
the mythological and legendary sections of$h@hnameb D4vis in Amanat and Vejdani, 2012
47). Logically speaking, Iran cannot be considered Zoroastrian before the advéoroatter
However, in theShahnamehwe see Zoroastrian concepts such as Ahriman and Ahura Mazda
continuously referenced in the court of Goshtasp befover o a st er G s Téhppeppmed roa req e
Zoroastrian Iran is by implication mad®roastrianavant la lettr® (Ibid: 48). For Davis, the
Shahnamels rife with contradictions that are extremely porous rather than exclusive and divisive.
Accordingly, theShahnamehwhich is full of nonlranian components, should not be considered

as a repasiitqurey yofl rra fréea rd oiwd ds dlgdysrngeginghaside uhity

25Rost amds r e Zadastrianssah ispo wsiutphpor t s t hi s althopgh Gardoessin hss. |t i
Shahnamelplays down any such suggestions, several other texts that precedgldatimamelstate that Rostam

emphatically rejected the new religion of ZoroastriarisBdvis in Amanat and Vejdani, 2012: )4 is important

t o n o tParthidndveete Milhraists, in contrast to the Sasanians, the majority of whom were Zoraastradsa z i r i
2013: 2623). Although texts suchasa b ar i a n dndShahaameklepcbthe,conflict between Rostam and

Esfandyam s based on plineayeandroydimoarpomdé s et mér &€ are marginal i zec
the conflict as a religious confrontation stemming fro
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and continuitp é rather than diversitgnddiscord(lbid). This tendency to purge and eliminate
any conflict and contradiction from the geohistory is an elemental feature of the ideology of
Iranshahror Sassanian Iraisuch racist perspective tends to remove the class conflicts to maintain

the hegemony of the ruling class.

The inconsistencies of thehahnamie can befurther supported b o ur s h @008 at i 6 s
research For example, the fact that Rostam never went to the court of the Sakmgsrand
fought against the Iranian army may indicate that Rostam either belonged to the Parthian kings
himself or was loyal to the Parthian rather than the Sasanian kings. This demonstrates how
misleadingcanbe he use of the concept of &élrand in u
and the Sasanians. The simultaneous rule of both Parthian/Pahlavi and $##Raisig families,
as Pourshariati 6s r e s?Hdearwoitkchallangest® |ineas napative oft t h i
dynastic successidnAchaemenid, Seleucid, Parthian, Sassandmile it is commonly accepted
that the Sassanians were destroyed by the Arab conquest, little attention is given to the fact that
the Parthiag werenot destroyed at the tim@ourshariati, 2008: 463Th e Par t hi ans #dap
cruci al role in the demise of the Sasanians
Pourshariati arguestheth e Ar ab conquerorsdéd main goal was n

rather to bypass it to reachetltrade centers in Transoxiar@2onsequently, the downfall of the

224 The early Arab conquest of Iraq did not happen in the commonly accepted timeframe6@468D after the

ascension of the last Sasanian king, Yazdgird Ill {632) to the throne. Instead, it occurred between 628 and 632

AD, precisely during thetime éf nt er n al internecine warfare between the
2Pourshariatidés wor k Talkisngnod! rhainsét oancdi aer addiramoépl at e
characteri zeslanidnpeo@ea stamé aResr si@asn, t hamianglatealwho had sgtled nt st o
in the region of FltamosPquiskadati, 20022).A s s 0 t t threughstheieveng preSence

in the postconquest centuries, the Parthian families promoted the continuity of the Iranian national &radifjoh b i d )

o rthefe was no such thing as a revival of ancient Iranian traditions during the tenth century, for these had never
become extinct to require resurrection in the first gbace( | b i d: 464) . | f Pourshariati
argument, she would have not referred to Iran, but rather would have discussed the Sassanians and Parthians, dynasties.
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Sasanians did not lead to the end of the Parthians. Thug)ghenarrativeof Iranian history as

either prelslamic or postslamic should be deemed as inaccurate.

Contrary to the conventional perspective (the traditional Orientalist approach of Arthur
Christensen), the Sasanian not only watsa homogeneous centralized state, but also managed to
stay in power only by ctoodugha dezentealizedrdgnasticisystem, t h e
the backbone of which was ti8asaniahParthian confederagy ( Pour s h arltivas i , 20
not only the Romans who distorted the history of the Parthidres Sasanians themselves have
contributed to our distorted view of 40@ars of Parthian historfsarkhosh Curtis and Stewart,
2007:2)Pour shari at i Sk @l sbBarsaviness, tha Rahldv dymasts continued to
speak the Parthian language until the end of the Sasanian period and probably for centuries
thereaftero (Pourshariati, -3t&@g6sdinearpedidigationdhi s p

Persian languageato Old, Middle (Sasanian), and New Persian.

Pourshariath s  wvthasimiplicitly representanon-linear,multitemporal approach in which
different temporal regimes esxist(Harootunian, 2015)Therefore the Arab conquest ought not
be viewed as a total overhaul of the political structures of the Sasanian(texalporality 152°.
Although the Arab armies destroyed the kingship of the houSelb6 Un, t he power of
domains and the Parthian power over thgemporality 2)remained largely intact during the
Umayyad periodtemporality 3)(Pourshariati, 20085). This historical caseshows that how an
older temporality (2) can in a ndmear stagist(beyond temporality 1jvay continue to exist

simultaneous with a newer temporality (Bhis perspective challenges the linear periodization of

226Thisnonl i nearity of oélraniané history is not confined to
heterogeneous ndmear histories are observable. In the treaty related to the frontier peace between Nader Shah and
the Ottoman Empie, whi ch was concluded in 1746, it is stated t

practices that were established during the Safavid era and have embraced the principles and beliefs of the Sunni
school 6 (Pirnia, 1e9s0 8t: h apt. clo9nsSt)r.a rTyh itso itnhdei ccadnventi onal
6l rand as the main unifying mechanism during the Safayv
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601 r ani a nrhbis réflects my arggment that narrating history geographically can help avoid
the pitfalls of linear narratives centered on dynastic succession or transition. By focusing on the
concrete realities of each period, we can move away from assuming tbegbeace of abstract

7

entities such as o6l rano.

In addition to the immanent critiques that have problemat&tgghnameins geogr ap hi «
assumptions by engaging with its own content, a comparative approach can further challenge the
spacetime oShahnamehLiving around the same tirfié as Ferdowsi (940019 or 1025), Naser
Kh o s r owél870) (hist@i€akaccoun§afarnamaoffers a valuable historical account that
underscores significant points of divergence. By juxtapdSafgrnamawith Shahnamehwe can
more effectively <critique the spatialThisand t e
comparison underscores the heterogeneity of Farsi prior natitsnalproduction by the natien
state, revealing it as a language filled with contradictions and opposing perspectives. Prior to the
nation stateand its Farsist practiceBarsi, was far more varied than thiegular, homogenized

vision of Shahnameh

Safarnama s an account -gefr joriey throughatlie dslarie woddn He
initially set out on a Hajj, the obligatory Pilgrimage to Mecca. Examining the spatialities of
Safarnamapne can arguéhat Iran as a geographical entity was abserit exr d o tw®.iln0 s
contrast to th&hahnamelSafarnamaresents a markedly different conception of space. Notably,
the term &6l rand i s e Safarnamehighlighatitgsa eistinct approaamtot h e t

territorial boundaries that diverges frothe nationalistic framework often associated with

227 Naser Khosrow and Ferdowsi both lived during the time of the Ghaznavid E(8fifeL186) and were born in
Khorasan, Nasir Khosrow in Qubadiaon (A town in the Khatlon Region of Tajikistan) and Ferdowsi in Tus (An ancient
city in IrannearMashhad).
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ShahnamelKhosr owds descripti ons o fDepclibingteeHej@? e mor «
and Yemen, it is said that we will reach the domairvefayate) Yemen, and the land of Yemen

and Hejaz are connected, and both valayaat are-gpaaking Khosrow 1956: 90) Khosrow

mentions three seaBasraSea,Gholzom(Clysma) se&®, andBahr?3“e Mohit (Ibid). Despite

using the most specific names fidacesand geographical entitieKhosrowdoes not refer to the

6Per si an P&sidn Gdfvak rotr yeproducedhrough the Farsist practicestbe state

Moreover, me and the sanmsea was calledy differentnamesi s o me wh er eGholzomy cal |
somewhere else it is call&dzalhy and again somewhere else it was knoweds-ol-naano (1bid:

83). This underscorethe heterogeneous nature of space during that timentats theabsence

of a singular statenposed narrative of space.

K h o s r ranafive demonstrates that the abstract, bounded conception of space was not
yet formed Contrary to the anachronistic method that arbitrarily assigseslute exclusive names
to places from nowherdlaser Khosrowd Safarnamaprovides us with a specifically geohistorical,
comparative, and relational perspectighowing that places were understood asocial
relationshipg3! From the geohistorical standpoint ihiser Khosrow there was nothing like the
Mediterranean Sea. He instead talks alauya?>ye room(Khosrow 1956: 48) Additionally,
the text makes no reference to Ir&laser Khosrow says that he saw many citoedad plural of

baladd and castles around t he welad(lbid: 10).MHe doesadi, Aj a

28N region in the west of todayo6s Saudi Arabia. 1t incl
and Baljurashi.

22TheRed Sea, today.

20 Bahr is the Arabic equivaléof sea.

2lRespondingtBer t rand Russell 6s example that 6we can think o
of London regardless of whether humans exist on E@rdimsci argues thaiithout the existence of man, one cannot

t hi nk of (Cited in lvesk2005:g464r a ms c i understands North and Sout

specific historical devel opments such as Californians
to arrive there). But t hey a realfaatd, thay allovbgnesta ttavehbg langd and e a |
by sea, to arrive where one has decided to arrivedo (I

2% Darya is the Persian equivalent of sea.
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refer to Persia or Iran. Persia or Passmore a Greeknd Romamepresentation of a regievhich

includesvast nonPersian regiortss.

Khosrowdiscusses another city namddhrooban He notes that when he arrived there, the
city was in the hands of the sons of Bakalijar, who was the ruler of Pars (IbidTh2fh)Khosrow
narrates his travel froddahroobant owar ds | sf ahan: fAwe went to |Is
¢ and welourdegharftwhitre was located 4Parasang’®from Arjart*® (| bi d: 12
Khosr ow asardeghas st hdte fir ont i e Asweftan &a,orshis wdyl b i d:
from Basra to Isfahan, Khosrgpasses through a few cities liKazerunandLourdeghan If the
latter is the frontier of Pars, it can be said that at that time, Pars corresponded to the current Fars

regionin IranThis also indicates hat i n Khosrowés time, I ran as

The absence oiran has also been documented in various other historical soliues.
thirteenthcenturyBook of the Worl@J a h U n)@lhrRarsiawh i ch was o6t he first
|l sl amicate world to explicitly dedsdussingtte wor |
Compendium of Chronicleg) U mi-Ra vaU)r oprknhissioned bysh Uz Un Kharn and ¥

(130416 ) , Dani |l enko abQgnu ecsr et@bihgetddiuRiahbeth GAcabicaahd

2331t is important to note that this nomenclature primarily stems from the Roman perspective of the region. The
Romans, during their military campaigns in the region, would categorize any people speaking a language other than
Latin as 6Per oinageni@ing imannea This rperspective ib not exclusive to the RBwa|n

relationship. For instance, O6Germanicd is a gener al i d
In the first episode of t,INelting & Schaef,r202@),stheré B a didiogue beaveen 6 ( He
tribal |l eaders in which one | eader addresses the group

Since when we became Germans? He then hears the response that the Romans calbéhansedhey cannot
discern their differences. The other leader retorts that the Romans must be blind, as he, a Cherusci, shares no

commonal ity with other tribes. So, it is important t o
identifying themselves as Persian, it has been others who have done so. Similarly, Arabs have historically used the
term 6Aj ambé tAvabss efer to all non

234 ordegan today is a city in Chaharmahal and Bakhtiari Province, Iran.

235 A historical unit of walking distance, the length of which varied according to terrain and speed of travel. The
European equivalent is the league. In modern terms the distance is about 3 or 3% miles (4.8 or 5.6 km).

236 Arjan, or Argan corresponds to the modeay Behbahan in Khuzestan.

Z"A geography book written by Persian geographer Mudvamm
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Persian, since fihe meant to embed his chronic
well as the coeval v e rThaficsuPersian geodraptaigricohseofitieo, 2 0
World@udil -®Qub)anidating from the end of the tenth
l ands f i r.&Examining lalbthe anaps @arizons of the Worldnot even a single map
depi ct BoristanceDayfant3? a nonPersian regions depicted, but Iran is absent. This

shows why we should not confuse Persian geography with Iran.

We know that Bakr Un devel oped his wor k k
KhurrUdadhbi hds and, morSe fiampasismearinthe tileoftheU 4 i r |
J a h Un (Bbtbkef the Worly the main purpose was not to portdrandin the world. Such a
thing was not rel evant aAlhotughRanilenkabaelievesfthaitksh o s r o w
only in 1340 that we confronted the fikgorld map Figurel8) focusing onran in theDelight of
the Hearts(Nuzhat alQu |)jthere is ndranonthe mapdi amd Al |l ah Must awf o (
the authorid e d i ¢ at ehirds oftheDelighttwso g e o g r a pthe Persianaecworido n t o
including Khur asan d00dTheAtexespdaksialpoatriran. Qn lthie imdp; 99
however,t is not Iran but Fars, Kerman, Makran, Khoradam, 18 éjam Ee Aiatpand other

regions thaare drawr(lbid: 100).

238 Also known in the plural form Daylaman (and variants such as Dailam, Deylam, and Deilam), was the name of a
mountainous region of inland Gilan, Iran.
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Figure 18. World map based on a copy of

Nuzhat alQulub (1340) [Delight of the

heart§ byMa md Al |l ah Mustawf g,
Safavid Iran on 18 October 164

5. Dressage and Internal Colonization:

Decol onization is a spatiotempor al process.
appropriatinggspaceand breaking with linearepetitivetimed ( Ki pfer, 2011: 97) .
should be treated as a spatial organization (Kipfer, 2007: 703). The logic of colonization is based
on a racial dualism (of bl asphtalaedawhonedof bdep
(Kipfer, 2011: 97). Dualistic spatiality of colonialism denied the possibilitfreédoma s i a
reciprocal relation®t ween body an dAs & rbsalt ofntle dualistic, cdldnial logic) .
of Manicheanism, there is a sharp separation between rural and urban movements, even after the
so-called decolonization (Fanon, 2004=70). Fanon refers to an urban bias in which peasants are
spatially organized in top-down inorganidashion (Kipfer, 2011: 100), representing the colonial
logic of exclusivity. He instead sees a dialectical relation between rurality and urbanity (Fanon,
2004: 8082) and does not exclude onethe detriment of the other, as the dualistic ontology of
Farsism does.

Fanonds conception of racism relates to ho

argument that a normative national language has decisive alienating impacts on the peoples with

239 From: https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Hamdullah-MUstawfi_atQazwini (d. 1339 AD), Nuzhat -gulub.jpg
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a different | anguage and culture. Fanonds wun
language is illuminating here. For Fanon,

speaking the language of the colonizer meant that the colonized accepted, or were coerced

into accepting, the collective consciousness of the colonial power, which identified

blackness with inferiority, evil, and sin. In an attempt to escape the assoofkiackness

with evil, the black man wears a white mask and internalizes white cultural values, creating

a fundamental disjuncture between consciousness and body (McEwan, 2009: 328)

l rani an equivalent to Fanonds O0black mandé i s
F a n oBlaék$kin, White Maskeecars pe a k -Pdr inam bodi es, Persian
include individual and collective onestom the standpoint of a socialist strategy, it is crucial to

see the individual and collective bodies simultaneod&ling in Iran reflects two interconnected

forms imposed by the central stagend Farsi (Persian language). One covers and alienates the
individual bodies bwomen, and the other suppresses and alienates the individual and collective
bodies of the noiPersian peoples. Bosieek to tame and domesticate bodies. The ultimate purpose

of these practices of veiling, or what Lefebvre might call, dressage (Lefetd@d), is the

production of docile bodies.would argue thaFarsi can be characterized as an entrenched form

of enforced hijab that is imposed by the central state.

As | will show in this section, the internally colonial production of Iran is racist (Farsist
Shi éi st or, in brief, Farshiist). I f raci sm,
characteristics, abilities, or qualities, espegidatl distinguish them asferior/superior to one
another, then Farsi culture, as a predominant form of veiling in Iran functions as a mechanism to
hierarchically classify peoples by thdirological and cultural qualities. Persian/Farsist racism

does havdiological and cultural components. The Persian language is imposed on a hugely wide
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range of nofPersian peoples, including the individual bodies of those with black and other non
white skins (Aryan racism). Farsi as a language, culture, and worldview, has systematically
suppressed neRersian languages and cultures of the colonizednsatio

Fanonds conceptualization of <colonialism an
the language of the colonizer meant that the colonized accepted, or were coerced into accepting,
the collective consci ousnes simiafargunrert about Fasin i a |
More precisely, speaking Farsi; the language of the colonizer, means that the colonized (non
Persian peoples) have accepted, or is coerced into accepting, the dominant consciousness and
worldview of the colonial national statevhich identified nofPersianness with inferiority,
separationismtgjzie talab) and treason. I nferiority can ea
t h e Ifasad fl Arj vhich islegally punishable by execution in Iran. Farsi is practiced in and
through everyday |ife. A critique of O6lranian
the ingrained dualisms of Farsist culture/worldview. We need to overcome the binary $ystem.
need then to transform the dualistic space of the national state. The focus on everyday life is a
focus on the subaltern; the ordinary. This is crucial if we are going to go beyond the dominant
elitist/nationalist historiography of Iran.

Therefore, we are encountering a deepted socially constructed and spatiotemporally
produced national worldview that is not reducible to either the Pahlavi regime or its irffi&ritor
the Islamic Republic. As Burton notes, we should be mindful of the fadhéaaublic campaigns
of |l sl amization | i ke the Cultural Revol-ution

opted much of the state structures and nationalist mythologies the Pahlavis had left behind. This

240 Seeing critically through a spatiotemporal lens, Iran as a modern state is essentially colonial, racist, paternalistic,
Farsist, Shiist, and Aryanist. By the Islamic Revolution (1979), the combination of the ruling class changed, but the
colonial nature bthe state became even more explicit and consolidated.
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included é the central governmentoés privilegi:
nati onal i dent i t As.Eling ar@uasthé ideonlogy & he2ldlamic &tdte/o) Iran
is Ain es$teshaminobrpanwen | sl a(Aling 20137*h Thisisi nd e e d
mostly manifested in the violent politics of both regimes towardsResian peoples and their
effort to represent them as O0ethnicitThesd wi t
|l sl amic Republ i c, i n fact has perpetuated and
difference, ensuring that all of its expressions fundamentally identified with the Iranian-nation
st a Batonp2041118)

This systematic process of domestication or dressage should be seen in direct connection
with internal colonization and the suppression of the regional indigenous autonomist movements
in Iran. As Burton cl ari f i e scjtrantkhanshad beemkilled by t
or exiled and the tribes forcibly disarmed, neutralizing their potential threat to the central
government o that the central state expanded s
(Ibid: 223) A decade earlier, thatas not a possibility because nomads and tribes were not
subjugated yet. It was through such scientific interventions that th&®ex@man (nomadic, tribal,
rural) populations were pulled into tirgernally colonial production of Iran. But even before that,
largescale infrastructural projects (including railways and roads) were required so that the center
(Tehran) can have physical access to the dispersed andlikmographies of the Guarded
Domains élran (mamaleke mahruseye Iran). This processnabled the state, among other things,
to begin advertising the fiexotic natdibald0 and
politicsdi or more precisely, the subordination of tribal leadership to state authority and the forced

transformation of nomads into settled agriculturalists with the ultimate goal of eradicating the

241 As he arguesthe authoritarian concept of this political order is legitimized through an ideology of lslamo
nationalism (Elling, 2013: 83).
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pastoral nomadic way of life played a decisive role in Iranian state formation under Reza Shah
(Cronin, 2007)By the 1930s, dispersed local uprisings had been suppressed, many senior tribal

| eaders had either been sidelined or el i mi na
implemented a harsh sedentarization campaign targeting pastoralist communitiesjebffect

erasing the remnants of their autonomy (Ehsani, 2835).

The mass nomadic sedentarizatas essential not only in the production of Iranian
national territory but also paved the way for the capitaliddnial production of nature.
Domestication of the neRersian nomadic (and sedentary) populations/bodies has been a
necessary action for thmurpose. This domestication or dressage has been implemented through
Farsization of space (and timB)jscussing a particular example of the Qashqis, Burton argues that
the middle-class, urban, and Persigpeakinglraniars whovi si t ed nomadsd®& camj
Aunwi ttingly participating i n  Burton,02021: 22Br adi t i
Emphasizing the relationship between genetics
foundation of the Pahlavi state, this internal colonialism leeh framed in the ethnolinguistic
terms of Ar ySa,ro temacend the hatidnal(ijst) stegmtric representations and
practices, we need to question the very colonial nature of the national state.

Language repression can be considered a part of racial domination. It involves the
suppression or marginalization of the languages spoken by specific racial groups, which can have
profound impacts on their cultural identity, access to power, and socialityndeurthermore,
language repression is intertwined with the structures of class and power. For example, dominant
languages often correspond to higher socioeconomic status, better educational and employment

opportunities, and greater access to socialices and political participation. Thus, when the
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languages of racial minorities are marginalized or not recognized officially, it contributes to the
perpetuation of racial and class inequalities.

6. FarsiasA ClassColonial Language

It seems thatte production of Iran is only made possible and realized through the state production

of Frasist knowledge which is characterized by ramidnial dualisms.Drawing on the

production of space as the overarching theoretical framework,i hi s secti on | ut
spatialhistoricismto critically examine the dualist spatialities of Fa@Git a ms ¢ i recogni zi
competingpref asci st currents that Amobilized compet

buttress |t a(Kipfex 2013t 89t He oriticizésithe dotinant imageries of the city

and countrysidas manifested n it he wi despr ead lived expdriegneat t u a l C
common |t al 49@.hagoe th{al alsimikhrpro&$s has been experienaad ithrough

Farsisince the late Qajar. The urbarssatist (antirural, antinomadic, antiribal) bias in Farsi

has been a fundamentally constitutive element of itihellectuals of6 | r a stateaNode

importantly, the dualism dfity-countrysides related to internal col@aism. In his discussion of
6urbanity and rurality as <c¢laims to hegemon)
formul ati on ab oprdcisely in his rfefusal tortreat tige cify land ¢he countryside

divide asé transhistorical conceptions of modernity/traditén and ci vi |l i zati on/
(Ibid: 95).1 argue that the urbanist bias of the Farsist intellecofdlise Iranian statenanifested

in their hatred and scorn for tpeasantry and nomadic peops®uldsimilarly beunderstoods

inorganic claims to hegemony (Ibid).

Theproductionof Iran is inextricably linked to the internal colaationand the associated
urbanrural dualism By examining Farsist dualisms within selected historical sources, |

demonstrate how Farsist colonialism has produced a statist/sedeatianalregime, positioned
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in contrast to nortapitalist nomadic regime# deepseated dualistic framework characterizes
Farsism manifested in a range of interconnected duatdnf@rsist nationalism represents the
culmination of this dualisideology that has been inscribed in spacetime. Nationalessnthe
fetishized incarnat i on labofi; isineeparabldrdmilamguage dnéd s s 6 s
class production of knowledgeshow thatFarsist ideology is theationalembodiment of a range

of racistclasscolonial dualisms (civilizeebarbarian, sedentaryomadic, maldemale, society

nature, statéamily2*3 and urbasrural).

Farsism is marked by a deeply rooted dualistic structure, which presents itself in various
distinct yet interrelated manifestations. There is a correspondence betweenratiued*, male
female, urbasrural, sedentarynomadic, civilizedbarbarian, and PersiamonPersian dualisms.
The school textbooR Brief History of Iran(1892) authored byMiohammad Ali ForoughiZoka
o-Mol k begins with the following sentence: A W e
nationo (p. 2) . Under the section on the Chin
Turks filocated i n nort heanduncviized, dnd have had boaficts a | w:

with I ranians, but the wpB3.t among them are t

According to thePocket Atlas of Iranthe concept of populatiofd /1 r] had not yet been
widely recognized in the first quarter of the twentieth century. Instead, thentdous(meaning

individuals) is used to refer to the number of inhabitants (9,970,000) (Eghbal, 1926: 19). Eghbal

242These dualisms are not exclusive to Farsiamedconcretized differently in different geohistorical registers.

As Poul antzas says, fdthe family is established onl
modern Statt not €é as the intrinsic outside of a rigidly d
244 The society/culturmature dualism is associated with a gendered one; thefematde binaryl argue that the

dualist spaces of the nuclear family and the national territory are mutually constitutive. They manifest the gendered
division oflabour Legally produced as privately owned and mutually exclusive bounded properties, these spaces form
a material barrier to the production of emancipatory spaces. In both family and national territory, the (individual or
collective) body idegally defined as private property. In this sense, | think the nuclear family, or the marital space, is
the cell form of the national state space.

y i
e ma
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divides thes@ofousbased orerghor identity into several categories: Fars, Turk, Kurd, Arab, Lur,
Teymouri or Tatar, Baloch, Hazara, Armenian, Chaldean, Jewish, and Parsi (lbid: 20). The Fars
population is mentioned as a total of 5,500,000 individuals. More importantly, reflecting the
sedentarynomadic and ZoroastriamonZoroastrian dualisms of Farsist nationalism, Eghbal
characterizes Farses as Iranians who are engaged in sedentary modes of life (agriculture and
industry). So, notarses (Turk, Kurd, Aab, Lur, Teymouri or Tatar, Baloch, Hazara, Armenian)

are implicitly excluded from the category of Iranian. A dualistic categorization ofrféarfsars is

employed and aligned with the civilizdéxdrbarian dichotomy.

The production of stateentric geographical texts has been closely linked to military
activities from the very begi nni ngvolunherb@ok 6 s mi
series on the military geography of different regions of Iran, publisheldei 1940s by Major
General Haj Ali Razmar& at the Geographical Headquarter of the Army. In one of the volumes
titted Military Geography of Iran: Farspublished in 1944, the status of Farsi tribes and nomads
is detailed showing the eexistence of two different spatiotemporal regimes (Razmara, 1944: 111
139). This book concludes with a racial categ
Iranian with pure blood and untainted emotions. Every true drashould take pride in the
existence of isl and . . . This land is sacred to uso (
explicitly reveals the racist foundations of the production of Iran. The distinguishing features of
being Iranian is FarsiThis Iran is an ahistorical and always existing land, and sedentary/urban
mode of life. It becomes evident that the dominant portion of the nomadic population is composed
of nonPersians (p. 131). This is a crucial point that demonstrates the significance of emghasizi

what I call Far si sm. It i's historically wevid

245 Ali Razmara, also known as Haj Ali Razmara (19®61), was a military leader and prime minister of Iran.
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geographically are resided in the center of
Persians were in the frontieid o day 6 s n a ti which wdre pdnoatilyonomadicrather

than urban or 6civilizedbo.

The most recent, systematically developadd uncritically absorbedarrative of Farsist
dualism has been articulated by Javad Tabatabai. His view is a prime example of this Farsist
dualism. He believes that it is through Persi.
Tabatabai argues théte relationship between Iranian culture and Turkish culture is like the
relationship between an urbaivilized (shahritamaddoni culture and a rural oneléhat)?4°.
This dualistic conception of the world, manifested here as wnloah and Persiaiturkish, is
associated with other deepoted dualisms, including civilizatiebarbarism, sedentaryomadic,
and culturenature. This binary way of reasoninpowever extends beyond the domain of
mainstream righwing intellectuals. Mehdi Khanbaba Tehrani, an Iranian communist and a former
political prisoner, exhibits a comparable urb
prisons during the Pahlavi ped, he characterizes one of the famous torturers (sergeant Shabani)
as fia real |l y brosacimanlfrensssmewhere arpuhdeAzerbaffindohammad
Ghaed, another Persian writer, exemplifies the same dualist approach. He #élteves t it he
urban civilization in Iran has alternately been trampled by tihesert dwellers Ahmad
Mohammadpour, a Kurdish scholar, belied®s hat usi ng®®e¢msi be&kp andta

(nomads) is offensive and scornful. Mo hammad r

246 hitps://t.meljtjostarha/229

247 https://t.meltarikh_shafahi_iran_project/2917

248 hitps://twitter.com/about_ghaed/status/1571546880139567104?s=52&t=iJsMtGNv790eUDa5BAMEZQ
Mohammadpour waesponding to Reza Pahlavi t he f or mer c¢crown prince who gave
of lrano.

249 https://t. me/AnthroRojhelat/277

2501 (plural: ilat) refers to a political alliance comprised of clans and tribal factions that unite either based on their
familial bonds or due to specific political and social circumstances, thereby forming a tribal entity.
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l ogic of Abar barianso versus Acivilizedo acc
categorized as savages and barbarians who must be tamed. Thisedeepdualism can be
characterized asnaurbanist bias. In this view, nomadic and rgiatist modes of life are

systematically and priori represented as inferior to the statist sedentarist ones.

Being both leftist and Fars#8t nationalist Shahrokh MeskotiBstands as a notable example
for examination (Meskoob, 2005: 7hl Al ran in Asia: A Note on the
he says fAAnshan was | ocated near Susa, the an
over the entire south and southwestrahi n t he di st ant pasto (Meskoo
how did the Elamites rule over the south of Iran, where and when Iran had not yet emerged? That
specific area has their own names: Susa and Anshamhistorical conception of Iran is linked
to a deepooted dualism: that of urban/static versus rural/namableskoob talks about a
homogenous O6usdé or O6ourdé culture. He contr ast
dwel l ersdé to the EBR&dt, Oamdadh d\kedl déskotbeanitb e t $o u
conceal his deep amtirab and antiTurkic sentiment (Persian/Aryan supremaagjidualistically
contrasts Aryans and Semitdglgskoob, 1992 13). Comparing the Sasanid and the Safavid
empires, he asserts that their histories have many things in common: The historical ending of both

Sasanianan& af avi an has been realized at t he hands

Hotak dynasty, r espect®0ovdIll Wp),dhiwristatitude @eardé® h u mi |

251 By Farsist Left, | mean the nationalist left whose understanding of Iran, and its history is largely confined to the
knowledge produced in and through Farsi by the central state over approximately the last hundred years. As such, the
suppression of neReasian modes of life and languages, which has been a principal factor in constructing the Iranian
nationstate, falls outside the radar of this Left. This leftist orientation cannot move beyond a Farsist epistemology.

The Farsist Left interprets class stgley primarily through the lens of economic exploitation, neglecting the nexus

between exploitation and national colonization. Consequently, it tends to consider other forms of domination, such as
gender oppressions, as secondary to the main problens #raabstract class question. The primary reason for these

biases within the Farsist Left should be sought in its worldview, which is essentially a state centric Farsist perspective.
2For an earlier critigue (BorbueMigl3RB4861).6s nationalist view
253 Aghebate toam ba zabooni be dastaachiztar as khod
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60t hersé6é is also recognizable when Meskoob <co
|l ranian. He says o6l rano6 has?twelemn(Ibfdr2®).dmeimt | v at
on the basic sedentanpmadic dualism, Meskoob treats lI@dumlisticallyas a pregivenbounded

space separated from its broader geohistory.

This entrenched detestation of nomadic (tribal and rural) modes of life (nomadic spacetimes)
reveals the institutionalized urbangttist> biasof 6 1 r ani and i nt elpillaeadt ual s
spatiotemporal matrix of Iranian state. Meskoob relates history to urban civilization and therefore
excludes the nomadic mode of life from history, civilization, and culture (Ibiet2)1 Both
nomadic and rural regimes are considered inferior to thenistisdatist mode of life, and it is only
the degree of their inferiority to the Persian urban culture differs (Meskoob, 1992: 18). This
homogenizing perspective disregards the existence and contribution -6fergian languages,

cultures and space® the production of Iran.

Meskoob and the dominant majority of Farsist intellectuals consider the ability to form a
powerful central state/empire as a value in itself and accordingly look down on dynasties like
Parthians (lbid: 17) who apparently have not been able to achievdeteatof centralized
organizationMeskod believes that nomadaghvame biabangardl do not have a history since
they are characterized by placelessness (Meskoob, 1992: 11). Meskoob reducesptaeenia
(keshwaor country) and claims that nomads are 6pl

area, in terms of a property relationship, place is conceived as something to be owned. This shows

Meskoob has internalized the statist conception of spacetimeoHeptual categories are the

SEmpl oying the spatial term 6ddeserto by -dbistdvilization i s i r o
even though major part of what is called the oOlranian
255 Ruralist conceptions of Iranian nationalism can also be recognized but they are mostly limited to those academics

in specific geographical departments focused on rural planning and rural development. As a result, a rural nationalism

is absent in the Farsipublic political arena.
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fetishized soci al relations of the national (
nomadic peoples are not placeless; they only do not see and use place as a fixed relation of property

to be ownefexchanged.

Enayatollah Rezaa former member of theanianCommunist Party, represented an even
more extreme form of dualistic view in his nationaligtezaclaims that Turkmens, the people of
Anatolian Peninsul a, the people of Albania of
Azerbaijanies of Il ran ( 60t hamey kihshipwegh the Zwks laradi j an 6 )
Mongols (Reza, 1986/ 1995: 29). Rezabds racism
despises the Tur ki s h rkismgeagma@higat narheg ares rmonatonayis it h a t
which a range of basic names (ligara soy oraq sod®®) are constantly repeatétl.Reza says it
i's necessary to mentRepanl1983188).tShowimguhis kireanidt bias,khe p u r i
believes t hdaitd trheet praddagsersuf fi cient cul ture
He considers bilingualism as an od6entangl ement,
in showing his Aryan/Persian supremacy, saying that Aryans had a higher cultorerarekalted

civilization than the indigenous peoples [of Iran] (Ibid: RO7

The classcolonial nature of Farsist dualisms is related to the conventional conception of
IraniangPersians as sedengapeople that dualistically contrasts them with {Rersians. In
historical texts, the term Iranian has been equatedeétigan indicative of an elite, landowning,
Zoroastrian classdranianness ighuslinked withthe urban elites (Matthee, 2021: 8fihe rise of

Iranian/Zoroastrian nationalism must be seen immfgerialistcontext ofinternationadivision of

256|n Turkish, gara, sou, and ag mean black, waterydnrit, respectivelyQara soufor instance mearsslarge river.
®"Rezabs claims are based on the works of Russian Orien:
Barthold.His book,Turkestan Down to the Mongol Invasi@t900/1928) was translated into Persian and published
in1973byt he Foundation of I rands Culture.
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labour, and specifically, the growth of Parsi community in British India. The early te mid
nineteenth century saw the emergence of an intellectual class of mostly Marathi Hindu Brahmins,
and middle class PargiBoshi, 2014: 183)Between the late 18and early 19 centuries, trading
enterprises in Europe and Indian elites including Zoroastrian Parsis started to accwaalldte

and transformingthe built environment. The Parsi merchant elites were key players in the
profitable trade of cotton and opium withhi@a, in partnership with the British East India
Company.This commerceventually positioadthe Parsi community akeleader in the sectors

of real estate and textile manufacturing. Those Parsi shetias who had prospered from trade and
property leasing started to chantie surplusinto establishing cotton mills in Bombay, with the

first one inaugurated in 1854 by Parsi businessman Kavasji Nanabhai(éat97)

The period of the 1860s to 1870s saw a surgeeirtiteation of neveducationalnstitutions
and media in local languages, accompanying the solidification of colonial educational policies.
This era also saw the emergence of a colonial middle class, which included not just the traditional
elite of highcaste Hindus and Muslim landowsdrom the United Provinces but also a diverse
group comprising Persiartrained literati, schoolteachers, amateur writers, and salaried
government official§Goswami, 2004: 168)he Parsi communi#y® andZoroastrias have been
crucial in the production dfarsistkknowledgethatwas profoundly connected to the mythical tales
of Zoroastrian traditions. Jalal-Din Mirzafor instanceutilized the 17tkhcentury neeZoroastrian
(Azar-Kayani) mythologized narratives likeasatere dsemanby the Zoroastrian Parsi Molla
Firuz (a leading Zoroastrian scholpriestresiding inBombay and the widely disseminated

Dabestare madhahehlalal atDin Mirza also published the bodkamehye Khosravarwith a

28 For an illuminating analysis dfie connection between the Parsi community in Indiatiaafbrmation of modern

Iran seeMarashi, A. (2020)Exile and the nation: The Parsi community of India and the making of modern Iran
University of Texas PresBrawing on the frameworks of subaltern studies postcolonial theory, Marashi (2014
15-19) also offers aighly insightful analysis of Iranian nationalisms in comparison to Indian experience.
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focus on pure Persiaithe writings of Zoroastrians, or Parsis, served as the primary reference

point for this book, which was written for educational purposes at Banmln.

Moreover, the Parsi community has been directly involved in repres@&itaighametvhich
formed thebasis of Persian nationalisi.h e wor k of 6Ger mandé orient al
1895 article o6Das ,the seminasEurbpean scNadatlyiwork @rdsengng thed )
Shahnamalas t he I ranian O6national é epic found its
by the Parsi community of Bo Ma@aship2009:@6so0, Or i en-
thereseems to ba clear relation betwedhebourgeois and petfigourgeois forces British India

and producing knowledge in and about Farsi.

7. Farsi andnternalColonization Farsist Colonization

Under feudal i sm, temporalities were dependen
agrarian societies. Temporalities were not #dad
moments have a numeri cal f r armaterialify oftireefemergesh c e . 0

under the influence of religidff. In this temporal regime, the territefyontier does not yet

existL. Precapi t al i st territories Ahave no historic
of the princeb o d Yaulanfzas, 1980109110). The capitalist temporal matrix, however, is
entirely di f f-eondagiontofthe Ingw relasonsiot phoductipnraad consubstantial

with the capitali sttoumrizas,®80 diLl0) si dhi ef nEawboet

29 The Institute facilitates oriental and Persian studies through the maintenance of an extensive specialized library.
Between 1922 and 1944 it also publisedrnal of the K. R. Cama Oriental Institutepace was provided for the

Mulla Firuz Madressa, where Avestan subjects are taught. The Zoroastrian Research Society, the Parsi Lekhak
MaJ4Mal; and the Parsi Fasal. Sal MaJ4Mal were also esta
%This materiality was distinct from the cyclical mater
located between the Creation and the Last Judgement. But it is still a present time: beginninglaaidreaddafter

are fullycopreseni n t he constant essence 0109t he Divined (Poul an
%lAs Poul ant zpesapitalist apatialfriateces, havé the same foundation as theapitalist temporal

matrices: political historicity is transferred from the body of the sovereign, wiai liémself sovereign of a territory

fronte®d ( Poul ant AX}p , 1980: 1009
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segment ed, serial, equally divided, cumul ati v
expanded reproduction. o This time is measur al
watchesand calendars (Ibid). The new relations of production raises the problem of unification.
A new temporaftegime was about to be shaped that reduces the multiple temporalities.

The capitalist temporal matrixlike the spatial matrix is already implicit in the structure
of the State. It is the capitalist state that produces its own (national) time and temporal regime, and
it does so by setting down the norm/standard of measumefunctioning as the frame of reference
of the various temporalitie?pulantzas, 1980 112 ) . The tempor al matri
precondition of any possible science of histol

of the nation ad thus tends to monopolize the natiomiatory(lbid: 113). The formation of natien

State involves eradication of the dominated h
eliminating other national pasts and turning
114).

In my research, this is manifested in the way in which-lRersian spatiotemporal regimes
have been dominated through what I call Farsist internal colonization. As Poulantzas emphasizes,
we are not merely dealing wi telofthesenaiastaegin c a | m
the materi al organization of capitalist hi st
tempor al matrices of the O6guarded domainsd o
homogenization and even helped to presedifference. What makes these two kinds of
spatiotemporal matrices different is Farsism, or more precisely, Farsization of time and space. In
this section, | show that it has been the unprecedented role of Farsi in shaping Iran as a national
state thamarks the qualitative transformation of ajosgpitalist to a national social formation.

|l ndependent regions of the guarded domains we
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matricesodo of the emerging nation state. As |
abstract spatiotemporality was imposed on a different spacetime.
The emerging national state homogenizes dif

the frontiers of the natieBtate Poulantzas, 198@.06). | will show how the Iranian nation state

crushes various neRer si an nationalities oOowithind its b
totalitarianism  Ai ndi vi dual i zation in order to obliter
Aithe roots of totalitarianism are inscr-i bed i
Statei a matrixthats al ready present in its [capitalist]

makes a similar poirdbout the temporal matrix of the nation stételt is thus the State that
establishes the relationship betwegstory and territory (lbid: 114). National unity thereby
i b e c distaidty of a territory and territorialization of a histoiiyin short, a territorial national

tradition concretized in the natight at eo (| bi d) .

7.1. From Race to Ethnicity: Ethnicization of the RBrrsians
Before the iIintroduction of Eurocentric orient

of a range of states/kingdomiglgmleka)?6 with fluid, spongy, and indeterminate frontieBy

the eighteenth century, fAPersian was not an et
(Kia, 2020: 126)As Burton (2021: 25%0) explains, political sanctions hinder many aspects of

Iranian scientificproductivity, but they have not at all impeded the diasporic reproduction of

nationali st il deas about who counts as Ogenet

%2As Poul ant kepemissas gfumeder totélitarianism exist in the temporal matrix which is inscribed in

the modern State and which is already implied by capi:
(Poulantzas, 1980: 114).

263 | have translated mamlekat as state. Kia however has translated theasriakata s fidomai no fAt o pr e
most common connotation as a place with a recognizable character, history, and, at times, political and social
autonomyo (Kia, 2020: 12) .
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decades earlier has been readily adopted by American institutions at the highest levels of academic

prestige.

In contrast to the nationally colonial efforts advanced by state intellectuals, | contend that
Kurds, Baluchis, Turks, Arabs, Turkmens, and otherRersians havbeenethnicizedthrough

the internally colonial dynamics of natimtate formation. To substantiate this argument, it is

essential to histor iFoirz enatnhye ocno ntcheep tl edft d&etthn
talk about ethnicity €& where it is no |l onger
The problemciig ytbthats @esteldn Ato i nvoke precisely
underthe¢ noti on of o6éraced6odo (Il bid). 1t %fthatthehr ough

colonized peoples of Iran have systematically been defined as and reduced to ethnicities within the
abstractumbrelkh i ke O6nationd of Il ran. The scientific
part of the nationally colonial productioof Iran, implemented through FarsizatioRrom a

socialist perspective, the structure that producesn c e pt s | isHodd bé elinmihated ci t y 0

(Ibid: 30).

Specifying the inherent connection between linguistics and genetics, the racist
categorization, or in fact, reduction of a wide range of different languages into the homogenizing
and flatteni-bhyr ccdeaasrs lodn gu angdeos 6 ithe Anfamrace dse d u p -
the superior (Vaziri, 2013: 31). This linguistiassificationwas made possible and reinforced by

anot her newly formed area of specialized kno

identify popul at i ocsuck label$idbea gonstitee btolbgecally naeaningful h a t

264] appreciate Stefan Kipfer for pointing out that this is exactly whaatl Gilroyc a | | s 6et hnic absol uti
reductive, essentialist understanding of ethnic and national difference which operates through an absolute sense of
culture so powerful that it is capable of separating people off from each other and diverting theorcialt and
historical |l ocations that are understood to be mutuall
Gilroy, P. (1990): ANat i on aHistoy Workshdp36, 11dt29. and Et hni c Ab
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categori eso (ABKiarexplainsfit202nhke7descent a matter

a particular interpretation of Drawingdnyhs newly | fac
coined discourse of ethnicity, -ethnitieyi that ia,tae c har
reified Iranian national identity grounded in Persian culture whose supporters alternately
emphasized a shared language/literature,eanct hi story, Aryan raci al

identity). All nonPersiansbecaan homogeni zed as Ol rani ah). et hni c

The racist history ahternalcolonizationof Iran has yet to be written. Multiple episodes can
be highlighted though. As for those enslaved along the northern borders, the majority of enslaved
individuals in the southern regions were obtained through abduction (Ibid: 83). This system had
been inplace for so long that by the mskventeenth century, Baluchis had become a crucial
component of the Omani royal army in East Africa (Mirzai, 2017: 244). Mirzai does not address
the link between racism andhtrernal colonization. However, the fact thataskry was
predominantly confined to frontier regions and +Rersians such as the Baloch peoples and did
not significantly include Persians, indicates the racist layer of internal colonization. Especially in
southern regions of Baluchestan and Arabestendark skin color of the inhabitants was one of
the factors that led the central state and its intellectuals (including Ndpovdeh) to consider
them as subhuman and therefore deserving to be enslaved. The rise of imperialism during this era
was charaerized by pervasivdabour shortages for infrastructural projects, which played a

significant role in the widespread enslavement of indigenous popuf&fions

285 In the early 20th century, in regions like Baluchestan, Kerman, Qarabagh, and Talesh, those engaged in canal
construction, including their families were treated as commodities, bought and sold together with the lands they
cultivated (Mirzai, 2017: 86). Ircertain instances, enslaved individuals served as the sole form of financial
compensation, leading to taxes being levied in the form of enslaved Baluchis (Ibid).
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More recent episodes woiternalcolonzatonmu st be hi ghl i ghted. Il n N
and Turkmen factions seized control of provincial resources to implement leftist policy reforms,
demanding autonomy from the central state. The Revolutionary Guards were deployed to violently
suppresstheseups i ngs € and many Kurds and Tur kmens |
At the same time, Baluchi representatives voiced concerns regarding the marginalization of Sunni
Mus |l i ms under S h i Auation gescal&ed nirdon & Baluchi Tbbyeott efithe
constitutional referendum in December 1979. Armed clashes between Baluchis and Revolutionary
Guards in Zahedan, Kurdestan, and Turkmen Sadmsisted into the early 1980s (lbid: 227) and
continue to thisdayl t was i n this bl c®gudents @mttherxdgarnedh at |
doctorates in anthropology and human genetics) carried blood samples to Britain. They identified
research subjects based on their O6ethnicityo
works led to the productionopse ci fi ¢ maps of o6l rand. The AEt hi

celebration of ethnic difference was contingent on literally containing these groups within the

raniannatiors t at e, rather than incorporating2dranos
29).
266 Dariush Daneshvar Farhualselfpr oc |l ai med o6f at her of I|-2).ani an geneticsbo
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Figure19. Anthropological map of
Iran prepared by Sahab Geographic
& Drafting Institute, included in the
thesis of Amirshahi. Adapted from
Burton (2021 228).

The ethnicity question primarily emergiedthe 20th century. One of the signs of this emergence

was the initiation of mapping various tribes and norffdd&igures20 and 21). Cartographic
representations, as a key element of the production of space, have played an essential role in this
process of ethnicizatiodMuch like the maps related to frontiers and boundaries, infrastructures,
and administrative divisions (see Chapteuff, the earliest ethnic maps were predominantly of
British origin. These mapsindertook the task of identifying tribes and ethnic groups residing in

the territories of the Protected Domaiansdlater provided a basis for the central state to categorize

267 For instance, see:

Sketch Map of Southern Pergi@howing the main Trade Routes and the relative Positions of the Nomad Tribes)
(1900), Important Clans(Tirehs) of Qashgai Tribef€1922), The Khamseh Tribefl923), available via the Qatar

Digital Library.

And Tribes of Iran(1945), and_anguage41949) (Compiled by J.1.B. and drawn/photographed by O.S.).

The original maps are housed at the British Library, London, UK, and were photographed by the author in May 2022.
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the ethnic 6lraniandé popul ations. The ident
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Figure20. Tribes of Iran(1945)
Compiled by the Office of
Strategic Services (0OSS), Map
No. 5977R&A. The British
Library, London, UK.
Photograph by the author, May
2022.

Figure 21 Languages

(Geographical Section, General
Staff, 1949, G.S.G.S. Misc.
351). Drawn and reproduced by
0.S., compiled by J.l

Photograph by the author at the
British Library, London, May

2022.
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In its efforts to extend control over regions that were both physically and conceptually beyond its
immediate grasp, the central state needed to identify the locations and, crucially, the migration
routes of nomadic populations. This effort aimedlassifythese populations as integral parts of
a unified Iranian nation, with Farsi as the official langu&yeducing maps that represented these

tribal/nomadic movements was one of the prerequisites for producing a national territory. These

maps aimtoreppeent t he central stateds omnipresence
of l rands protected domains, i mpl yingandt ot al
classifications eveal the existing threats to the cent

It should be noted that it was the latter half of the 20th century, in line with the quantitative

revolution in geographythatd et ai | ed maps of &6l raniand tribes

Mapping was not limited to the Britisithe map of the tribes in Baluchest&{Figure22),
with an unknown date and author, but with the name of Engineer Zolfagari visible in the lower left
corner of the map, distinctly marks the territories of each tribe with different colors. The map guide
specifies border lines and includes details suclvilkeges, centers, gravel roads, dirt roads,
military and armed customs guard stations, gendarmerie posts, airports, schools, etc. Based on this
information, this map likely dates to the late Qajar or early Pahlavi era. It mentions tribes on both
sides ofthe border line, showing botmationaland prenational divisions simultaneously. This

juxtaposition highlights the contrast between two types of spacetime.

268 Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, I.R.IRAN
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Figure22. Tribes of Baluchestaffrom
Documents and History of Diplomacy,
Ministry of ForeignAffairs, I.R.IRAN.

Decades later, the Detailed General Map of Iran, 1956 by Abbas “Saisablso specifically
notable for presenting the provinces by numbers. What distinguishes this map is that it incorporates
several maps on a single page. Most importantly, it includes two maps of historical sites and a
classification of tribes and nomadBor instance, it mentions Turk&peaking tribes, Arab
(Semitic) tribes, Baluch tribes, and many others. All these tribes are precisely located on the map

for the first time. This is the most detailed map of Iran produced up to that date.

7.2. TheFarsization of TimeProduction of a Farsist Temporal Regime
Farsist historiography was not confined to the educational textbooks. It was inscribed into the

temporal matrix of the emerging nation state through different but interconnected mechanisms.

Historiographic practices of the state hauéminatedn a Farsist time/temporality which has been

269 Qhirazian, Reza. (2019).
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implemented through the process of Farsization of time and history. The temporal aspect of the
colonial production of Iran is evident in the systematic erasure of regional hisidriels are

forcefully replaced or subsumed within a national histgkp. invented Farsist history was

6nor mati vel yo-Farsvgpoos@di @in @u Intomr e/ environment
internal colonization |l ndependent regions were forceful
matricesd of t hestate.eAw h gesulf, a monetahous) lmeaarn temporality was

imposed on a different spacetime.

Time and history were Farsicized simultaneously. It was only around 1921 that some Iranian
offices started to operate in a new way, gradually adopting the astronomical calendar, i.e., the solar
year and month as O0sci entrorornecsawhicty until them lwerei | at e
mostly used in astronomical almanacs and for horoscopes (Tagizadeh, 1937: 2). Prior to this, time
calculation was based on Chinese and Turkish methods. This system was common among the
Central Asian Turks and is describedMra h mu d K aDsvand.aghait aTsirk, compiled in
466 AH (Ibid: 3).Kavelf’°published a detailed article on the history of Nowruz on April 10, 1921.

This text proposed a change in the calendar system, suggesting that the Solar Hijri calendar should
replace the Lunar Hijri cal endar . Il \wne®b6s sug
under Reza Shahoés rule. Prior to these change
and Arabic names for astrological signs. Therefore, on April 1, 1925, a law was enacted to replace
astrological signs with Persian months. Tlaw labolished the previously used Uighur calendar

system’! (Razi, 1968: 71F14). This was an initial step towards the Farsization of time.

2%The Persiasspeaking exile periodical Kaveh was founded in 1916 by the Intelligence Agency for the Orient of the
Federal Foreign Office in Berlin. The title refers to an Iranian mythical hero: Kaveh the Blacksmith from [$fahan.
magazine was published by Kaviani Press twice a month between 1916 and 1922 by Hassan Tagizadeh.

21 The animabased calendar, or the twelaaimal cycle, which became popular during the Mongol era, was in use
until the early 20th century.
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The Farsization of the calendar and the obsolescence of previous calendars signify a shift in
the temporal regime. With the establishment of the Pahlavi state, parallel to the renaming of places
(cities), the renaming of times (months) was pursued byeheal stat€Asgharzadeh, 2007Y.

The switch from a lunar to a solar calendar, alongside purging Turkish elements from month

names, effectively diminished Arabitaam igpma&ct s
(zamUn) for time in Persian is relatively rec
time. In old texts, as Tagizadeh says, thewordp # Br 0k h) was wused, but si

literature had five different meanings, there was a need to avoid confusion (Tagizadeh, 1937: 1).
Tagizadeh also presents intriguing insights regarding Nowruz, noting that towards the end of the
QajareraNowr uz did not hold much significance i n t
tribes of Sathwestern Iran likely began their year with the onset of autumn (Ibid: 58). This
indicates that different temporal regimes prevailed simultaneously in various regions, and there

was not a uniform timekeeping system in place.

The Iranian identity today is closely intertwined with Nowruz, to the extent that Iran without
Nowruz (commonly called Persian New Year), i.e., without a specific concept of time and year, is
unimaginable. The formalization of Nowruz and, in connectioh wjtthe use of a calendar with
Persian names played a key role in the Farsization of time and in creating Iran as a Farsi temporal
regi me. According to Taqizadeh, the names of
Parthian eras were the saasethe current names, albeit pronounced in Pahlavi (Tagizadeh, 1937).
This reference to a distant past was also a basis for the Farsization of the present, signifying a

return to the O6gloriousdéd Sasanian eraandThi s

212 Asgharzadeh has discussed #ipgtialp ol i t i ¢cs under 6éPersianizai2l)on of the
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produce time according to their interests, deciding when and how leap years should be calculated

and implemented to achieve a desired temporal regime.

Taqgi zadehos emphasi s on an 6l rani ané unde
nationalistsé inclination towards Aryan supel
calendars as the ancient Persian year or the old year of the Parsis is tiar ¢hbgrnwas in use in
6l randéd before 1 sl am, at | east during the Sas
religion and prevalent among communities practicing this faith, is often referred to as the
Mazdisnian calendar. However, Tagizadeh ssg) that a more appropriate term would be the

New Avestan Calend#® (Ibid: 40).

Tagizadeh also discusses the temporality of the ancient Iran. He says ancient Iranian year
was divided into two parts: a tanonth winter and a twanonth summer (lbid: 44). This suggests
that the Avestan perception of time/history or Zoroastrian tempagathe was fundamental to the
concept of Iran. The dualistic philosophy of Zoroastléenichaean has served as the foundation
to produce Farsi as a language and a body of knowledge. Iran was defined by this
Zoroastrian/Avestan temporal regime. Tagizadala&es being Iranian with being Avestan (lbid:
122). In this narrative, Iran is where winter lasted ten months, aligning with the concept of
Airyanem Vaejat’“. Iran in this sense is a much smaller region, located in a specific latitude with
a nearly uniform climate, which does not correspond with the diverse climatic geographies of Iran.

This further indicates thairyanem Vaejahn the Avestais not the same as Iran. According to

213 Consisting of a year with 365 days divided into twelved@9 months and an additional five days.

274 Airyanem Vaejah is considered in Zoroastrianism to be the homeland of the early Iranians and the place where
Zarathustra received the religion from Ahura MaZidee Avesta a mes it as the first of the
Ahura Mazda created for the Iranians.
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Tagizadeh, Khwarezm was one of the centers of the Iranian race and, likely, the Augstaem
Vaejah(lbid: 142).

Tagizadehodés view echoes what | have dubbed
(before the reign of Iran), there were two or three advanced civilization centers in the west of Iran

and two in the east (Ibid: 41). On the one hand, he acknowledgesi ent hi st ory Obe

of Ilrandéd, and on the other, he states that ci\
of Il ran. I n other words, from Taqizadehos ahi
formed. He saydhte 6 main | ranian tribedé, or perhaps o0t

India and Iran, resided in the notth(lbid: 991 00) . So, for him, &élraniar

independently in an exterior manner. This fur

Beyond the Farsization of the calendar, there were other state policies and practices aimed
at Farsization of time and history. For instance, the publication of yearbooks aimed to organize
government and societal activities through the systematizatidreafalculation of months and
days of the year. One of YybePargear wholkcdh wapP
published’® from 1926 to 1942 during the reign of Reza Shah, and it seems its publication
continued into the era of Mohammad Reza $Hamterestingly, the name of the yearbook itself,
6Par sé (an |-Arabized bormiofZ-ars), reflects a tah@dency towards Farsicizing time.
Contentwise, these volumes contain fascinating information. Most of these yearbooks begin with
discussios of new archaeological discoveries complemented by the history of Persian literature.
They also include extensive details about state decisions, budgets, roads, telegraphs, customs, etc.

The 1928 edition features a map of Iran. In the 1937 editiontherea f ocus @ast t he 0

275 possibly in the northern steppes and eastern Russia, north of the Caspian Sea, or in Khwarezm according to some
theories about Iranians.

276§ Mohammad Ali Amirjahed was the publisher of this yearbook.

"Though my access is |imited to the copies from Reza S
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of the Turkmen nomadic tribes, with the aim of demonstrating their improved living conditions
under a strong centralized sedentary state. It is said that about 20,000 nomadic and wandering
tribespeople were Osettl|l ed-199¢&% hThhesi cotdboaat earl

legitimacy was partly based on the forced sedentarization of nomadiéttibes

In the same volume, there is a technical map related to the construction of a railway and
subsequent pages feature photos oMiaeskBridge?®®and other images related to the expansion
of the railway network, illustrating the infrastructural foundation of nationalism. Another notable
characteristic of this yearbook is its emphasis on the recurrent theme of Iranian/Farsist nationalism:
Aryansupe i or i ty. For instance, the astrolabe i1s r
inventions and a symbol of the O60Aryand raceos
advertisemert or t he O0OKai Khosrowi 6 (thkedevigasibtrigaingld hand
placed atop a globe. Beyond the implicit reference to the Aryan supremacy, this imagery represents
a shift in geographical perception through the geometric depiction of the Earth, a novel approach
at the timeThese various elements in the yearbook demonstrate how the state simultaneously used
different technologies, infrastructures, practices, and narratives to forge a national identity, rooted

in a glorified Aryan past.

In the 1939 edition of th8alnamekye Pars we encounter a compar.i s
noon time with major cities in foreign countries and major cities within Iran. As discussed in the
previous section, comparing Tehran with other cities represents a new level of (spatio)temporal
awareness anddni cates the stateds intervention in cr

The state now defines itself through its control over time, demonstrating its reach by defining

2%This should also be seen as a significant step towar d:
2For ahistoricalaccount of forced sedentarization ar200dt ri bal poc
280 During World War Il, it was known as tiol-e Piroozi(The bridge of victory).
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nati onal time itself. For example, the exact
provinces is mentioned (8). This control and mastery over time was made possible through
technologies. Accordingly, the latitude and longitude of cities aodimces are meticulously

listed, marking a new phase in the production of abstract spacetifié).15

The stateds exclusive control over time 1is
that the official calendar of the country is only the Solar Hijri calendar, approved by the National
Consultative Assembly in 1%$25dandi pubht sbaed.
practices were foundational in the production and imposition of a new temporal regime. As clearly
stated in thé&Salnamekye Pars whi ch represents Reza Shahos ac
of ficial cabhppdavedsbygthbeoMeni stry of Cul tur e
This indicates how the state sought to standardize and control the perception and measurement of

time as part of its broader natiilding.

There is yet another aspect to the production of linear temporality of national history.
Cartographic technologies have been crucial in this regard. It is only from the 1960s onwards that
we witness the expansion and consolidation of cartography in difscieranner. In this process,
the Sahab Geographic & Drafting Instittffehas played a significant role. By producing various
maps, this institute, as part of the Il ranian
representing I ran as a oO6unifiedd national Spa
Pergan. Among the most important maps of this institute is the General and Detailed Map of the

Country of Iran, which is clearly drawn in line with the Farsization and the assimilation -of non

281 The Sahab Geographic and Drafting Institute was founded in Tehran in 1935, the first private geographic and
mapmaking enterprise in the Middle East. Foounded by Abolghasem Sahab, the firm was later run by his son Abbas
Sahab.
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Persians under the abstract representation of Iranian territory and linear narrative of Iranian history.

General Map of Iran with Complete Details (1968has also Ethnicized Iran.

In parallel with Farsization efforts, the Sahab Institute simultaneously sought to Iranianize
ancient dynasties such as the Achaemenids, for example, by publishing a map titled: Iran in the
Time of the Achaemenids. This approach was not new and hasdabkfmecedents. A similar
strategy was employed ifihe History of Iran from the Beginning to Islgi1959) a textbook
written by Parviz NateKhanlari for the fifthgrade students. There is a map titled Achaemenid
Iran Empire at the beginning of the bo@kgure 23). In the lower central section of this map,
Arabestan is depicted, although during the Achaemenid era, there was no such entity as Arabestan.
the title of this map is intriguing because another map (Figdiyelisplays the Parthian Empire,
but unlike the Achaemenidan, there is no mention of Parthignan here, just Parthian Empire.

The underlying reason i s that the stateds

characteristic of oO6lraniandé identity.

Figure23 (Right). The Achaemenid Empirieom The History of Iran from the Beginning to Islgf®59).

Figure24 (Left). The Parthian Empirédrom The History of Iran from the Beginning to IsIg&959).

282 phitps://www.raremaps.com/gallery/detail/59161/genrarabof-iran-with-completedetailssahabgeographie

drafting-instituteand
https://lwww.raremaps.com/gallery/detail/62434jc/genarapof-iran-with-completedetailssahabgeographie

drafting-institute
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This book concludes with a map titled Sasanian Empire of Iran. Interestingly, here, just like in the
Achaemenid map, and in contrast to the Parthian, the term Iran is mentioned in the title. These
maps imply that the Parthians, unlike the Achaemenidsten8asanians, are considered Iranian
only reluctantly, or not at all. So far, it is evident that it is only in the $8&0that some earliest
i mages of ancient maps of &6l rand haveThibeen i
strategy led to the projection of the name Iran back thousands of years, suggesting that Iran existed
at least since the Achaemenid era, even though the name Iran have been used then.

The homogenizing and flattening use of t he
orientalists is based solely on a fictitious idea of a historical continuity, which denotes the people
of 6l rand and Far si | anguagei malvye, etxh e téldr anina
represented as if we are faced with a linear continuity from the Achaemenid era (550 BC) to the
present day in whickhreeperiods can be recognized: the Achaemenid era, associated with Old
Persian, the Sassanid era, repnéag the domination of Middle Persian, and finally, Modern or
New Persian (Vaziri, 2013: 235) . The invent.i
Middle, and New Persian) for me marks the first systematic attempt at Farsist
classification/periodiza&dn (or Farsization) of historyWhat strategy would better serve to
naturalize the continuity of Iran/ Persia by p
and indissoluble language? This linear periodization has been fundamental in theigmaofuc
Iran.

Time, like space, is not external to the state. Time is not an independent element that the
state merely standardizes or organizes; rather, the nationalization of time or the creation of a
national temporal regime is a constitutive aspect of a natiorial iss&lf. National time, like

national measurement standards, did notgxist the national state (Poulantzas, 1980). By the late
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19th century, national time and scale had not yet been developed. The state produces a specific
temporality to repress other existing temporal regimes and prevent the emergence of alternative
temporalities. Standardization, control, and production of biynthe central state served as a key
mechanism in creating an abstract entity known as Iranian nation state. Being Iranian cannot be
understood as separate from the time and temporal regime of the central state. Without this

distinction, we cannot histoiize the very concept of Iran.

7.3. The Farsization as Production of Space
Farsist historiography and cartography were not confined to the textbooks and written materials.

They were inscribed into the spatial matrix of the emerging nation state. The inscription of Farsi

in space has been implemented through the process of Rarsiiaspace and geographg.this

section | focus on the Farsization of space (includingr#nsizatiorof places names) as an integral

part of t#®e&@ pPmodmat sewthis pootessls the key methanism ofternal
colonizationwhich is characterized e elimination oflargely norPersian)nomadic and non

state spatiotemporalitiestellectuals have played a foundational role in the naturalization of Farsi

as the national language of Iran. A prominent example is Gholamali Vahid Mazanghni

s t a tnew esteémed country and in our mother tongue, scientific and technical books that meet
the needs of modern |ife and civilizatarsn ar e
andinfluenced by Friedrich i st 6 s nati onal i st Makaedaranyperoefvesp ol i t
Farsi as the mother tongue of all Iranians, denying the existence ePamsianliranians

Farsization of space and time initially began through such texts and the translations, which was

283 Employing a Gramsciahefebvrean perspective, | argue that Farsism as a colonial body of knowledge and

| anguage i sminaédydmoi matgiraenmar 6 of I ran. Accordingly, I
Iran as anormativeprocess. The whole process of the Farsization of spacetime is a class process of hegemony
buil di ng. As an integral part of this process, Ospeci
everyday | ives. Nor mat i wa@ne gatualmmagical grodemsisddesaciety and isme f r o1
tensions. Instead, normative grammars are produced through the organization, codification, and legitimization of
specific spontaneous grammarso (lves, 2004: 96) .
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complemented by other technologies such as cartogi@itgpter Fourpnd calenda(Chapter
Two).

Upon reviewing manuscripfgoduced in late Qajar era in the previous chapitbecomes
apparent that the Farsization of toponyms hadalan place before the Pahlavi monarchy was
establishedIt was only by that time thahe statesystematicallyproduced andmposed one
(national) modality of spa¢eme) on all other existing and possild@es And this is despite the
fact that the mentality oQajar intellectuals likehe author ofTahghighate Sarhadiehwas
Farsist®®. However, at that time, Farsization had not yet emerged as a key mechanism in the
production of IranDespite its tendencyhé central power was not able to exercise its authority
over the vastdispersedand islandike geographies dflamaleke Mahruse

The Farsizatiorof space has been an alienating proc&ks. dissociation of peoples from
their (non-Persiancultures and languagehas had an alienating, intergenerational impact in these
regions. The alienation of the underprivileged has taken various forms. One can be observed
during the implementation of the land reforifise process of implementing land reforms involved
traveling to villages unfamiliar with the program, gathering as many farmers as possible, reading
out the five clauses of the reform (often without the use of a translator iRersian villages),
and insising on decisions to be made immediately. The final datisas always made by the
| andowner , and farmers were pressured to sigr
1982: 126). This process shows a clear disregard for thé>amias. In cases where someone
attempted to translate the clauses of the law, the translator was imprisoned or exiled (Ibid: 128).

Throughouthe pages oTahghighate Sarhadiehit is evident that many places still retain

their Arabic names, and the state representative made no effort to Farsicize them. Another

284For instance, the author implicitly states that the Turkish language is not the language of the people of Iran (Moshir
al-dowla, 1969: 158), even though Turks constitute a significant segment of the Iranian populace.
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significant issue is the lack of development of the legal concept of territory at that time. References
to mechanisms of land transfer and ownership indicate that in the absence of a national space and
defined borders it was entirely common for land tarbesferred from a person residing in, for
example, Marivan, to someone in one of the Ottoman providdes.shows that there was no
exclusive sovereigntyhe subject under discussion was predominantly the land and its ownership
as an economielationwith agricultural and pastoral productivity, not as a lggaltical relation

Farsization of space has beearried out through a variety @éxtual and institutional
practices The publication ofRasalehy e T a h-g ISartmdie®t in 1969, which includes
extensive references and footnotes to geographical elements of the state, particularly the
administrative divisions as detailed in the -telume Geographical Encyclopedia of Iran
(Razmara, 1949953, represents a fundamental mechanism in the production of national space.
As evident in the title of thé&reatise focus was orfrontiers (sarhadt), not political borders.
Interestindy, in the revised version dtasleh-y e T a h-g Barhgdielpublished during the
Pahlavi era, extensive footnotes were added to the originalTieese added footnotes, which
comprise a quarter of the bookds | engt h, il
entity by relying on a Farsist representation of geografpgse footnotes are derived from entries
in a significant dictionar, Geographical Encyclopedia of Irapublished in ten volumes.

The purpose of these additions in wassttamefFarsicizé®geographical names and thereby
the space itselby the state. For example, it is noted that Mohammerah is now called
Khorramshahr, or Jazirgfe Khazar is now referred to as Abadan Island, an island in the sixth

province (Khuzestan)Moshir atdowla, 1969 39). Another footnote states that Chéai Arabic

285 This book was originally published in 1856.
286 This practice of renaming underscores another dimension of the politics of translation (See Section 2). Farsization
and the politics of translation are deeply interconnected.
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name)refers to the Arab Bani Kh tribe residing in various parts of Falahiyeh, as well as along
the shores of Shatt-&rab and around Mohammerah and Karun (Ibid5@9. A footnote(lbid:
83) mentions thathe former name of Mahabad w@&avojbolagh (a Turkic name)

Farsization was not confined to elite circles; it was systematically designed to permeate the
everyday lives of ordinary people. Textbooks played a crucial role in this effort. In the textbook
New Geography1937) by Mohammad Mohit Tabatabai, both old and new names of geographical
locations within the political divisions of Iran are mentioned side by Hi@mentioned that the
previous name for Arasbaran in Azerbaijan was Qarah Dagh (p. 89), or the previous name for
Mahabad is identified as Savojbolatakri (p. 90).The author, without addressing thielent
realities behind these name changes, such as military attacks and forced displacements, naturalizes
the process of Farsization of nonPersian spaces. At the end of the bookca@luma table
presents both old and new names of certain cities togetherstated that these names have
recently changed, aiminfjo make it easier for readers to memorize thétrthus presumes that
0t he r eader s bhis tablechoveevet cledly indicates that the primary purpose of the
geographical name changes was FarsizatiofQ@arization, andPahlaviation) of the space.

During the Pahlavi era, a significant number of #R@rsian geographical names (cities,
lakes, etc.) were mandatorily changed to Bamames.The state pblications like thePars
Yearbook[Salnameye Pars]also played akey role in disseminating these names and thereby
enforcing their assimilation into common usage.the 1938 edition of th@ars Yearbooka
lexicon is included. It explains the new Persian words and their equivalents in languages like
French.lt is noted that Abadafn F)rgfe® @o a city and island at the mouth of the Karun River,
known for its oil refineris, and vas previously sdled Abbdan(g F pas 5 #sed in Arabid29).

Arasbaran is described as a region in northern Azerbaijan, through which branches of the Aras
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River flow (135) It states tht the ancient name Asbaran had been forgottemer time,being
replaced by Qarajeh Dag, and the Acadefriersian Language and Literatdexided taeinstate

its original nane, Arasbaran Moreover,Khorramshahr is identified as a new name giiethe

city formerly known as Mohammerathich is an Arabic nam@.71). Dashte Mishan is noted as
the ancieat name of alocation in Khuzestan, inhabited by the Bdiaraf tribes, which the
Academy chose a replace the mae BaniTarab (17572%. Zarrineh River is described as a river
originating from the mountains of Kuestan, flowing into Lake Urmia and wasgpiously known

as Jeghtuchay Turkih name(180). In the 1939 edition of thBars YearbookHuweizeld[n D H K
is mentioned as the Persian name for Huweized (?%f & place in Khuzestan near the Karkheh
River (194).

Farsization was not limited to merely renaming cities. They highlight several simultaneous
standardization policies: Farsization of scientific terminologies, renaming of railway stations,
changing personal names and the establishment of family namas,ralter t he name of th
currency unit, modifying shop signs, renaming streets, squares, alleys, and urban pathways,
changing the names of tribes and nomadic regions, and the renaming of months and years
(Jalalpour, 2012: 480). Persian names for nderns and familieare also proposedlong with
their meaningsas part of the broader effort Earsicizethe cultural landscape, extending even to

the naming of individualéPars Yearbook1939: 182186). Even Farsi names were introduced for

287Here, | am referring to the part two of the yearbook, where the page numbering restarts from one.

288|n Farsi, there are two letters for Mandu. The former is absent in Arabic alphabet. Thus, replaciegh unis an

act of Farsization. The same applies to Ahwaz which is written differently in Arabic and PergldhmsdE F H k F
respectively. Today, within Persiapeaking political community, the use of Arabic names, for instance, writing city
names uwi t hsoe,adi fpedrcei ved by nationalists and propol
separati sm. Si mi | ar@Hy, n sver &@et darmogf @OKpGr Wdidn saf@baid sofaldd o accu
of signifying separatism. Coubds é ¢ @df(l ogwadw 60) tahries ccoolnlt cegut
as O8aWaj ziyeho ( Sepyaer aTtaijszti yéevhaov 6()S eapnadr adtvdilst 64 Ub6) in P
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the administrative division®©stan(province)is used for each of the ten administratiiasions
of the country, an@akhsh is defned as a part of 8hahrestarjcounty).

State institutions were also established to systematically implement FarsiZEtien.
Academy of Persian Language and LiteratUfarangestare Iran) played a pivotal role in
Farsization of space. The Academy had several commissions, including the Language
Commission, which itself was divided into four sections: Administrative Terminology, Judicial
Terminology, Scientific Terminology, and Geographical Terminology. The principles guiding t

commission for approving new namasludes

1. Revival of old names or Persian names was given priority.

2. Names combined with words like cha (tea), soo (wate), dagh (mountain), bolagh

(meadow) in nofPersian languages should be translated into Persian.

3. Tribal and nomadic force names in Turkish or Arabic shoulddreslated into Persian.

4. Family names to be converted ingdready Farsicizedplace names.
Iranian intellectualsbelieved that reliance on the authenticity of the Persian language and rich
national culture could prevent the onslaught of foreign terms (Ganji, 1988: 366). This stance by
state institutions represents a formFafrsistfetishismthatin practice, laid the groundwork for
internalcolonization and systematic racism by Far$#8tgainst norPersians.

The imposition of the Persian language on-Rensiarpeoplesoccurred through the central

system of state educatiofollowing the first generations of intellectuals of the national state, in
the late Qajar and early Pahlavi periddshowrote and published historical, geographical, legal,

and literary books in Persian that represertadiansas aunified nationi the national state

28 In my dissertation, references are made to both Farsi and Farsism, highlighting the necessity for a clear distinction
between Farses and FarsistsOn t hi' s occasion, the term 6Farsistso6 is
Farses (who have been assimilated to the dominant Fars culture), thus meriting characterization as Farsist. Farsism is
a social structure.
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gradually extended its physical presence into-RersianspacesThis extension of the central
state made the central education possilite centrally imposed, alienating education in schools
conducted in Persian, beginning during the era of Reza Shahi (®P5, was crucial to the
colonizationof (largely) nonPersian spacemd the production of Iraithis was facilitated by the
expansion of infrastructure projects such as railways and road construction.

However, the process of Farsization extended beyond textual practices. In tandem with the
educationalinterventionsthe physical suppression and the violent displacement oPerasian
peoplescy t he centr al stateds mi l.iThiaphygicalfpesence wer €
wasmadepossibleonly throughthe suppression of local autonomies. Consequently, infrastructure
projects provided the necessary groundwork for the military suppression of independent political
powers in the protected domaier time, with the expansion of communication infrastructures,
the possibility of stateentric education in Persian became feasible across the scattered
geographies of the protected domaihsst as aexamplejn 1929, following its occupation by the
forces of Reza Khan Pahlavi, Fahraj or Pahreh was changed to its current name, Iranshahr,
representing one of the most significant symbols of Farsization of space (Jalalpour, 2012).

To explain the interconnection of the phys
concept of subalternity particularly useful isubal ternity anghysicalmi nat i
domi nation é They are const it worldwewd yt i ehte ri enlaadti
to your own |ife é it is a key factor that pr
resistphysicald o mi nat i ono @1Tvheiss, d2iOall4ect7@ Xx)a.l i nterrel

physical and cultural aspects is reflective of a standpoint of tqtalitych also underpins

2Vyes continues that because these groups often do not have effeetieetualsof their own, they are subordinated
andpassiveha d opt conceptions whi ch aactvelypasticipate meréating oraritically Th u s
assessing the philosophies that guide their lives. They just accept them but suffer the consequences of continual

i ncoherence and contradiction betweed. their actions an

226



Lefebvreds theory ao@ulturah and ghysicadl rencoval ob differentes argp a c e
inherently linked. | see these eliminative processes as the central features of Iranian national state.
The stateoppressions and eliminations of the f#eersiananguages andpatiotemporal regimes
form an essential aspect of the repressing, displacing, and purgirigensian bodiesor more
generally,internalcolonization

The internallyhationally colonial production of Iran has been underway since at least the
late Qajar era. As demonstrated, this colonial process has been intertwined with FarsigEoacism.
instance, the Qajar view of Baluchestan is revealing. Jatmnnamaye Mozaffarithe author
describes the Baluchi p eopl26). Ak theseiterrdoviesgae  a n d
inhabited chiefly by notiPersiarspeaking populations. The production of Iran as a national state
space has been intertwined with the (often violent) imposition of Persian/Farsi as a national

language.

Figure25. Passage fronMozaffari Atlas(1898)characteriing the Baluchi
as savage and wild.

Internal colonization is implemented through the forced Farsization of space. As | said, this
colonial Farsization has been linked with material practices such as expropriatiorRénsan
lands.Land confiscation in no#ersian regions like Turkmen Sahra during the Pahlavi period
epitomizes a major colonial process that has effectively contributed to the production of Iran. state.
As Mansoor Gorgani has documented, it was shortly after the 18%arircoup d'état that the

sisters and brothers of the Shah forcefully camptuaelarge part of the lands and pastures of
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Turkmen Sahr&L. Until 1933 lands and the natural environment of Turkmen Sahra were in the
communal possession of the Turkmen people. It was only by the imposition of a capitalist nation
state form during the reign of Reza Shah (192%that the Turkmens and their lariscame the
object ofinternalcolonization
Suchcolonialprocesses were not limited to Turkmen Saktareover, he statded process
of internalcolonization extended beyond land confiscation. Simultaneoukly Farsization (and
Shiization) of spaceere actively implementetihrough the legalization of space. The entirety of
Turkmen Sahra wakegally disintegrated by the state to normatively assimilate its Sunni non
Persian people into the surrounding Persian and Shii regions. This forced assimilation was
achieved through the Farsization (and Shiization) of space, or what | calrstgizatior?®2
Internalcolonizationthrough Farsization of space has been intensified and worsened under
the Islamic RepublicAs Mohammadpour anfoleimanis hoWwh e |l sl ami ¢ Republ i
are centred around the tr an srdligiousmpaofile amd Persd Kur o
Shi i fication od (i Mosh apnenoapsbfEmaai; 2e20NSHTaec281920
Iranian protests experienced a mass Killing of protesters, iMahshahr massac®. Mahshahr
is an Arab city in Khuzestan province. The name, Mahshabrn)l i8 @ Barsi name for the
indigenous (Arabic) Mashodr p H).IThesstate politics of naming, which has been systematically
in place at least since 1925 can be considered one of the most prevalent mechanisms of Farsization

of spaceOn September 3@022the Islamic regime brutally killed more than 90 individuals in

291 A similar process occurred around 25 years later when the 1979 revolution was in the initial stages of its
consolidation.

292 In some places like Khuzestan, the primary process has been Farsization. In other places like in Kurdestan,
Bal ushestan, and Tur kmen Sahr a mushm & sineultanebud Fagsizatianwarsd pe o p |
Shiization of space has been in place. Farsizatina,can argyas the central process by which Shiization has been
internalized.

293 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mahshahr_massacre
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Zahedan, Balouchestathé Zahedan massaét®. Baluchestan as the mastlonizedregion in

Iran exists in an entirely different spacetime than urban centers like Tehran. During Jina Amini
protestsmore than 300 people have been killed during the 50 consecutive days of protests against
the Islamic regimelt is, unfortunately, unsurprising that more than-timed of the total number
originates from Baluchestan.

Nationally colonial Farsization of space has been conducted through the introduction and
expansion of infrastructural projecthesenfrastructuraprojects have been inseparable from the
process of urbanization. Traf&@nian Railway clearly representsetimtertwinedconnection of
Farsem infrastructures, and urbanizatiofhe case of the Arak Division, which extended from
Qom Station to Dorud Station in Lorestan vi a
educational programs and recreational facitts i n t he postwar periodo |
at the time was an emerging industrial city atsdpopulation was primarily ruralThe Arak
Division developed adult Persian literacy courses for employees, training over two hundred
workers in early 1948 (Ibid: 147Ynlike the prec api t al i st St at es, the m
retain a monopoly of writing: it spreads it (in schools) in response to the highly concrete necessity
of training labowp ower 6 ( Poul antzas, 1980: 59).

The Arak Division, therefore, exemplifies an early casestatist urbanization and
proletarianization. To provide the required workforce for both new industries in Arak city and the
railway construction sites, wadgbourshould have been producédte majority of people at the
time were rural and nomadic populatiomso were not literate in Persiafheir language was not
Persian So, he production of wagéabour necessitateé separation of the people from both

land/natureand language as the means of production. Urbanization, as a, restatled the

294 hitps://www.nytimes.com/2022/10/14/world/middleeastf/irahedarcrackdown.html
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Farsization of théabourforce. The state implemented education in Fanstl Farsi educatiéff)

as part of the urbanization. The production of Iran has been dependent upon this urbanization
which is associated with a particular form of Farsization of space.

Conclusion:

This chapter asked what has been the role of Farsi in the production of Iran? What has been the
historical relationship between the Iranian natstate, its spacetime, and Farsi? | investdjate
crucial practices through which Farsas produced as th@tionallanguage, the language of the
emerging natiosstate | demonstrated that the Farsist practices of the state over more than a
century hasresultedin Fassis a f orm of O&éspeciali zedintimowl ed
way, | spatiotemporalized Fardi.also indicated that the production of Iran as a national state
spacetime has been historically dependent upon the production of a Farsist spacgtime. B
analyzingthe politics of translation aa Farsistpractice of the state | showed hawanslation

systematically contributed the productionof Iran tirough the Farsist production of knowledge.

| then argued that Farsi was produced as a raoiahiatclass relationTo do so, | stued
the space of Farsi social thought and indid#tat the space of Farsi is a dualist-green space,
associated with linear monorhythmic timehen investigated the historical link between Aryan
racism and Farsi. | demonstrated how Farsism, as a form of Persian racism, operates through a
dualistic language that imposes linear time and bounded space, effectively negating the subaltern

nonPersia geohistories.

2%t is important to distinguish between Farsi education and education in Farsi. The former refers to the naturalization
of Farsi as a culture, ideology, and worldview, while the latter pertains solely to the use of the Farsi language as the
medium of instuction, in contrast to other languages such as Turkish or Arabic. What is of most importance here is
Farsi education.
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| alsoanalyzel the underlying assumptions of thmanshahrideology as the condensation of
Farsi 6s spaceti me and t h e Bycanalyzing teratorial ooncepisfin Far s
Farsi, | emphasized that a conceptual history of territory in Farsi reveals the historically contingent
and contradictory production of Iran as a national state spBgceomparing spaces of Iran in
specific historical text§ Shahnamehand Safarnameli in the next section indicatedhow a
selective focus on speciflastorical texts and ignoring otheras a coloniatlass strategy of the
production of knowledgegontributed to the Farsization wan or production of Iran as a unified
nation.| further showed that the statentellectuals have produced Farsi as a dualistic urbanist

ideology.

Finally, larguechow Farsi has played a crucial rolenternalcolonization. First, | analyze
how the more recent di scourse of  edthenmacisti ti es
dimensionof the production of Farsi. Thengdémonstrated thdtarsization of timdas been the
key mechanism of thiaternalcolonization.Exploring the calendar reform as a Farsist practice of
the statd showedhow this mechanisrhas suppressatnPersian temporal regimeBhe Farsist
temporality of Iran is evident in the systematic erasurena#Perisanhistories which are
forcefully subsumed within a national historydémonstrated this by focusing tre Farsization
of space as an associated mechanism ointeenal colonization,showing thatarsization goes

beyond the discursive level and is inscribed into the spatial matrix of the state.

My research highlights the fractureshd contradictorycharacter of Iranian ruling class
hegemonyl concludethat in late Qajar and the whole Pahlavi periods, Farsi was an insufficiently
organic and therefore too weakly hegemonic, and too overtly repressive force in the process of
national unification of Iran. Even today, after a century of systematic histaplbigr and

cartographic practices by the state, Farsi cannot be considered hegemonic. Majoriti? efsiamn
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6l ranians6 are suf f e rcauseg byfthe colonia impesitionof Farsi ovarl  a | |
the past century. The continued colonization of iaéonalinternal colonies like Baluchestan
through land expropriationvas not made possible without the forced Farsization of these

peripheralized regions.

By examiningFarsisml demonstrated hoa ch new st ate #@Aintroduc:
partitioning space (Lefebvre, 1991: 281). | characterize Farsism as a particular form of
partitioning space by Iranian stadore specifically as lillustrated language, and here, Farsi, is
an essential part of the spagecordingly, | proposed that the expropriation of language should
be seen as an integral part of the class struggldiscussedhe expropriation oftheneRer si ans 6
lands have been historically associated with the simultaneous appropriation oPearsian
languages and cultures. National state sgfaee should be considered in its totalBased on the
findings of this chapter, | contend that the concept of Farsization of spacetime enables us to rethink
expropriation, extending it beyond seizimgbour and land. At a more fundamental level,
expropriation involves the appropriation of space and time. Thus, | characterize Farsization as a
nationally colonial mechanism of the nation statexpropriatenon-Persian spacetimes. Subaltern
classes, in addition to fighting for control over their dalpourpowermust possess the capacity
to challenge the ruling class from a culturally equal position. The production of docile bodies
operationalized through Farsist practices of the ¥fdtean essential part of the reproduction of
class relations of production. The alienation of lower classes is implemented through the

expropriation of their physicandintellectual energy. The ruling class can more easily suppress

2% Other mechanisms of repressibthat are beyond the scope of this reseirtlave played a crucial role in the
creation of docile bodies. Notably, sexual oppression and gender apartheid under the Islamic Republic have been
particularly significant.
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a docile body than one that is sexually, culturally, and linguisticallyasedirei such a body,

equipped with seftonfidence, has the potential to dismantle the Farsist ideological constructs.

In the next chaptet,will examine the cartographic practices of the state and their role in the
production of Iran to illuminate a crucial yet underexplored mechanism through which Farsi has
been inscribed in spacetim&o achieve this, | will also explore the broader context of the
cartographic practices of the state, including urbanization and land reform, and their

interrelationship with cartographic practices.
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Chapterfour

| rands Space: Cartographic
National Territory

Introduction:
How has Iran been produced through the cartographic practices of the \Ma#e?is the

relationship between the cartographic production of Iran and the infrastrustajetts, land
reforms, andurbanization?To answer these questions, | systematically examine a wide range of
historical maps from the pi@ajar period up until the Islamic Republic (19/Drawing on
Lefebvreds notion of view lowledge pradaction asnessentiallys p a ¢ ¢
intertwined with and dependent up@presentationfespace(time)Mapping and cartography are
therefore essential mechanisms of the production of s@aographic practices of the state
exemplify howhegemony is a spatial process (Kipfer, 2008). As a result of the state production of
space the social pr casdfiescre thlee oanersv if@e s@pfacae dlha
375). By keeping various classésrritorially separated, this strategy prohibits all contacts and
replaces them by the sign/image of contact (Lefebvre, 1991). This in@ggeagcrucial role in the
production of Iran. The image of a unified nation is cartographically producedfasnaof
Gspecialized knowledgdo legitimize this very spatial strategy of the state.

Building on the analysis from the previous chaptexxplorehow the national state space
produces a fictitious Farsist unity under the imagggdof Iran. All contacts are restrained with
reference to an abstract national unity (comn

cartographically produced as an Oobintemalt i ved
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colonization of norPersian regions of Iran possibleshow that Farsi as a colonial language
knowledge and its associated Irancentric ontology that was initially manifested in textual formats
gradually gained a O60objectived appealexporee t hr
the trajectory of cartographic representations of Iran in different historical s#lirdewill
examine whether Iran has been represented as a unified entity in the maps and if so, since when
and in what manner.

More specifically] aim toexplorethe absendpresencef Iran as a national territoig late
Qajar and early Pahlavi periadgo achieve this, | investigatiee key cartographic practices of the
state through border formation infrastructual projects expropriation ofland (nature), and
urbanization. | analyze these elements as essential mechanisms in the production of a national
spatiotemporal regime. More specifically, | argue that cartographic practices and maps are not
merely representations butaembedded within the material practices of produckocusing on
the cartographic practices of the state since late 19th cenexgminethe role these practices
have played in the materialization of Iranian nationalism within the context of imperiddism.
seems thatiis cartographic lens enables us to rethink critical theories of nationalism and address
their neglect of space and spatial practices. The production of space, and more specifically, the
production of nature, offers an alternative to the dualistic foumdatf the current class
relationship of forces. Through this lens, | put emphasis on the material foundatideroél
colonizationand its central role in the production of Iran.

By comparing maps produced in various decades, one can study the evolutionary trajectory

and intricacies of the cartographic practices of the state, as well as the increasing abstraction of

297Two broad categories of historical maps are recognizable: those embedded within textual documents and those that
exist independentlyMaps were designed for distinct audiences: the elite and the general populace. Additionally, |
conduct a thorough investigation of independently produced historical maps, spanning from the earliest instances to
those from the late Pahlavi period.

235



space and its role in the production of Iran. Therefore, by comparing maps produced in the late
Qajar era with those produced in the first three decades of the Pahlavi regime, followed by the
subsequent decades until the Islamic Revolution, at leastplrieels of cartographic abstraction
can be identified.

Through an examination of cartographic representations of infrastructural developments,
land reforms, and urbanization, the study aims to dissect the material productionlcéXeamine
the infrastructural production of Iran by focusing on the colonial formatiocoofmunication
infrastructuresand their role in interweaving the islahdi k e geogr aphies of 0
national territory in and through the cartographic representations of spatany historical maps
predatingthe first Pahlavi erahere is no evidence afiministrativedivisions.l analyze historical
maps to examine the regional markets and their implications for the absence of a unified national
market. The way the scattered geographies of the guarded domains are connected to their
neighboring geographies, rather than Tehsaiggestghat the political organization of space in
pre-Pahlavi periods was neamational and heterogeneous.

Then drawing on the notion of the production of natutes urbanizationof Iran and the
associatedorocess of thextractive production of Iranian nature will be exploredttesy are
unfoldedin cartographic representatiotdrbanization is crucial because inot onl y has ¢
laid hold of pree xi sting space é but it al so tends to
urbanization (Lefebvre, 1991: 32%). | accordingly examine if nbanization in this sense
represents a new form of colonial production of ceptgiphery relationsAt the end, this chapter
delves into White Revolution, emphasizing its pivotal role not only in showcasing various facets
of land reform, oHdriven urbanization, and the subsequent production of ngpaee but also in

marking a transformative phase in cartographic practices of the Etgdeopriation (of nature)
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refers to those processes that Ai denti fy, sec
system into the circuit of capital. o Scientifi
processes (Moore, 2015: 2T)will explorethe connection betweeland reforms, urbanization,
and cartographic revolutian the context of irperalism.
1. Cartograpic dObjectivityd
Geography, as a discipline built &destern philosophiess structured by a set of ontological
ruptures, including the Cartesian split between mind and body (Sundberg, 200G & pphy,
and more specifically, cartographthat are built upon such a dualisgan be considered a
particular form of Eurocentric ontology with false claims to objectivity. The fundamental
assumption is that there is a Arational gaze t
social relations, and geographical locaéion ( |1 slaind that the dancentric Farsist perspective
has a fundamental family resemblance with this cartographic visiori. § o6r at i onal C
ideologically justifiedby the production of specializefFarsisj knowledgelt is a result of such
entrenched ontology thaubalterndike nonPersians in Iran have been constituted as incapable
of rationality and knowledge productiomhis partially explains the dominant view that regards
nonPersian languages, such as Baluchi, Turkish, and Kurdish, as inferior to Persian. This
perception is based on the Farsist belief that these languages lack the literary capacity to generate
creative and critical knowledge.

The absence of a dialectical materialist view in analyses ofdsamgll as in broader theories
of nationalism, hamade them to a large extent abstract and neglectful ofidterial dimensions,
including the cartographic aspects, of the production of shaeef. e b v r offegisan alternatieed
framework for understanding the multifaceted naturéhefproduction of Iran, and specifically,

the role ofmaps and cartographic practiagaghat processSince the 1980s, critical cartography
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hasfquestioned assumptions about the objectivity of maps, as well as approaches that evaluate
them primarily in terms of sci ent-l?). Cuticalpr ogr e
cartography sees maps as part of the lived experience, influenced by and influencing the perceived
and conceived spaceSritical cartography aims to eé®aturalize the process by which maps that
appears to be factuand selfevident and showing that cartographic representatiorns
constructed and inseparable from poweations (lbid: 13) Maps are both a product of state
practices and a means by which states are produced.

Cartography has historically been a colonial mechanism, and its role must be understood
within the discourse on technology. Technology is frequently regarded as inherently progressive,
as the marker of advancement. This assumption, however, overlooksytheawhich specialized
knowledge and technologies such as cartography, have made colonial projects possible. Different
technologies, including cartography, have been utilized to whitewash the colonial projects.

AOBTr icteanitner ed gl obal economyo6 sha(eswami, he br
2004: 66) | take the depressionof 184 as a turning point where
to falter, and a global restructuring occurred which led tocteation of the Middle East by
partitioning the imperial spaces into national territories. In this way, | put Iran in the context of the
dialectical relationship between colonialism, anticolonial nationalism, and global restructuring. |
formulate this proess as the transformation of an imperial space to an embryonic phase of a
national state spackwould be wrong to encapsulate the materialist conception of geohistory into
a single generalization. Phenomena can be analyzed through multiple distines,lezesch

highlighting different facets based on the chosen viewpoint. In this light, | consider different
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cartographic representations as different vantage piftshen it comes to 61 r a
60lrandéd was represented cartographically- at |
reflective standpoint. This vantage point refers to the way the Safavid, the Qajar, and later, Pahlavi
rulers see temselves and the domains they ruled. The other primary vantage points are those of
the Ottoman, the British, and the Ru#$sian en
impossible to discuss all these vantage points, or even one of them comprehensively, in this
research. | only aim to examine several typical examples to underline the contradictory and
multilayered production of Iran.

It should be noted that national mapping is a twemaytury product. Prior to that, three
traditions are recognized: the I slamic tradit]
between the eleventh and fifteenth centuries; the Ottoman mapgditpns that emerged in the
sixteenth century; and the nineteexn#ntury tradition of European colonial mapping (Antrim,

2018: 141 5) . It is only by the rise of nati onal
representation. The cartographioguction of territory and producing a homogeneous national
population were two interlinked objectives of national mapping. This process always has had
devastating effects on those excluded or dispossessed (Ibid). Prior to the eighteenth and nineteenth
cenuri es, a region which is filoosely corresponda
within for a thousand years. o National/ col oni
obscured this differentiated past. This past could help us transcelaftehéor-granted divisions

of our world (Ibid: 15).

2% use vantage point in a Marxian sense. The force of @
2003: 111). The process of abstraction, as a mental act, has three main interrelatedextedgsn level of
generality andvantage poin{lbid: 74).
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Turning our gaze to the East, contemporaneous with the Ottomans and Safavids, stood the
Mughal Empire. A parallel cartographic pattern is also recognizable eghal mapsladian
traditonn di d not display O6scalar fidelity in a g¢
territory of the Mughal dominion, no maps that depict it as a singular, spatially bounded whole
(Goswami, 2004: 195). Goswami shows that imperial rule was exerais particular peoples
(Afghans, Iranis, Rajputs, Marathaagdeahe like) not over territory (1bid:96). A work from 1870,
written by Ishwar Prasad, explicitly justifies its use of the term Bhiatan di ad s T byr ans h a
stating that AHIi ndus are the 0198).dlkese insightsabi t a

provide abroadhistorical context in which | will analyze the maps in the following section.

2. Absence of Iran as a National Territ@ayd Economy
2.1. Independent Kingdoms/States

Safavid shahs consciously saw themselves as heirs to the-Morkgol tradition and fashioned
themselves in the tradition of the fourteeotntury warlord Timur Lang. If Safavid rulers and the
Persophone urban elites who supported them heglf@onsciously articulatedlentity, it was
religiously based. They saw t hemsel vMastheggs t he
2021 85) . The Safavid political real ms therefoc
centr esd t heaonomwaly aatononootis byt also targely-seifficient in cultural and
political terms (Ibid: 91)Thus, diring the Safavid era, Iran was mostly an idea, a cultural construct
that was not used frequently even in the historical writings let d&lptiee ordinary peoples.

Before the nationalist erandependent kingdomand states have existed across various
frontiers and throughout different historical periodilee analysis of early modern maps further

emphasizes the absence of I rané as #Fhurst i nct

29 The Atlasby Mercator and Hondius (1606).
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26), no defined borders or boundaries are present; instead, it primarily features natural landmarks

and regional name#nother map®™ from the same year, tited PERSIZ, similarly omits any

reference to 6l ranbo, i nstead

highlighting

sections. Notably, this source contains a separate map of &#mndicating the independent

status of Hormuz in the 17th century, suggesting that frontier regions like Hormuz maintained

autonomy from the central state for centuries. This autonomy is reinforced by a dedicated 1616

map®? titled Descriptio Regni Ormuzii (Description of the Kingdom of Ormus), which labels the
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Figure26. Persici vel Sophorum Regni Typgusm The AtlagMercator & Hondius, 1606, p. 496). Utrecht University

Library.

300 petrus BertiusTabularum Geographicorum Contractarum Libri Quing@ed ed., 1606), p. 172, British Library,

London, UK. Photograph by the author, May 2022.

301 petrus BertiusDescriptio Regni Ormvziin Tabularum Geographicorum Contractarum Libri Quinc@ed ed.,

1606), p. 178, British Library, London, UK. Photograph by the author, May 2022.

302 Descriptio Regni Ormvz({i1616), SOAS Special Maps of Persia Collection, University of London, accessed via

https://digital.soas.ac.uk/LOAC000208/00001
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Figure 27. Descriptio Regni Ormuzifrom Tabularum Geographicorum Contractarum Libri Quing(grd ed.,
Bertius, 1606, p. 178). Photograph by the author at the British Library, London, May 2022.

Two centuries latethe structure of independent states remained inthetcoast of the gulph was

lined for ages with petty sovereignties of Arab sheiks, who, yielded a very uncertain obedience to
the monarch of the interiayr P e r(Mariea, A816: 2627). NaderShal®3 and Karim Khaff4in

vain endeavored to reduce these Arab chiefs to more complete obedience: but in many districts
their authority was scarcely acknowledgédanong these chiefs, sheik Nasr, of Bushire, long
retained a real independence (Ibid). Whenever his little domain was threatened Sheik Nasr flew to
arms The territory of Bushire, and the neighboring district, remained under the rule of the Arabs

(Ibid: 29).

303 Nader Shah Afshar (168B747) was the founder of the Afsharid dynasty, ruling from 1736 to 1747.
304 Mohammad Karim Khan Zand (17€579) was the founder of the Zand Dynasty, ruling from 1751 to 1779.
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In a map titled Thé&tate of Iran, Turan, Khwarezm, Transoxiana, and some of the provinces
of Russia, China, India, Afghanistan, Turkestan, Arabia, Ottoman, Baluchistan, and Sistan dated
1850 AD*S (Figure 28), the draniard Gulf and the Kingdom of Sistan are observed. Wiep
explicitly shows that neither Sistan nor Baluchestan were parts of Iran. Moreover, the names of
places remain indigenous and ABersiarsuggesting the absence of a national territory unified by
a national languageColors are used to differentiate the Protected Domains from neighboring
regions, but there are no separating lines. The Kingdom of Sistan is depicted as entirely separate.
Some tibeslike the Bakhtiari, Fili, and the LuEylatsare visible, but not all tribes and Eylats.
This suggests that the concept of national population (associated with modern administrative
divisions), and consequently ethnicities, had not yet emerged, cartdgraphy did not

system
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atic them.
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Figure28. The State of Iran,
Turan, Khwarezm,
Transoxiana, and some of
the provinces of Russia,
China, India, Afghanistan,
Turkestan, Arabia, Ottoman,
Baluchistan, and Sistan
(1850. FromDepartment of
Documents and History of
Diplomacy, Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, I.R. IRAN.

305 Department of Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, I.R. IRAN.
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A separate mafl877)is dedicated to the territories of Khan K&l§tindicating the independence
of Balochestan from the central state of Ifarstracted and overstretched by Russian penetration
in the north and Turcoman incursions in the northeast, the Irastaéewas able to do little in
response to a strengthening Omani presence in most of the southern territories. Indeed, throughout
much of the nineteenth century, this region was under the control of the Omani sultanate. Acting
autonomously, Oman imposed heaayds and engaged in the slave tr@dezai, 2017:41). The
Omani sultanatebs representati veofChabalharaagce d t h
Gwadar for almost a hundred years frtre mid18th century, though thesovereignty was
somewhat tenuous. Only in 1864 did the Iranian state consolidate its hold over the area, including
Baluchestan and recognizing Makran as an essential segment of Kerman province and the broader
Iranian lands (Ibid: 43 4 ) . D e s p iidiaé conitral, athre oregionowfag predominantly
unregulated, with significant British and Omani influence persiséng. 1 9 2 4 , as Baluc
population reached approximately four hundred thousand, the region was eventually placed under
central state control mar ki ng the end of Mi r Dost Mo h mm;:
autonomous rule from 1919 to 1928 in Bampur and Sar@bih 85).

The independence of oO0lraniandé states has be
is explained idahannamaye MozaffariMozaffari Atlag (1898) Larestan was a fully independent
kingdom with its own coin named Lari. It was only under the rulgldfas the Great (1588629)
that Larestan was O6conquer ed®d an29). Aicbrémgaome par
Beatrice Manz, in the fifteenth century, Ancit
own fates and to separaterfrahe centerand if a ruler was to stay in control he required the active

consent of Il ocal forces €& Localities and regi¢

306 The Territories of His Highness the Khan of Kelat
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times of imperial dissolution, they were autonomous entities( ci t ed i n Créating, 20 2(
a unified political entity (Iran as a territory, i.e., a bounded space defineédrder3 required
proper material (including technologiealfrastructural) conditions which were absent at that

period. It was a preorder, or more specifically,feontier era.

Figure29. Passage fronMozaffari Atlas(1898)that testifies to the independence of
Larestan from the land of Iran prior to the reign of Shah AlibhasGreat (1588
1629). It hasalsobeen stated that during that time, Larestan minted its own coin,
which was known as the Lari coin.

The regions of the protected domains of Iran have a long and deep history of independence. For
example, for five years, fr ounitylF®® Mazandarait® 2 6, t
Khuzestan, autonomy movements nearly succeeded in splitting Itamigory permanently apart
(KashaniSabet, 1999: 183 Cronin also documents the widespread existence of autonomous
tribes. By 1921 much of the geographical area of the country was under tribal eamtbl
included not just vast swathes of rural areatsalso some towns and citi@gronin, 200717-22;

see also: Salzman 200860. Even after the Islamic Revolution in 1979, autonomist tendencies

in Turkmen Sahra, Baluchestan, and Kurdestan were alive but were brutally suppressed by the
central state. This inclination towards independence has a very long history and cannot be solely
attributed to the geopolitics of imperialist capitalism and the global spread of the-sttieriorm.

The independence of regions within the diverse geographies of Iran was not an anomaly but rather
a onsistent pattern across various historical periods. Even Ebrahim Pourdavoud, one of the
founding fathers of Iranian nationalism, has spoken of Sistan as distinct from Iran (Pourdavoud,
1934: 65).Taglizadeh also states that the calendar of the Sogdians, Khwarezmians, and Sistanis in

the east, and the Cappadocians and Armenians in the west of Iran is the same as the Iranian calendar
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without any addition or subtraction but with different names (Tagizadeh, 193[T:b&comes
evident here that Sistan was separate and distinct from Iran.

The bookTahghighate Sarhadieff” also demonstrates that in the 19th century, Iran had not
yet formed as a national territory. For example, in explaining the relationship between Arabestan
[Khuzestan] and the tribes residing there with the Iranian and Ottoman states, the author explicitly
describes that at the time there was a kind of reciprocal relationship between the central state and
the frontiers, not limited to one state and varying over time (Mosfuoala, 1969: 5%60). For
instance, certain tribes at different times would chotusdollow different authorities for
allegiance. There were periods, which were not short and exceptional, when areas like Arabestan
did not pay taxes to the center and were essentially autonomous (Ib&R).8& such
circumstances, if the central staieuld not meet the demands of the inhabitants of the frontier
regions, they could change their allegiance, as they also had independent military power in addition
to political independence.

Recenicritical researchon Iranian nationalisrhas also confirmed that Iran has not been a
unified territory throughout historgMatin-Asgari,2009b: 137; MatirAsgari, 2024: 312; Matin,

2013: 71; Matthee2013, 2021; Fragner, 2020: 230phmak & Towfigh (2015) have shown that

Iran has not always been a powerful central state. By focusing on the local history of Fars,
particularly the Gallehdari region, during Qajar and Pahlavi periods, they demonstrate that the
central state lacked thmpacity to contriothe vast expanse of the dispersed geographies of that
time. Essentially, the central state had no presence in the Gallehdari area. Moreover, the Gallehdari
Khans were able to take control of some coastal areas, including Asaluyeh, from the forces

suppored by the British and the central state for about seven years, and defeat them in several

SO7Areportby Mirza Sayyed Jdawlaf ragardirigtha procéds of thetemminiaglthe frontier lines
between Mamalek Mahruseye Iran and the Ottoman Empire, which tqu&ce between 1849 and 1855.
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battles. Such instances, which are by no means limited to Fars, essentially indicate that the degree
of local autonomy was so high that speaking of Iran as a national territory before the Pahlavi era
becomes meaningless. The fact that people were armetd thaaisubordinated groups also had
coercive power, and the means of exerting force were not monopolized by the central state or
regional rulers. Even until the early Pahlavi period, many local tribes were still armed and not
under the dominion of the ceal state. The central state as a territorial entity only becomes
possible decades later, mainly after land reforms (11953).

During the years of conflict between the Qa
local rulers like Ali Akbar Khan of the Gallehdari region did not hesitate to aid the Qashqgais. These
regional alliances, manifested in the unity of local Kharsreg Reza Khan, were a fundamental
obstacle to the formation of Iran as a national territory. The central state, even decades after Reza
Khanos rise to power, st i I8o exed coktreldvertdisgersenle c e s s
geographies. There is no evidence of land confiscation or expropriation of the Gallehdari Khans
by the central state. Even during the three di
central state, the landsmained in the possession of the locals, and there was no expropriation by
the central state. Notably, even the properties of Mohammad Taher Khan, who fought against the
central state and was executed by it, were inherited by his heirs.

Il ran remained amuddrchiemal peamasafntsalnfd trib
Qaj ar peri od: Afas | ate as 1951 t-suffidestsamlen anc
di sconnected communities, c¢omp(Mats 20d3: ®OThiger cen

partly shows that Iran as a national state spacetime did not exist under Qajar rule. Even during the

38As Schayegh ar guceusl,t utrhael srteaftoeréns psoolciicoo es required an
and its expansion beyond the traditional areas of taxat
343) Schayegh characiees Iranian state under Reza Shah as the autodrdt@structurally strong and mixed
patrimonial/bureaucratic (Ibid: 345).
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time of Mosaddeq wunder the Pahl avi dynasty |
understood and defined their identity in the concrete terms of their relativetostdiined tribal,

rural, religious, sectarian, or even urban neighborhood commwiié (I bi d: 71). As |
ithe objective formation of the 6gené®Péal wil.l
made constant appeal, required the reconstitution of the relatively autonomous components of the

|l ranian social formation into an organic whol

(Ibid: 93).

The production of Iran as a national space is only possible when the independenee of pre
national regions is effectively weakened or eradicated. This independence was largely based on
the Khans®é ownership of | and swnershipendrthe mékbfi t ar y
physical presence of the central state in these areas. To produce a national territory, it was
necessary to extensively expropriate the lands from local authorities. It was only with the aid of
communication infrastructures andilitary technologies that the central state was able to
implement this project. The expropriation of land and nature occurred in several stages began
during Reza Khanbés era and systematically i mp
advancement of thinologies such as land registration and modern cartography. Even in the 1960s
and early 1970s, due to the |l ack of appropria
grains could not extend beyond the local level (Hooglund, 1982: 203). Thamdeates how lack
of infrastructure hindered the formation of a national territogrket.

2.2. Borderless Spaces of Fronser
To furtherdemonstratéhe imagined and historically contingent character of Iranian territory,

this sectionl highlight the absence of Iran as a unified national territory with defined borders on

309 Prime Minister of Iran, holding office from 1951 until 1953.
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historicalmaps.me unprecedented character of national
with the natural features of the | andd (Poul a
of the state, since its constitutive elements (economic unity, terfitadytion) are formed through
the statebs direct acti vi t yraniisrthe prodect oba tggayn i z at |
conflictual and long historyOne of the most important mechanisms of the production of Iran is
related to tle practices of border formatiomo develop a cartographic history of these border
formation practices | have undertaken a comprehensive survey and analysis of an extensive
collection of mapso historically cover as many maps as possible, spanning from ancient times to
the present. This approach enabled me to obtain a relatively comprehensive overview of the maps
prepared for the area of my stdtfy

An examination of ancient maps reveals the
maps such asVorld Map by Stabo3!! (63 BC- 23 AD), the world according to Eratosthenes
(Ariana)**? (220 BC), and the world according to Herodétédsna k e no me mtThiosn o f
trend persists in later periods as well:B\i r uni 6 sT ahdap m( Al A wrarpim, | San a
1029) andSketch map of the Distribution of Land and S&a38)}'4 similarly exclude Iran, as
doesMahmud alKas hgar i 6 s3® Wore)l InkteatV) aggions such as Kerman, Fars,
Khuzestan, Qom, and Afagain appear as separate entities, without being unified under the names

Iran, Persia, or Ajam. From the Muslim conquest up to the Safavidthisdands$!® of the se

310] delved into numerous archives, many of which are accessible online. | reviewed over 5,000 unique maps, and the
findings presented in this chapter are derived from this archival research.

311 hitps://www.alamy.com/stoeghotacartographyworld-mapsworld-mapby-strabonrcirca-63-bc-23-ad
coloured19799346.html

312 hitps://etc.usf.edu/maps/pages/10400/10489/10489.htm

313 hitps:/iwww.alamy.com/herodotus 189238 Zthe-world-accordingto-herdotusimage 154623090. htnaind
https://www.myoldmaps.com/magom-antiquity-6200-bc/103herodotus/10herodotus. pdf

314 hitps://www.myoldmaps.com/eattyedievalmonographs/214al-biruni-world-map/2143al-biruni.pdfand
https://www.historytoday.com/miscellanies/inventiworld-history

315 hitps://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mahmud_-<#lashgari

316 See the previous footnote.
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https://www.myoldmaps.com/early-medieval-monographs/2143-al-biruni-world-map/2143-al-biruni.pdf
https://www.historytoday.com/miscellanies/invention-world-history
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mahmud_al-Kashgari

cal | e dverepan af thé Umayyad (6&650) and Abbasid (750258) caliphates, and later
divided among various dynastigghis means that for at least 800 years the fragmentation was a
norm. This fragmentation indicatghat the name Iran was not a determining factor in the
legitimacy of the ruling dynasties.

This trend persists into the early modern period, as seen in amd®@¥ where Iran is
absent, with regions like Media, Hyrcania, Parthia, Carmania, and Persidis depicted independently.
Similarly, theCaverio Mag'® (1505), thethe Ruysch World Map (15073°, the Waldseemdiller
WallMap®®( 1507), and Mer cat o5& ¢ldrian 6o ni so fa btsheen tP.t
map titled 6 Map [Naulmhs@ei??aRdavlsd6 mdp (Afabidea0dmi, Persiae)
(Figure 30) continue this patterrf, eat uring | abels 1like ASIT and
remaining absenthis indicates that in the cartography of th& a&d 18 centuies, 6l randé as

unified geographical or political entity had not yet been formed.

317 Qatar Digital Library.

318 hitps://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Caverio_map

319 hitps://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Ruysch_map.jpg

320 hitps://www.loc.gov/collections/discoveandexploration/articlesindessays/recognizirandnamingamerica/
321 Vivid maps

322 David Rumsey Map Collection
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Figure 30. Arabiae, Ormi, Persiae, &c. descripti(l596). FromHistoire de la navigatiorby Jan Huygen van
LinschotenRetrieved from:
https://www.martayanlan.com/pages/books/4146Aaagueslinschoten/histoirele-la-navigation

Another significant map from this period is the 1647 work3ayliq Isfahari?®, part of an atlas
titled Al nhabited Quar t-lslamjicmapa(®chwartalper:r300a MHis s ur v
map only depicts the nameBelad | r an (Il ranés States), with no

the relative geographical position of Iran émrhs of longitude and latitude (FiguB#).

328 3adiq Isfahani was a prominent author and official in India during the reign of the Mughal emperor Shah Jahan.
He lived in Bengal in the 1630s, where he interacted with local celebrities and literary figures. See:
https://www.peterharrington.co.uk/t#igographicalvorks-of-sadikisfahanitogetheswith-a-critical-essayon-
variousmanuscripivorks
168376.html#:~:text=Although%20he%20traced%20his%200rigins.local%20celebrities%20and%20literary%20figu
res
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Figure31. Map of the Inhabited Quarter, fro8haheek Sadig an encyclopedic work in Persian Badiq Isfahani
(1647)

These observations align with the broader cartographic traditions of the region, further
emphasizing the absence of a unified o6lrané
traditions that emerged in the sixteenth century, for exaipptejtizedi e x pr essi ons of
in meaningf ul regions, rat her t han elb)aTheans t
Ottoman maps in fact underscore the absence of political or cultural bondE48, Katib Celebi
initiated a massive, unfished world atlas, combining maps with lengthy written commentaries in
Ottoman Turkish, titlec€Cihanrgma (Worldview (Ibid: 98)and included a dedicated map of Iran.

In the second version @ihanrgmathere is a map of wesentral Iran that accompanies the

(0]

a

b

chapter titled 6t imeamse-gAldratle M6 CeAsl Antwhi mhcl a

title constitutes an act of translation between the Turkicized Arabic toponym for the area from the

0Atl as of | sl amd@ibal) and ttia term that wa$ USed Ionaré oftenrin tha Ottoman

Empire for thée¢ Aamemar ea EARIr sl nNotablyg\@rjatons( Ant r i
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exist across different copies dfihannimain both content and formal aspects, further
underscoring the fluid and evolving nature of territorial perceptions.

These observations further underscore the lack of emphasis on territorial sovereignty in
cartographic traditions of the period, reinfol
not yet fully established. Idatib Celebi'sCihannimaWorldview), sovereignty does not occupy
a central role in the printed edition:t he only | egend in the entire
sovereignty appears on the w@pndat hehenAggeahe
in the entire work that highlighs sovereignty in its | egédhed is t
1732 edition ofCihannimdurther illustrates this point, as color was added by hand after printing,
leading to variations in emphasis across different copies (Ibid). This apgneigamore emphasis
onon natural features, such as coasts and rivers, over political boundaries, suggesting that the idea
of territory as golitical concept remained underdevelopad.shown in(Figure32), coasts and
rivers are emphasized in darker red and internal boundaries are traced in lightfteetthgthe
relatively | ow importance of sovereignty. As
to trace a boundary between Safavid and Ottoman territory, nor does any inscription mark this
geopol i ti cal Thidabsence of cleaopolifical blemdrgation is not limited to the map
of Iran but also extends to the mapsAafatolia and Arabia, which similarly lack markers of

political jurisdiction.
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Muteferrikaods m &ipasnunhaare thus tchamcteriz&d3b® a distinctly
regionalist perspective, underscoring the fact that the concept of national space was-still non
existent at that time. As noted, fAthe cartogr
territory in politicalt er ms 0  ( An t +107)nWhile€ severadl :Eurdpéab atlases from this
period, such as the Mercatdrondi us and Bl aeu atl ases, incl ud
Mut ef er r i k a@hanniuenddelibarathn avoaléd such representations, reflecting an
alternative approach to mapping. This contrast highlights the impact of a Eurocentric vantage
point, which imposed political boundaries and national identities that were not yet present or

prioritized in Ottonan cartographic traditions.

Figure32Map of I ran from the Mut Eiiaenimaprintad irelstaintuliindl n32. Adaptddldrami b Ce |l ebi
Antrim (2018: 104).
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Figure33. Map of IranfromtheMut ef er r i ka e di tCihammmaopfinte&ia Istanbul ilCle 32%temford s
collection View in high resolution here:

https://exhibits.stanford.edu/islamicworld/catalog/sp242bz8546

To see a differently coloregersion,see:

https://www.csusb.edu/csmaw/outreach/ottoraahibition

| found two other versions of tid ¢ t e f e map.iOkedndte Yale map collectidhdated 1729

to which KashanBabet has referred and the other one which is accessible in a Turkish archive.
According to fia rare map of Il ran attributed t
place to land by setting precise boundaries betwe t wo | mper i al -Sabet,er sar i
1999: 17).This perspective stands in stark contrast to KasBamib et 6 s anal ysi s of
map. She arguesi M¢ t ef erri kadés design <c¢clearly marked

Empire i n 172 9Sabet(bélibvesdhat.the gublisatica ofithis map is related to the

324 hitps://collections.library.yale.edu/catalog/15509666

255


https://exhibits.stanford.edu/islamicworld/catalog/sp242bz8546
https://www.csusb.edu/csmaw/outreach/ottoman-exhibition
https://collections.library.yale.edu/catalog/15509666

border wars between the two powtitagthad come to aresolutionin 1727. Shestyg t ef er r i k a 0

decision to print a map of this significant

unequi vocal Ottoman control of disputed bor de

should then be seen asnc@glpoumydng 6a moment of
Such interpretation however is misleading. Given the historical context of cartography in

that period, as Antrim discussed, it is clear

nothing to do with the 6pr ec ivasonthab Kashdbabet e s 6 .

refers to and the one that is accessible in a Turkish aféhiFegure34), an important discrepancy

is recognizable between the two copies. In the Yale version which KeSabet has used (Figure

35), a dashed line is visible, which is absent in the other copy (FgurBlextto this dashed line,

in the upper left corner of the map, a phrase can be seen which readsi@s mamalele osmani

(limits of the Ottoman domains). But if we compare the handwriting with which this phrase has

been written with the form and style of the other written wanal the map, it turns out that the

phrase has been added later by hand to the printed map. The main question is, who drew this dashed

line and when®oreover,the Yale copy has a smaller box within the description box in the lower

| eft corner. This smaller box which includes

archive version. These discrepancies undermine Kashanb et 6 s ar gument .
Furthermore, if, as Kashaiabet claims, Muteferrikentendedt o s how t he Oune.

Ottoman contr ol o fonedvoutdexpécetde miamto idciudel thee title of dhe

Ottoman EmpireHowever, the map does not feature any

the titleof Mamaleke Anatoli(Anatolian domains)This further casts doubt oKashaniSa b et 6 s

interpretation, suggesting that her reading of the map may be probleimgticitly responding

325 http://muteferrika.mtak.hu/hu/nyomda.htm
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to Va z i argudesit she concluds t h at 6l ran and its correspon
nineteentkcenturyinovations ... Nor did these ideas originate with the work of Orientalists, as one
writer®?6h a s s u g g e 18t Despite its(clitibal sthnc&ashaniS a b e t odrainforcesthek
traditionalview that Iramand its territorhas e xi st ed t hroughout histor
to set apart things I ranian ¢é had old roots
nationalismo (1 bid).

Clear boundaries that separated continents, let alone the national states, were relatively new
when theCihanrgmawas printed in 1732. The sadvident and empirically provable divisions of
the world were only naturalized later in the laté"Hhd early 20 centuries. Influenced by the
Europeanracial ar t ographic tradition during the ninet
fundamentally, and naturally separate g-eograp
109). This new racial andivilizational cartography was in sharp contrast with the Ottoman
mapping traditions that #Astressed belonging i

political jurisdictions, cultures and even | a

326 As we can expect, this author is none other than Mostafa Vaziri.
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Figure35. Mamalekelranf r om t he Mut ef er r i kGhamihiaprintedmn Istafibul K 4732. Yale Uriviersith i 0 s
Library, Map Collection.

Anotherversion of the same map is also available, which is more popular. In this color version,
which has its owrvariations?’ (Figure ®), the same dashed line has been converted to a solid
line. A similar line has also been added on the left side of the map, with the explicit aim of dividing
and distinguishing the Iranian lands/domains from the Eastern domains. However, these added
linesshould be seen as political manipulations. Drawing sharp boundaries between imperial spaces

was not a central i ssue at t hat ti me. These

327 See for example:

https://howiyat.blogsky.com/1390/03/22/p@&/
https://www.radiofarda.com/a/chele®29069972.html
https://cheshmandaz.org/2013/09/24/%D8%AF% D 9%#39%86%D9%82%D8%B4%D9%87
%D 9%82%D8%B1%D9%8860D9%87%D9%81%D8%AF%D9%87%D9%85

%D 8%B9%D8%AB%D9%85%D8%A7%D9%86%DB%8%GD8%A7%D8%B2
%D8%A7%DB%8C%D8%B1%D8%A7%D9%86/
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https://cheshmandaz.org/2013/09/24/%D8%AF%D9%88-%D9%86%D9%82%D8%B4%D9%87-%D9%82%D8%B1%D9%86-%D9%87%D9%81%D8%AF%D9%87%D9%85-%D8%B9%D8%AB%D9%85%D8%A7%D9%86%DB%8C-%D8%A7%D8%B2-%D8%A7%DB%8C%D8%B1%D8%A7%D9%86/
https://cheshmandaz.org/2013/09/24/%D8%AF%D9%88-%D9%86%D9%82%D8%B4%D9%87-%D9%82%D8%B1%D9%86-%D9%87%D9%81%D8%AF%D9%87%D9%85-%D8%B9%D8%AB%D9%85%D8%A7%D9%86%DB%8C-%D8%A7%D8%B2-%D8%A7%DB%8C%D8%B1%D8%A7%D9%86/
https://cheshmandaz.org/2013/09/24/%D8%AF%D9%88-%D9%86%D9%82%D8%B4%D9%87-%D9%82%D8%B1%D9%86-%D9%87%D9%81%D8%AF%D9%87%D9%85-%D8%B9%D8%AB%D9%85%D8%A7%D9%86%DB%8C-%D8%A7%D8%B2-%D8%A7%DB%8C%D8%B1%D8%A7%D9%86/

intentions and the nature of Ottoman cartography tradition. This cartographic politics seeks to
demonstrate the existence of Iran as a territorial space with clear boundaries in the past as an
inviolable scientific factThe deliberate alteration of mapssystematically utilized to produce

6objectived representations of O6lrané.

Figure36. Mamaleke Iran. Reproduced in Alai (2010: 276) froBeneral Maps of Persia: 1471925 © Brill.

The evolution of cartographic representations of Iran from the ldt¢dlthe early 2% century
reveals a gradual shift toward the defined borders and national territory. In maps from 1817 and
1827, there are no visible borders, while a map from 1890 uniquely depicts Persia with clearly
defined boundaries, essentially representing Iraneassts today. Interestingly, this map is titled
Persia, with no mention of Ir&f¥. Earlier, maps such as those

1797?° atlas used titles lik®rientis TabulaandImperium Parthicuninstead of Iran or Persia.

328 All the mentioned maps in this paragraph are from:
Alai, Cyrus. (2010)Special Maps of Persia 1441025 Brill.
329 David Rumsey Map Collection
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Moving into the 19th centuryiran remains absena map from18353° depicting the Earth, for
example, refers t8ilad al-Ajam betweerBilad al-Hind andBilad al-Arab, without any mention
of Iran or Persialn yet anotheOttomanmap3t i t ke #OF r 8 4 bFmyF T 64 K3 30 KDk fe
Countries of Asia under the Rule of the Sublime Empigmestans depicted, encompassing
Irag-e Ajam and Lorestan, while other regions like Iraq Arab, Kurdestan, Armenia, and &eorgi
are distinctly marked. The 18@3did Atlasalso uses Ajamestan rather than Iran or Persia, and in
another 1835 map o fBeladrAmnmdEmaicateth dhe tetiviamealekepjane r e s
is used in the @p titled Iklim-i Asya(The Continent of As)&? Furthermore, the 186% World
Map from an Ottoman perspective, sourced from the Ottoman Imperial Archives, mentions
Ajamestan instead of Iran or Persia, with no political borders visible. Thi€nmtentric map
has the Pacific OceaBéhr-e Mohite Mo 0§ atatdceniter, with Anatolia depicted instead of
the Ottoman Empire or Turkehat!| 6l wasdobeganmni
Ottoman maps.

In the maps in The Atlas of Ancient and Classical Geography by Samuel Butler32851)
edited by Ernest Rhys (1907), the teébmensis used instead of Iran or Pergian intriguing map
titted Iran and Turan, drawn in 18#8§ features both Persien and Iran, but Iran refers only to a
specific northeastern region, distinct from T
Similarly, in another map drawn in 1853 in Italian in Milan, titled States of Iran, both m@n a

Persia are simultaneously observabl e, with |Ir

330 Atlas, ay majmu kharitat rasm-atd by Brocktorff, F de (Malta, 1835) arab atteenZac hary Fost er 6s P
Collection.https://palestinenexus.com/

#¥lRa@gi f Mahmud, Efendi. WilliamThkbafeeHumay@he(B03BO4gt | as terc
332 hitps:/Iwww.csusb.edu/csmaw/outreach/ottoraahibition

333 hitps:/Iwww.facebook.com/ottomanpictures/photos/a.1458235151088111/2530105127234436/

334 hitps:/Iwww.facebook.com/ottomanpictures/photos/a.1458235151088111/1954288988149389/

335 hitps://maps.lib.utexas.edu/maps/historical/butler 1851/index.html

336 David Rumsey Map Collection
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representing the broader territory. A shift is noticeable in a map titled Persia and Afghanistan,
drawn in 1861 by Keith Johnston F.R.S.E, where both Iran and Persia refer to the whole territorial
extent, with Iran no longer restricted to a specific region

The formation of Iranian territory is a much more recent developmenthe examined
maps show, hte transformation ohonPersianfrontiers and the formation of borders, and
consequently the production of Iran as a national territory, was realized only in the second half of
the twentieth century, as evidenced by works Bagders of Iranby Mohammad Ali Mokhber
(1945)who was a member of boundary commissions and involved in the installation of border
signs.This bookis the firstsourcethatexplicitly discuss the bordersn@rzhaye) of Iran, rather
than its frontiers (Ganiji, 1988: 213). In this regard, the book can be seen asiviaditahe
inception of the national territory. The introduction reflects a tendency towards a progeirig
and genderedonceptiorof territory, sayingthat just as everyone should know the boundaries of
their personal home, 6l raniansdé6 should study
common home (Mokhber, 1945: R¥.

Approxi mately ten vy eworotherimpottamtrooolerépbbliseed:d s b o o
Borders of Iran and the Soviet Uni¢1957) andl'he Fate of Baluchestan and Its Bord€r859),
both written by Amanullah Jahanb&Hj the great grandson of Fath Ali Sharhe type of maps
includeeUinn 6kathbhbroks mar ks a n SBwdesseflranlamdphene nt i

Soviet Unionshows that it was only in 1956 when the Ire®oviet Union bordei | i wag 6

337 This view lends support to my argument that defines the familial space as the cell form of national territory. This
propertycentric view of territory and borders, which considers Iran asitiheeof Iranians that must be protected,

reveals the gender aspect of the national spacetime and heralds the first implicit appearance of the concept of territorial
integrity.

338 Amanollah Jahanbaifi89:1 97 4) was the great grandson of Fath Ali
to St. Petersburg for schooling, where he attended the Mihailovsky Artillery College and the Nikolaevsky War
Academy.He furthermore served in the Persian Cossack Brigade and was a pivotal figure in the 1921 Persian coup
d'état.

262



established. In that yeahe border waphysicallyproduced using stakes, wooden and concrete

columns/poles, and barbed willdhe Fate of BaluchestanandltsBorderd a hanbani : 1959
speci al significance in terms of the authorod
assuming the | eadership of the Border Commi ssi
the book was the determination and establime n t of I rands Dborders wi

contains a map illustrating the politicivisions of Eastern Balochestan during the British period.

One distinctive aspect of the maps is the use
Baluchestams part of IrarfFigure37). B xw
e T e— -\'f’. ]
N\
Figure37. Baluchestan Border Lirfeom The Fate of Baluchestan and It ¢ < QI S /6.\“;
Borders(1959). ' ‘ oV AN
4 “"
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The 1960sand 1970scan be considered an important s‘tage in the expansion of territorial
representation of Iran in and through Farsi. During this period, for the first time, we encounter the
expansion of Farsist geographical knowledge, depicting Iran as a unified natiocelvéfia

defined boundaries. The bodkeography of Iranby Mohammad Hassan Ganji and Hossein
Khalilifar (1970st art s wi th a map of the countryds ecor

time to maps over text. Itonlyshowaln and does not include any of
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are delineated with bold black lines, separating it from the gray backgroundisThes most

abstract depiction of Iran in textbooks until then (Figue 3

The technological advancement led to the production of the map of Iran as we know it today.

The Geographical Organization of the Armed Force$\aironal Geographical Organization of
Iran; a state agency affiliated with the Ministry of Defense and Armed Forces Logistics, was
establishedn 1921to gather geographic information quickly and accurately for the country and
other areas needed by the armed for€las organization became the first in the Middle East to
perform analog aerial photography of th&iee country in 1955Using conversion devices and
surveying, they managed to produce topographic maps from these aerial photdgrapasulted

maps appeared in the textbooks as wellhénttookGeographyfor third year of junior high school

by Hossein Khalilifa1977), it is stated that in our era, the availability of aerial photographs has
greatly enhanced the speed and accuracy of map drawing. In thisfoodtke first timewe

encounter mapkke population distribution (Figurd9) that represerd new level of cartographic

technology.

Figure 8 (Left). Map of Iran ,_
from Geography of Irar(1970).

Figure 39 (Right). Population
- densityfrom Geography(1977).

2.3. Frontier Economies

During the Qajar period, when the natiortairitory was absent, the independent and semi
independent spaces were not yet unified. In the absence of internal nvarkeis frontier

economies were dominant. It was in the process of the production of Iran amaticsal

spati otempor al matrices that, borrowing Poul
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uni fied national mar ket Aby mar king out the f

out s Pallanizas(198005106).The state did notunifyapexi st i ng o6internal

instead formed it from the very outset. Poulantzas bensiderss nat i on al soci al f o
6t he principal roots and focal p oi nSpexificeof t he
this emergent spatiotempor al matrix is its te

no way of advancing ithis spatial matrix except along the road of homogenization, assimilation

and wunificationd or fAexcept through demarcat.
extendedad infinitund (| b i Tehe spatiddeporal matrix of capitalist mode of production is
embodied in the national territory which HAhas
(Ibid: 104). Poulantzas treathie capitalist social formation amationStateas equivalent (lbid:
112).Territorythusb ecomes nati onal and, fAby means of th
mo d e r n [Roalantzas, 1980 §4105)°.

Absence of Iran as a national territory has been associated with the absence of a national
economy/ mar ket . Well into the twentieth centu
economies, each consisting of a major commercial center with ithiowarland Matthee, Floor
& Clawson, 2013208).The absence or at least the limited presence of exchange value relations
and its associated abstract spagee can be inferred from the fact that money had not yet fully
emerged as a national medium of lexege. This situation is evidenced by the varied forms of
currency and the lack of a uniform monetary system during the late Qajar and early Pahlavi eras.
In1802,a signi ficant number of the coins circul at

even minted within the empireitself 1 n nort hwest &6l rand Russian c

¥Accordi ng tThe Raseurarksott tha feontiersiof this serial space in the very process of unifying and
homogenizing what these frontiers enclose. It is in this way that the territory becomes national, tending to merge with
the natiorState. It is in this way too th#tte nation tends to encapsulate the $tatl Poul ant zas, 1980: 1
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while in southeast Iran, Indian currency prevailed. In 1846 there is more Russian money in
circulation at Khoy*°than Persian. Moreover, the value of the foreign coins varied from region to
region. Yazd,in184% 0 had a currency of its own, odi f f
1880s, 0 At Bandar "Abbas t he -2@8uThe bightcosts ofi n wa
transportation and the absence of suitable communication infrastructure and technology also
impeded the formation of a unified monetary market.

With the establishment of the Imperial Bank of Persia in 1889, paper money started to be
used on a systematic basis. However, in 1900 IBP lost its de facto monopoly in response to Russian
pressure Nlatthee, Floor & Clawson, 201227, 228).So, even after the establishment of the
Imperial Bank, one cannot speak of the existence rdt@nal economy. There was no unified
authority capable of imposing (in practice) a standard currency across the scattered geographies of
the Protected Domains. The absence aftandard for currency essentially signifies a lack of
standard for calculatinabourtime. The issue extended beyond currency alone. Essentially, the
system of measurement itsélfwas qualitativé#? and reflected the diversity and plurality present

in the scattered geographies of the protected doftéarsd the heterogeneous nature of space.

340Khoy is a city in the Central District of Khoy County, West Azerbaijan province, Iran.

¥lFor distance measurement, OFarsangd isecBmmbinbyounséd
kil ometers, but in some areas, it is shorter. OFarsang:
different unitsareusedbgte ner al |l y 6Jareebd i s -ec oSrmeomi,d csognpari ed ,n gt Haqg L
and Abadeh, i te i Sh aomildy slg wWadr0e db.ZadJareebd is usually di\
6Charkd, and each 6ChéarkdhenmeasQréhmhMmend® of éNefaee ar e:
and even within different parts of each province (Jamalzadeh, 1916: 169). These indicate that space had not yet become
abstract and remains highly localized.

%2'n | ate Qajar era, or the early 20th century in Iran,
(chickpeas), and each Nokhod into four 6Gandomdé (wheat
one O6Tabr i zé Avabnanséi s(6e)i,ghwi t h each O6Abbasi 6 being five S
6Shah Manné, and four Tabr i z -Deveay 1898: 163 16b).nMeasdrdrnant wabla n n 6
entirely qualitative and based on grains. The exchange value hget betcome the basis of social relations. The unit

of l ength in Ilran is the 6Zaré that i's not consistent
measuring the weight of coins (Jamalzadeh, 1916:172).

343 The measurement of distance, time, and weight are interrelated, and each requires its specific technology: Length
measurement, clock, and scale.
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The absence of Iran as a national market is reflected in the moveniahbofforces in
frontier regions. h 1858 a total of 4,852 passports were issued to those crossing the Russian
Iranian frontier in search of work in Thilisi, Elizabethpol, Shusha, Shamakhi, Yerevan and the
other southern Caucasian citigss Atabaki says, the number of illegal migrants would have
exceeded the number of legal migréatiouers. The free exploitation of the oil deposits in the
Apsheron peninsula dhe Caspiancoastih8 72 caused t he malabsuermi gr at i
to the Caucasus and Central Asia. The construction of roads and railways such as the Trans
Caspian network increasadbour migration Wi t hi n ten years t*hie numbe
Central Asia rose from 23,191 in 1897 to 55,000 in 1907, and they became the main immigrant
community in the region. On the eve of the Russian Revolution of 1905 the Baku oilfields
empl oyed some 10,000 O1 r ani an dstvakplarkisoffAgverdiand i r
in the north of Yerevan there were 2,500 061lra
total workforce there (Atabaki, 2007: -32). Issawi also confirms these figures. As he explains,
in 1915, about 30% of the workers in the Ru
immigrants. Consequently, the Caspian provinces attracted impoverished people even from distant
areas including Sistan. Bes i deams fnrom gorthedstero n  t o
regions toHerat, from southeastern regions to Karachi, Muscat, and even the Zanzibar Islands.
There were also migrations to India and Turkey (Issawi, 1983: 75, 76).

So, the central state of the Qajar Empire was not capable of facilitating migration from rural
areas to urban centers through industrial expansion. As a result, it was the Russian central state
that pursued frontiebased industrialization. This illustraterhy Iranian wag&bourand national

market developed later than Russian ones. The Russian state took the initiative and acted pre

To see my critiqgue of Atabaki 6s methodological nation
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emptively.Russian capitalists and landowners persuaded the central state of Russia not to obstruct

the influx oflabourfrom frontier regionsAtabaki, 2007 39-40). This clearly shows thditontiers

andnational territoryn d o not exi st prior to the unificati
original somethingnside that has later to be unified. It is by means of the State that the territory
becomes nationalPpulantzas, 1978L05) The same line of reasoning applies to the national
market;the State does nekist independently or prior to it. National market is not sometimiag t

the state has to unify externally; it is formed in tandem with the state formation. A dualism is also
recognizablen the economigtc oncepti on of the State where Atl
economic sphere are r el Rdulantzassritizethiseduatisecrando r i t y ©
dopologicabr e pr esent ati on of O6based and Osuperstruc
a mere appendage or reflection of the economic sphere, devoid of its own space and reducible to

t he e conomyReminfdimghne of a diale&tigal perspective of totaligar gues t hat i

posiion of the State visa-vis the economy iseazver anyt hing but t he moc

presence in the constitution and re¥roduction

He explains that f#Athe capitalist separatior
than thespecifically cpi t al i st form of the State's presenc
167.By virtue of changes in the relations of pr:

(training of labowpower, towAplanning, transport, health, the environment, etc.) are directly

integrated, in an expanded and modified form, into the vergegpacess of the reproduction and

Herebd6s a compact explanation:

Al n short, a mode of production does not arise out of
inalterable structure before they come into relation with one another. It is rather the mode of productiathatiself

totality of econont, political and ideological determinationghich fixes the boundaries of these spaces, sketching

out their fields and defining their respective elements. Theyrame the very beginningonstituted by their mutual

relation and articulation a process that is effected in each mode of production through the determining role of the
relations of production. But t hat determination al way
(Poulantzas, 1980: 118).
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val ori zati on o-l68)cNaw, the space of the Btateghands 10&he extent that
whole areas of the valorization of capital and reproductidabafurpower are directly inserted in
the State (Ibid).

This dualism is not merely spati&lational borders and national territory did not episbr
to the unification of the national markeAs Hadjimichalis explains, drders are established
simultaneouslyvith industrialization, whickiwas always internationalizédio Nat i onal 6 mar
in Europe were internationalized at the same time of their creation. National borders, writes
Poulantzas, are established when capital and trade are in a position to get rid éf thénm u s
there was never a linear transitbrr om t he nati onal to the intern
2016: 142).

It is in the context of the transformation of frontier markets to a unified national market that
Poul antzas says, f or t hhestorical tensleancydencomepass a dmgle, St at
constant nationd (I bid: 95) . The state has n
production. The capitalist State has fgeuliarity of reserving social space and time for itself: it
intervenes in the erection of spatiotemporal matriPesifantzas, 1980 99) . That 6 s why
is a product of the State, Asince iIits constit
modi fied through the Stateb6s direct activity
By producing a particalr s pati otempor al matri x, it he Stat
betweenhistory andterritory € t h e ¢ dapeimiarksl out she froBtiers when it constitutes
what is within (the peopteation) by homogenizing the before and the after of the content of this
encl osureo (1 bid: 114). Although the relation
simultaneously forms these relatior{thid: 25). The statematerializes politicadeological

relations.Terri tory and history crystallized by the
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variant of the spatibeemporal matrix overitsworkingl ass varianto (Poul ant:
State in this spatiotemporal sense is riiterial condensation of a relationship of forces (lbid:
152).Therefore, the modern nation state is not the creation of the bourgeoisie, but the outcome of
arelationshipof forces between the social classes (Poulantzas, 198:

It was not until the late 19and early 20 centuriesthat frontiers gradually became a
fundamental issue for the emerging capitalist order, and national borders started to take shape.
There is a map from 1913 titled Petisaqi Frontief*¢, which specifically demarcates the fixed
border between Persia and Irag. On this map, the name Persia is visible, as well as the title Iran,
which is placed in parentheses. Decades later, in 1941, a map titled Iran and Iraq was drawn, clearly
showing theborders of the two countrie¥he detailed map of the country of Iran with defined
frontiers from 1913" (Figure ) represents a new level of cartographic technology and the
emergence of a national territory. The borders on this map are largely deterfandide first
time, he legend explains that this map was translated with utmost precision by experts skilled in
the science of cartography, based on several English, German, and Russian maps. This shows the
initial stages of cartography were a form of translation proceswmribaly intertwined with
Orientalism.The names remain nédPersian, having not yet Farsietz Pre-national names like
SolduZ*® and Ardalaf*® are seen on the map. Some triseshas he Kal hor Kur ds,

Arabs, and the Ismail Zehi and Yarahmadzehppeaisporadically. Iraq is shown, now simply as

346 perselraqi Frontier as Fixed in 19184 and amended in 1937 (1945).

347 Department of Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, I.R. IRAN. The version that |
usedis the second edition, published in 1924 in Istanbul.

348 Soldooz is the name of a region in northwestern Iran that, through a decree in 1967, was renamed to Nagadeh.
349 Ardalan was a hereditary Kurdish vassaldom from around the 14th century until 1865 or 1868 with Sanandaj as
capital.
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Irag, not Arab Iraq or Ajam Irggghowing one step toward homogenization of spBakichestan

howeveris still outside the borders of Iran.
i AR

oY B o A% . tite

Figure M. Detailed map of the countr of IraBecond edition, originally published in 1913 an reissued in Istanbul
in 1924. From the Department of Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Islamic Republic
of Iran.
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In the early years of the Pahlavi era, geography gained greater importance for the central state
leading to the incorporation of cartographic representations into educational and official
publicationsMasoud Keyhan, a geographer and stateman, who is considered the father of modern
geography in Iran (Ganji, 1988: 312), published a twa@ame set titledDetailed Geography of

Iran during the formative years of the Pahlavi state. The first, second, and third volumes of this
book respectively explore the natural, political, and economic geography of Iran. According to
Keyhan, Apol itical geogr aphy deace femdsheranp | et e
(Keyhan, 1932a: -3). In the third volume, EconomiBeography, notable maps include Iranian
Forests, Discovered Mines in Iran, Iranian Roads (Fidye, Il rands Post al and
(Figured2) , and | rands Tel kighllykdimehe iGiteaistage of she @aduttioh i n e s

of Iraniannature

H ..o,._/\.,
fr @ ;
/ M RSN

Figure 41. Iranian Road$rom
Detailed Geography of Iraxol. 3
(1932a).

272



.. *’43955:.1)"
l{‘.ﬁ-:lﬁ-’{-/B :‘r" FN
i
ST R —
I L -
) Q/‘;...’.éf_/ P,
LTI
S o e
A
‘fu’"_"lﬂ.')'-'/f_;f"/;,’
Ry

tiwonTe
T

Joe

Figured2.l r andés Post al feomDetailed Gedgrapley pfiraadl.i3 (L232a).

These maps are essentially the first of their kinthése initial steps towards representing national
space, 6lrané is differentiated and separated
adjacent spaces still do not represent national spaces. As seen in the map o(Rigereft2),

in the right and bottom corner, an area titled English BalucheBtanq] = x F) isfngludéd; 1 A3
indicating the continued presence of imperial space. Similarly, the phrase Twskih@nrF)3s

used in the top right corner, illustrating that the space was not yet understood as teatitors|

(m D). Mbteover, there are inconsistencies between the maps. For example, in the map on the left,
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the western neighbor of Iran is referred to as MesopotéBagn ainahrein) while in the other

map, it is labeled as Arab Iraq. This indicates that first, space had not yet taken shape in the abstract
sense, and secondly, the naming of spaces was not yet standardized and consistent even within a
single book. Nevertheless, the exsive use of maps in geographical books of this kind clearly
shows a fundamental transformation tovetiee production of Iran.

3. Imperialismandthe Rise of National Economies

Imperialism is consubstantial with the modern nation in the sense that it cannot be other than
internationalization of the processeslabourand capital Poulantzas, 1980: 1p6That is why
Poulantzasargueseven in the current phase characterized by internationalization of capital, the
modern nation firemains for the bowwhgcht@kesi e t h
the form of intemationalization of capital (Ibid: 12617). By grounding the nation state on the

relations of production, Pbuant zas shows that Athe State poss

t hus, a specific class nature. 't i s precisel
As he expl ains, Ait is this natidmwani n8hat €l ak
(Ibid).

The gradual formation and consolidation of national economies should be seen in the context
of imperialisn. During the 1930s to the late 1960s, textile production was the dominant form of

industri al production in &élrand (Ardaltani , 1!

development/production. According to the tripartite capitalist periodiZ&fi¢albritton, 1991),

350 Capitalism developed because of its suitability to produce light, relatively simple use values (Bell, 2009: 9). In the
mercantilist period the key use value was woolen goods. In the liberal era, it was cotton goods, produced by small,
entrepreneurial cagitists in atomistic competition. In the imperialist period, it was heavy iron and steel goods,
produced on a large scale by oligopolistic jestdack corporations (Ibid: 13). Imperialism in this sense began in the

last quarter of the nineteenth centuwhen countries such as Germany, the United States and France became
devel oped capitalist powers and began to challenge Bri
which followed the Franc®russian War, put an end to free trade. Thesatdes could not follow the leisurely path

taken by Britain in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries when it had no rivals. Instead, they imported a fully
mechanized cotton industry from Britain and quickly created a class of prégsstyworkers (Itm: 192).
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during these decades, the most important industrial consumer goods were no longer wool and
linen, but steel. However, in Iran, the most significant industries in the 1930s and 1940s were
textile manufacturing (Ibid: 17879). The factories primarily proded for the state, which was
their main buyer. Therefore, a consumer market was not effectively established.

By the time of imperialism, individually owned firms were no longer competitive with
0 c a p istoali iadstéck g¢nterprisds in heavy industiywas no longer possible to finance
these industries by the method of loan capital. Idle funds could not be left in the hands of rentiers
and the middle classes if the accumulation of capital in heavy industry were to cqBttiie
2009 193, 194)By the rise of imperialism, the jokstock company enabled its large shareholders,
with arelatively small original investment, to acquire enormous amounts of socially available
funds. This ongoing expropriation of rentier savings through the securities market made possible
the reinvestment of a large amount of surplus value which would oteeivaive remained idle
(Ibid). So, the activity of bank capital extended from the mediation of the buying and selling of
funds as commodities to the selling of capital as a commodity (Ibid: TB&)nvestment of capital
abroad had already begun to playirmportant role in Britain in the heyday of liberal capitalism.
This was against the development of a capital market that would focus on domestic industrial
finance (Ibid). That is whysoswami (2004) attributes the lack of a national space in India to the
absence of realization of surplus valuiéhin India. She argues that a disjuncture between the scale
of the production of value and the scale of its realization characterizes an absence of a national
state space’ These shifts required the development of a national economy, in contrast to-the non

national economy of Britain.

lGoswami 6s focus, however, is not the absence of a nat
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However, l rands industrial development, whi
1960s, was largely driven by borrowing and loan capftaConsequently, it was unsurprising that
Iran was unable to compete with countries like Germany in steel production. Even in the textile
industry, the capacity to compete was lacking. The 1950s and 1960s are crucial periods to examine
when analyzing the delopment of Iranian capitalisii?. It was in the context of imperialism that
FriedrichLi st 6s wor k mar ked a radical departure f
paradigms. Classical political economy conceived the divisidabafurand markets as abstract
configurations with no specific spatial extensim.contrast, the central organizing category of
Li stos f r ame-wnloskdnatianssighahng a shiét tb & ptacaind focus. The place

bound nation was regarded as the territorial unit or container of economic developlassital

economic theory, in Listos view, ignored the
stands the nation. Listbés refor mul atblematicof cl ¢
of German national wunificati on Goswanii 2604250 nt e x t
216).

Mazandar ani acknowledges the absence of nat

the 19th century, Germany was considered an agricultural country lacking political and economic
unity, with a feudal system prevailing its smaller statesHowever, from around 1830, the
Germarstategkeshvarhaye Almar gradually extricated themselves from this situation, adopting

a unified economic policyo (Mazandarani, 1937:

state but rather a collection of indemlent states illustrates the rexistence of Germany as a

352 Up until 1888, there was no bank in Iran. In that year, the New Oriental Bank, an English institution, opened
branches in Tehran, Mashhad, Isfahan, Rasht, Shiraz, Bushehr, and Tabriz (Keyhan, 1932b: 398). The Imperial Bank

of Iran was also establishedtime same year. In subsequent years, two other neighbors, Ottoman, and Russia, also
established banks on Iranian soil. It was not until 1927 that the National Bank of Iran was established (lbid: 407).

353 Bjjan Hekmat identifies the growth of capitalism in Iran as starting after the August 1953 coup, essentially in the
1960s (in Etemad, 20: 231). Eterad 6s book is essentially a Persian tran
Anderson and one by Ralph Miliband, supplemented with an article contributed by Bijan Hekmat.
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national territory in the early 19th century. During this period, when the smaller states had their
own customs barriers due to the absence of a central state and a unified economic policy, neighbors
and the industrial nations of Europe easily penetrdtedi®ermard markets with their cheap
products (Ibid: 12). The same process, in a more intensified way, occurred whraestto Iran.

The concept oMamaleke Mahrusehessentially referred to the independence of various
states within the country. This independence is particularly evident in the economic relations
between these states. For instance, it is known that until 1903, customs barriers existed between
these stats, with numerous toll stations in place. For the transportation of goods from one state to
another, customs duties had to be paid (Jamalzadeh, 1916: 8). Up until 1904, there were no
organized customs institutions in theuotry, and thedborder® were open to foreign goods
(Mazandarani, 1937: 489). This implies that at least until 1903, a national economy and Iran as
a unified economic entity was nonexistent. The beginning of a national economy can only be
discussed around 1931, marked by thejtion of the Law of Trade Monopdl. Until that year,
capital and money were continuously flowing out of the country (Ibid: 57).

Drawing from Listds perspective, Mazandar an
of economy(ec A B )prr FAasiLthereby portraying Iran as a national economy (lbid: 16).
Prefiguring a stagist understanding of social change, List envisages several histagesior
achieving such economic power, believing that nations must pass through these phases for success,
which include the stages of savagery, pastoralism, agriculture, industrial agriculture, and
ultimately the combined stage of agriculture, industry, amehroerce. A natiorthus can be
deemed complete only after traversing these five stages. Eaetyino n , i n Mazandar

must not hesitate to makany sacrificesand efforts necessary to reach the final stage of

354 The Ministry of National Economy was only established at the beginning of 1930 (Mazandarani, 1937: 61).
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development (Ibid: 17). Every nation, to achieve the highest level of development, must not shy
away fromd@ny necessary actiofibid: 32). Following List, Mazandarani argues that as the state
should support the political and social unity of the nation, it is imperative to facilitate economic
progress and advancement through establishing railways, highways, canals, a centadank,
formulating comprehensive commercial lawibid: 41-42)*°° This clearly shows how a
progressive narrative of nation and nationalism is formulated to legitimir@énealcolonization

of nonPersian regions.

I n 1937, when Mazandarani 6s booknarggwasnowwr i t t e
yet prevalent; isteadthe term frontier §arhad was used. In il pre-national space, defined by
frontiers and independent geographies, the predominant lifestyle was still nomadic, and the central
state essentially had moaterialmeans to intervene in this way of life. Customs policies alone
could not create the necessary conditions for such interventions, as these policies were dependent
on the expansion of commuaition(andlater,transportatiohinfrastructures, such as railways. In
October 1935, the period for all customs agreements with foreign countries ended, and the
associated treaties were annulled (Mazandarani, 1937: 52). It is mentioned that due to the favorable
geographical position, tHand of Iran haslwayshad an important role in global trade (Ibid: 54).
This notion of perpetuity forms the basis of
its current area of 1,645,000 square kilometisr&n agricultural land that, from the era of the
Achaemenid dynasty to the present day, has al

Mazandarani, deeply immersed in nationalist thoughts, overtly defends N&zikmhis

Vi ew, the proud sentiments and confidence in

355 This perspective emphasizes the critical role of communication routes in achieving economic success. For a detailed
discussion on the infrastructural production of Iran, refer to the next section.

36 This was not limited to him. Prominent Iranian intellectuals like Mohamireegi Bahar and Morteza Moshfegh

Kazemi were also proponents of Italian fascism. Mohamfreql Bahar, widely known as Malek c&hhodar U and
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economic power are fully reflected in the public opinion of Germany, especially in the economic
policies of the Nazi state which he considers
42) . 't i s Iimportant t o rtentwe years lzefore thikeontlreekicd r a n i
World War Il, in 1937, thus indirectly alluding to the connection between national economics and
fasci sm. Mazandar ani 6s book c aliteFarsisthationalismal | y b
in the context of impealism.

Highlighting the late nature of the formation of Iranian nationalistatin argues thathe
establishment of the governing organs of a nasiate in the absence of a modern nation caused
l rani an nationalism remained an elite p-henome
70). The nationalist elites like Mosaddeq wanted to establish a capitatishal economwithout
any structural change in their own mapitalist advantages. The nationalist elites thought the oil
industry can perform this task. Oil, Matin says, was supposed to replace primitive accumulation in
Iran.Heconted s t hat Aimuch Mosaddeq spoke as if he
represented was merely thleao f a nat i oThi®lack df batiod as a%atial (and not
merely ideationa) reality and national spaces as a nati@@nomyhas been connected to the
simultaneous absence (or embryonic) existence of a natentdry in Mosaddeq period. Iran as

an abstract space had not yet been produced at thatTimebsenceof an Iranian nationis

acknowledged to have persisted at least untif &fterld War L AsMatinrAs gar i argues it
system of decentralized and fractured sovereigniesuk alt a w (J geesisteéd until after World

Malek oshSho' ar U BahUr (literally: the king of poets), was
hi storian and Professor of Literature. Mortezabs fathe
His grandfather, Mirz&ayyed Mehdi, was an accountant at the Qajar court. Initially taught by private tutors at home,
MortaUU continued his education i n s eateiunaand Alimoeco wned s

Francaise. Sedittps://www.iranicaonline.org/articles/moshfkgzemi
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Wa r I, when | eading nationalist thinkers é ar
(Matin-Asgari, 2024: 3122009b: 13y

As Matin demonstrates, nat the time of Mo
nationalism, was stil |l an & Hd higelighistheearadaxeoh o n 0 (
Mosaddeqgds nationalist discour s eDurmgtpaeperiod ng t o
the peasantry stsuffdtieatd hi $eciondedossehhds
13). It is then plausible to ask how could it be possible to produce a national bloc in these hugely
dispersed and disconnected geqmipies? Oil nationalization does not seem to be a sufficient
measure to build a unified national space. Other physmalmunicationinfrastructures and
technical advancements like cartography were necedsacgordingly argue Iran as a national
state & which a national consciousness is an essential element is absent at least up w#til 1953
Further supported by my historical reseailc,gue that a national consciousness was not formed
yet, asits physical basis waabsentThe formation of Iran as a nation required its inscription into
physical space of national territory.

The absence of national consciousness and nationialisat is tied intrinsically to the lack
of a national economiycannot be understood solely through the lens of internal dynamics. Rather,
it must be contextualized within the broader internationalldaape and the late nature of the
Iranian state formatiorfiThe emergence of Iranian nationalism unfolded within a fragmented and
uneven political structure, heavily shapedrgrnationabeopolitical pressurei contrast tahe

Prussian state, Tsari®u s si a, and Meiji Japan, I n politie

7TA's  Ma't i Atthesting o Mosatldeq the overwhelming majority of Iranians still understood and defined their
identity in the concrete terms of their relatively sshtained tribal, rural, religious, sectarian, or even urban
neighbourhood communitiégs. ( Mat i n, 2013: 71)

358 When Mosaddeq was overthrown throudb3 Iranian coup d'étaEragner also implicitlyechaes this point by

emphasizing he rol e of nati onal i s m saangely scdtteredland arfeven politiclganda t i o n
cul tural sfomihemidyl$0soivard(Fragner202Q 230).
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formation became the precondition for industrialization rather than its consequent or parallel
pr oj Matir, 2013(75). Defensive modernization under Reza Shah aimed to consolidate state
power and preserve territorial integrity but did so withany effective attempt ifuilding a
national economyPolitical elites, landowners, and bazaar merchants remained entrenched in non
capitalist economic activities, reinforcing precapitalist relations that impeded the formation of a
unified national consciousne¢ibid: 82183).As Mat i wealth and pgwer f the landed
aristocracy, bazaar bourgeoisie, and senior St
flowed from predominantly nenapitalist economic activitied. (lbid: 82) This structural
disjunction resulted ithe emergence of @ationalist rhetoric without a corresponding material
basis for collective national identityb{d: 93). These internal fractures were compounded by
international pressures that forced Iran iédensivemodernizan. The geopolitical imperatives
profoundlyshapedrané political and economic landscape, ranging ftbmAngleRussian, and

for a time Ottomanmilitary occupations during World War | the October Revolution in Russia

to the imposition of the 1919 Treatyhich rendered Iran a British protectorate in all but name

the Great Depressiditbid: 83,84).

Building on the conditions inherited from R
nationalist project sought to consolidate Iranian sovereignty through the nationalization of the oil
industry (p. 91). However, Mossadéx vision of nationalism faced significant structural and
geopolitical barriers largely international in naturé that exposed the fragility of his project.
Unlike the defensive modernization efforts of Reza Shah, which were authoritarian, M@ssadeq
strategy relied on parliamentgpglitics. This reliance proved insufficient irspatiallyfragmented
polity lacking a national economy and entrenched in precapitalist relations. His project failed to

secure broatbased support among the rural peasantry, who remained politically isolated and
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economically tied tol a n d o whoséle f shis reformslifid: 94). Mossade® nationalist
discourse struggled to materialize into a concrete ndiniding project, largely because the
social and economic conditions for a unified national consciousness were dlbseisituation
culminaedin the 1953 AngleAmerican coup that ended his premiership.

Consequently, Irais nationalist statbuilding project occurredly relying on coercivand
top-down state mechanisms and external political pressubas 88). Thislargely international
process or as Mdkeferisive mpdernization undger tfie whip of external neceég#ityl:

85) not only isolated the fragmented Iranian polity but also cemented its dependence on imperial
geopolitical strategies, resulting inreation state without a national econonaynd a national
consciousnessthditragedy of nationless nationalisbid: 88 89).

This structural ueven and combined disjunction between nationalist stdigilding and

capitalist modernization in Iran mirrors a broader pattern observed-ddagoping natiosstates.

As Goswami argues, national developmental paradigms assumduktisahcentration of capital
within a country would resolve the inherent disharmonies of capita&ravfami, 2004: 2191n

the Iranian context, the absence of a unified national economy and the reliance on defensive
modernization undemnternational pressure meant that internal colonization functioned as a
substitute for external expansion. Much like colonial territories servedsmagal fix6for mid-
nineteentkcentury British political economy, neRersian regions within Iran became internal
sites for consolidating state power and resource extraction.

4. Infrastructues of ImperialismJechnologies of Nationalism

The infrastructural and technological prerequisites for the formation of Iran as a unified political
and economic territory were not fully established until the late Qajar pémitite early twentieth

century Iran modern modes of travel were just making their delpatved roads and railways
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totaled fewer than 340 kilometetdnder favorable conditions, travelers needed at least 17 days to
cross the 350 miles from Tehran to Tabriz, 14 days, the 558 miles to Mashhad, and 37 days, the
700 miles to BushehPhysical disconnection was a characterizing feature of the vast geographies
of Qajar. The distance between Tehran and Fars was 933 km (Keyhan, 1932Ry 21@)nd of

World War I, only a few short line railways existed in Iran, built mainly for military purpgé$es
Proposed imperial railways did not envision a Tekrantered national economy, rather, sought

to attach markets of Tabriz, Mashhad, Mohammareh, or Sistan to frmatiketsof the Caucasus,
TransCaspia, the Persian Gulf, and India (Koyagi, 2021: Bfig infrastructuralproduction of
imperial space led to the emergence of national spadantellectuals of Iranian state played a
crucial role in the proces3he intellectual advocg for building the railwaywasin fact seeking

to produce a national econon{ioyagi, 2021: 6162). Mokhber alSaltaneh,for example
introduced a railway actto the Majlesin 1927 clagt hat t he proposed rout e

unexplotedwe al t h of i nterior I ran to gl obal mar ket

Given the absence of material infrastructures and technologies for communication in the late
nineteenth century, the British or the Ottoman forces were more influential in Fars than Tehran.
The British and Ottoman forces were able to be physically présdfars andBushehr. Thus,
Tehran as the center did not exist and Iran as a national territory was absent aRaitivays
played a crucial role in breaking down spatial barriers, facilitating the flow of raw materials and
British goods Goswami, 2004 48). The period othe depression of 18v34 saw a global

economic shift, with the United States and Germany adopting protectionist policies and compete

359 The Russiatbuilt Jolfai Tabriz Railway, the Britistbuilt BushehiBorazjan Railway and Nushki Railway not to
Sistan but to Dozdab (preseddy Zahedan)oyagi, 2021 38).
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with British hegemony, leading to significant state investments in infrastructure (Ib&¥.)6Bhe

introduction of telegraphic communication and the railway made a new spacetime possible:

the British embarked on a program of developing the communication infrastructure in southern Iran
from their base in Kalat (after 1854) through the construction of railroads, roads, and telegraph
stationsé Such devel opment pr o] ecertusy Ewapeasolonialistsi ¢ a | f
(Mirzai, 2017: 463,
Among the first steps was the construction of the Bakhtiari road, which fundamentally enabled the
connection of the themdependent Bakhtiari territory to the city of IsfahAhvaz was also linked
to the interior city of Isfahaonly after the 1899 opening of the Bakhtiyari Road (also known as
the Lynch Road) through the Bakhtiyari territdioyagi, 2021: 22 It is known that about 10
years prior to the construction of the Bakhtiari road, the Karun River had also been opened for
intemational navigation. This necessity was a key force in the production of Iran because it
physically connected the frontiers to the central regiBngish companies acquired concessions
such as the 1888 opening of the Karun River to international navigap to Ahvaz, which
contributed to the gradual rise of Mohammareh as a port city at the beginning of the twentieth
century.It wasadirectresultof the infrastructural expansion thae inhabitants of Isfahan had
access to clothing from both Manchester and Bombay. Other port cities such as Bandar Abbas and
Bushehr were also tied to inland urban centers, Kerman and Shiraz respectively (p8): 22

indicating the initial stages in the physical formation of a unified national market

%This however indicates the conventional view on O61lra
Russian) colonial projects. This perspective ignores the multiscalar nature of colonialism and class alliances. This
view confines colonizatiorotthe roles of Britain and Russia (Mirzai, 2017: 49) while neglecting the issue of internal
nationalcolonization.
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4.1.Energy ofthe Natiod s Bisdoyery of Iranian Nature

The production of &élraniand nat whichwas gequted r ed &
through the extraction of natur€he production of Iran was closdipked with the discovery of

oil and the commencement of its extraction by the Adiglaian Oil Companyin 1901, William

Knox D6Arcy negotiated an -Dni Shah.Arglo-Beessmrs Oillon  wi t
Company (APOC) was created on 130@rt after the discovery of an oil field located in Masjed
SoleymanIn February 1921, Reza Khan, commanodkethe Persian Cossad@rigade, staged a

coup détat (1921 Persian coup d'état), becoming the effective ruler of Iran. The Pahlavi dynasty

was established by eliminatiagitonomist movemenis different regions. The reign of Reza Shah

is marked by the first moments of thationally colonial production of Iran. Essential to this
process was the stat ed Betweenl9@hand 1016, od Wwentlfromt y t o
supplying only 5 percent of world commercial energy supplies to over 50 percefie¢Sha18:

5). In such circumstances, thabour force was primarily needed to be produced to meet the
demands of the emerging oil industry and infrastructural projects. It waslitr@al necessities

of the extraction of nature thédrmed andconditioned the extent of commodificationlabour.

As Ehsani (2017: 432Jemonstrateshe social history of pipelines e of local dispossession,

marking the coercive incorporation of [indigenous] communities into broader national and global

political economies.

This highlights themperialistroots andaspects othe production of national spacéior
to the discovery of oil, the central state paid little attention to KhuzZ&4thring more concerned
with the loss of northwestern territories and their fertile lands. Before the necessity of oil usage

became apparent, major ports in oO6lrandé remai n:

361 Khuzestan is the major gilroducing region of Iran, and one of the wealthiest provinces.
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of the ports experienced significant growth in the 19th century, which was in stark contrast to other
AViddle Easterdcountries. Neither Rasht nor Bushehr, the major ports of the Caspian Sea and the
Persian Gulf respectively, exceeded a population of 20,000 until 1870. It was only with the
development of the oil industry ththte largest port, Abadawas createdissawi, 1983: 39). The
development of portdicates the simultaneous and intertwined natutheproduction of Iran

andits formal subsumptio into the international economgrimarily throughenergy extraction

This dynamic betweeimfrastructural extraction of natusnd natiorbuilding is a key aspect of

the production of Iran.

The expansion of communication and energy infrastructures was specifically crucial to the

consolidation of Iranian state during the 1950s and 19Bfs. period coincides with the time

when oil and gas, among other resources, were being transported from the frontier regions (later,
internalhational colonies) to the centerTehran The central state facilitated this colonial
concentration in the center by establishing oil and gas infrastructures, as well as accompanying
utilities like water, electricity, ahtelegraph systemH.is important to note that the 1950s marked

a gradual shift from mazut and coal to diesel and electricity (Ardakani, 1979E389Yy, as the
constitutive element of spacetime, is not only consumed in the act of moving; it is also materialized

in objectsandinfrastructures (Sheller, 2018).

The natural resources had not yet been integrated into the sphere of reproducing relations of
production, which can be attributed to the absence of a defined national territory during that
period.Central powers in the region often defined their borders when oil companies required maps
delineating their concessionSHafiee, 2018: 15 So,extraction of energy (specifically oiyas
crucial in the cartographic production of national state spacgue thattie cartographic practices

of the state were hubeexpanded to meet the necessary requirements of the oil extraction.
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Moreover,he extraction of oill entailed attaching |
a foreign government in a region where | ocal
16). This highlights the imposition of the spatiotemporal matrix of the capitalist nation state on the

non-Persian spatiotemporal regimes.

Infrastructure maps angredominantly date from the late 19th century, with a significant
concentration in the early 20th century. The production of these maps should be analyzed in the
context of the expanding needs of British imperialist capitalism, and the subsequent imperial
rivalries which led to the emergence of other imperialist powers such as Germany, and later formal
subsumption of Iran into the emerging imationale c o n 0 my . Britainds prese
east of Persia had led to the infrastructural linking of these two regions to facilitate and expedite
the imperial network for the transfer of goods and capital. For this purpose, a set of infrastructures
including networks of carriage and wagon roads, railway lines, terrestrial and submarine telegraph
lines, postal networks, and wireless communication lines were to be constructed across the
southern belt of Persia. The construction of these communication inttasas necessitated the
surveying (above and below ground), mapping, and production of necessary maps for
implementation. Consequently, most of the infrastructure maps of Persia were essentially those

prepared by Britain (and to a lesser extent, Russia).

A review of the history of the production of infrastructural n¥&psespecially those of

proposed and implemented railway lines, clearly reveals that the expansion of infrastructural

362 A few of these maps are listed below:

Existing State Railways of Iran Tursinsky (1947), anBxisting State Railwayis Malek Aslani (1938).

A wide range of the infrastructural maps can be found in Qatar Digital Library:

Route through Persia on Horse Ba@d887),Skeleton Map of Telegraph Lines in Per§i&99), Submarine Cables
(1903),Caravan Routes in S.E. PergiE005),Skeleton Map of Bakhtiari country Showing Routes and Chief Rivers
(1909),Heliograph Posts between Chabahar and GE322), andDiagram of Wireless Communicatiofik940).

| found a different set of infrastructural maps at the British Library:
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networks in Persia was primarily aligned with securing the imperial interests of Britain in the
south, east, and west (and to a much lesser extent, Russia in the north). The first railway lines
within Iranian lands were located at the frontiers. One im&rthwest near Jolfa close to Tabriz,

and another in the southeast near Zahedan. The former connected the Azerbaijan region to Tsarist
Russia, and the latter linked Baluchestan to British India. Apart from these, the entire territorial
expanse was devomwf railways (except for some short lines like the one connecting Tehran to
Shah AbdolAzim). The Trandranian Railway, which was later constructed during the era of Reza
Shah, served more to facilitate the transport of goods, and later during World, \Whlitdiry
equipment, between the south and north (Britain and Russia), rather than integrating the regions

and connecting the major and minor cities of the dispersed geographieRadtdtted Kingdoms.

The imperialist expansion of infrastructural projects and their role in the production of Iran
are reflected in historical map¥he map titled Post Offices and All Cities of the Protected
Kingdoms, 18783 (Figure 43) includes a frontier line, but the territorial boundaries are very
imprecise and vague. This map provides a general layout of the urban network and communication
structure of the territories, clearly revealing the iskike condition of the kingdoms arities.

The empty spaces on the map are clearly indicative in this refyaother map (rough sketch),

signed by Harry Pearson, in both Persian and English shows the route from Bushehr to Karachi
and the submarine telegraph cable. The terrestrial and submarine telegraph cables are connected
from Karachi to Gwadar. From GwadarBashehr, there is only a submarine telegraph line and

no terrestrial Il i ne. |l nterestingly, none of

Persia(1943) andran (1960) showing railways and pipeliné®ads & Communications in Southwest 1{a840),

Shattal-Arab & Bahmanshii(1909),Map of Karun and Part of Fallahiyeh Distri¢l910),Map of Fallahiyah and
Part of Jarrahi R(1910), Map of Persia Showing Routg4880), Telegraph Map Persia and AfghanistéiB92 or

1893), Water Supply(1949), Persia: Oil (1949), Climatic Regiong1949), Water (1949), Main Communications
(1949),CrossCountry Movemen(t1949), Telecommunicationd 949).

363 pepartment of Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, I.R. IRAN.
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Figure 43. Post offices and all cities of the Protected Kingdd&78). From the Department of Documents and
History of Diplomacy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Islamic Republic of Iran.

Figure44. Two docks on either side of the Ahwaz Dam
(1889). From the Department of Documents and
¢ History of Diplomacy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
.g_.kt'ﬁ‘“.:. ' Islamic Republic of Iran.

e VL LIE SR

S AT
ﬂl £ _\ y TR
) f;f-ﬂ. e G

289



In 1889, the map of two docks on either side of the Ahwaz Dam and the road connecting them was
drawn by Abdul Ghaffar (Figuré4). Such mapgxemplify how the land of the indigenous rron

Persian peopthas been seized by state officials for infrastructural purposes like road construction

and dam building. This process involves the expropriation of netyr®ducenationalspaceThe

map indicates that the land between the two docks has been allocated to the Haji Malek Company.
Most of the prestigious lanth Ahwaz is this section that the company has acquired. The maps
were drawn to 6objecti vel yo6PesiandandsShiyprocessavad or ¢ e
not limited to that period and continued and consolidated to the 1990s and today. As\&fesani

foll owing t he 6l sl ami cé Revolution, mul tipur
undertaken in the name of national development. Dams like Gotvand, Karun 3, and Karkheh led

to the displacement of large numbers of remaining pastoralistsiléagers in the highlands of

Bakhtiyari, Khuzestan, and Lurestdkhsani, 2017: 43438)

Three decades later, in map number 32 offtbeket Atlas of IrarfEghbal, 1926), which
focuses on commercial ports and major routes (Figbxghere is no complete railway line inside
|l ran. The only point of connection between 0I
where Tabriz is connected to the Russian railway line in The Tsardom of Russia. This map
illustrates the lack of plsycal connectivity between different regions of Iran and their limited
access to major commercial centerghie broader regiorilrhis also implies a lack of national

territory in an infrastructural sense which has caused the absence of Iran as a ratomahy
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Figure 45. Commercial Ports and Major
Roadsfrom Pocket Atlas of Iratf1926).
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A particular category a$ourcesdirectly produced by the Pahlavi state, serves as a report on the
concomitant processes of the infrastructural projects and the formation of the national state. The
bookTwenty Years of (1947xby & Russiar eagineer iha wds tha tgchnical

advisor of the Ministry of Roadsvas released on the occasion of the celebration of the twentieth
anniversary of the railwayds inauguration. The
valley, with a trainpassing over jteffectively representinghe infrastructural materializatioof

the state The book is enriched witthese kinds ofimages and maps.A map (Figure 46)
encompasses all proposed railway lines in early 20th century Iran and neighboring countries. The
bookalsoincludes several additional maps such as the T-dbffa railway map, the Maku railway

map, the narrovgauge Pirbazari railway map, and the Zahedan railway map (H@urehe book

features technical maps including longitudinal peofnaps of certain valleyas well
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Mapping serves as thanitial step in constructing railways and roads. At the same time, the

Figure47. Zahedan Railway Mafsom
Twenty Years of (1B47)ands

St

communication infrastructure has made a cartographic representation of Iran as a unified entity
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possible.The mappingof the distant and remote areafsthe guarded domairtsecame feasible
only through infrastructural expansion of the stat@ansIranian Railwaywas published in 1938
by the Ministry of Roads to commemorate the completion of the construction oflfaaren
Railway. The boolopenswith a map of Irarin which the trangranian railwayis prominently
highlighted and its borders ackearly delineatd (Figure48). Framed by the primary colors of the
Iranian flagi green and red this map symbolizes the Iranian national identity and its link to the
infrastructural materiality of the stateffectively exemplifies the interconnected nature of

infrastructural practices, the production of national territory, and nationalism.

Figure48. Map of Iranfrom TransIranian
Railway(1938).
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Around two decades later, the cartographic representation of infrastructural materiality of the state
underwent a shift. The transformation, along with the new level of spatial abstraction enabled by
the infrastructural practices of the state, is distynflected inthe General Map of Ir&ff, 1953
(Figure49) created by the General Directorate of Technical Cooperation for Iran, Engineering and
Construction Section, in Englisfihis mapis a significant document in which distances between
cities are given in kilometers. All distances are measured from Tehran, separately. One can argue
that the infrastructural production of Tehran as a center, functions as a foundation to produce
national territory. These qualitative changes were associated with other technological
advancement©nly in 1956 was a contract sigd between the Iranian customs and a British radio
and wireless company, committing the British firm to equip Iranian customs with the latest
radiotelephone devices, install telecommunication station equipment, and train Iranian engineers.
This enabled th Tehran customs to be simultaneously informed of border situations and customs
branches along the Persian Gulf (Ardakani, 1979: 320). Without these technologies, the central

state was not feasible, as the necessary infrastructural conditions wereeyestalilished.

364 Shirazian, Reza. (2019tlas of Old Iran Dastan Publishing.
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Figure 49. General Map of
Iran from Atlas of Old Iran
(2019).

The unificationof dispersed geographiesidamaleke Mahruseland, thereby, production of Iran

was not solely reliant othe development abadsand railways The expansion of telegraph and
telephone networks, postal services, microwave and carrier networks, radio and television
networks, electricity transmission lines, and oil pipelines all played a fundamental role in the
production of Iran as a unified phgal territory.As documentedih r and6s Whi 1%2)Rev ol U
a wide range ofmapsillustratesthese technologies and infrastructurBise bookconcludes with

a map of tourist infrastructures, indicatiregy new level of expropriating nature through
urbanizationln the 1970sthe production of Iraextended beyond the formationaafministrative

divisions, development of communication infrastructures, and nature extr&iticethe 1970s,

the production o$pacen its entiretyhas become a key factortime reproduction of class relations

through urbanization.

The first section of the book title@eographyfor the fifth grade in mathematics, authored

by Ali Akbar Jalaei Far and Reza Khazael (1973) focuses on the economic geography of Iran. The
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infrastructures built by the central state are depicted on separate maps. The book begins with a
natur al map of I ran, emphasizing that Il ran is
is the first map that u dtterson thé map skl @tsee mapsl r a n i
available in this book include the map of |Ira
and Sugar Beet Plantations, Tobacco Plantations, Iron and Coal Centers §Bjgistribution

of Sugar Factories indrn , l ranés O51)), MRomad NM&pgurlkerands R
Iranian Ports. These maps indicate that in the 1970s, the processes of natural resource

expropriation and exploitation came under the surveillance and concern of the central state.

Figure50 (Left). Iron and Coal
Centers from  Geography
(1973.

Figure 51 (Right).1 r an 6
Mines from  Geography
(1973).

Over the decades, the discovery and product i «
increasingly abstract. r an 6 s Whi {1272) Reprgsentsuhe cubnmation of this colonial

process (See SectiorRsfurther below). The book/atlas includes a collection of distribution maps:

the distribution of agricultural production. Alongside the previously mentioned ones (forest park
maps, protected areas, approximate locations of Iranian forests, natural iIestgceatchment

areas, annual rainfalineteorological stations, and oil fields), these maps depict the first step of

the systematic expropriation and extraction of nature as a national phenomenon that did not exist

at this scale before.
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The Map of Soil, Vegetation, and Forest Capacities of 1(4876¥%, produced by the
National Center for Spatial Planning under the Plan and Budget Organization in collaboration with
Scetiran/Setiran Consulting Engineers, represents a significant milestone in the production of
Iranian nature. This map (Figur&)5marks the first instance in which planning and consulting
firms such as Scetiran became directly involved in the production of Iranian nature. Its
unprecedented accuracy and quantificaneerk the advent of a new era in state cartographic
practicesA process that began in the early 1930s
(Keyhan, 1932b: 15) reached its pedkis map exemplifies the transformation of the entire
geographical space into an object of state knowledge and interyesajoalng aprofound shift
wherein nospacei be it surface, aerial, or subterranednr e mai n s beyond t h

comprehension, control, amelach

365 Shirazian, Reza. (2019tlas of Old Iran Dastan Publishing.
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Figure52. Map of Soil, Vegetation, and
Forest Capacities of Iraflom Atlas of
Old Iran (2019).

It is through the systematic expropriation of nature and the subsequent production of national
economy that oO6lraniand ruling classes are forr
entity, due to its position in international divisionlabour, has been entangled with a high level

of destruction and production of nature from the very outset. Therefore, representing Iran as a
unified body through multiple maps that depict nature in its various layers serves as a prerequisite

to produce Iran aa national market. It is only at this time that the state managed to incorporate

6l raniand nature i nt o tthéieterrmtionakscatbe d r eproduct i

5. Urbanizationof Space

One can argue that the historiqalitical transformation in the lankdas laid the foundational

groundwork for the emergence of thhanianmodern stateAs Matin has showrthe first state
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intervention in the social relations of land has formed during the Safavi period172@). He
analyzes lIranian state formation aspmduct of the synergetic relationship between tribal
nomadi sm and I rands primarily agr adminstratives oci et
institution of theuymagas a distinctly nomadic politicadministrative unitMatin ties Iranian
state formation to a particular cl a3mesoci®hi 6a
political power emergingrm S hi 6a uifaama ®s sit & lait g hawmepteddy t i ons
the conversion of wvast ar ea svagi(fontaxabheadhatitaple)t he |
| a niMadin, Z013: 3141-42)%6 With the rise of imperialism, the relationship between the state
and land underwent further transformatiotiowing the Safavid period, particularly during the
late Qajar and Pahlavi periadSlatureincreasingyb ecame a pri mary targe
infrastructural and cartographic practices.

Ehsani s wurban history of oi |l capiUsirgl i sm i
archival materials including historical photographs of Abadan, Masjed Soleyman, and Ahvaz, he
has developed a local history of oil capitalism which narrates the contested and multiscalar process
of forced imposition of capitalist market economy aralgve | abor on Khuzestan.
specifically rich in addressing the shifting processes of property relations, land ownership, and
land transfer contracts in the Baiyatri highlands, and also the registration of all tribal territory as
Khaleselhor state land after the invasion of the central state. Eh s an i shows, it he
of capital in oil was predicated on the production of a new built environment on the ruins of the
di spossessed Bakhtiyar.i society.o (Ehsani, 2

assemblage of oil towns (Aghajari Gachsaran, Na#& Sefid, Haftgel), ports

%These transformations strengthen the legal/judicial e
political authority that found its first explicit creedal statement in thartieulation of the doctrine ofelayatl fagih
(the guardianship of the jurisconsult) in the Qajar period (Matin, 2013: 42).
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(Khorramshahr/Mohammareh, Mahshahr), administrative cities (Ahvaz), railroad towns
(Andimeshk, Doroud) with all their physical urban infrastructures (telephone and telegraph lines
and pylons, roads and railroads, and pipelines). Ehsani in this way isditaté¢he first round of
capitalist industrial relations was introduced to Iran through a kind dbaskd capitalist
urbanization.

From the early 20th century, coinciding with the expansion of British imperialist
interventionscartography and mamaking were prerequisites for the extraction of these natural
resources. Identifying the precise location of natural resources and establishing communication
routes for their exploitation would not have been possible without surveythgpraucing
relevant map¥”’. Alongside producing maps that displayed the geographic distribution of natural
resources like minerals, Britain also created maps of key cities, including port and frontier cities.
Although, these maps primarily served British imperial interests, they laid a foundational base for
the Pahlavi state to later expand its influence over the diverse and largely unknown geographies
of Iran; a process that is a prerequisite to produce anaterritory.Thus, urban centers and their
physical and social structures were identified, and, alongside the mapping of natural resource
locations such as oil, the most economically viable routes for the exploitation and transfer of these

resources téocal and global centers were identified and constructed.

If before this, especially ithe late 1% and early 20 centuries, urban centers like Tehran,
Isfahan, and Tabriz (which were more like vast fortresses with towers and battlements) were

predominantly considered from a merely political perspective, the expansion of global imperialist

367 See for example maps in Qatar Digital Library:

Recorded Mineral Localities in Persia, Armenia, and Mesopotamia (1918), Bandar Abbas (1922), Kerman and
Environs (1922), Meteorological Stations in Iran and Arabia (1935), QOilfields & Concession Areas in the Middle
Eastern Countries (1945)
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economies caused urbanization and the production of space to become key mechanisms in the
reproduction of capitalist production relations. Urban centers became hubs of colonial production
of peripheries and natural resources. It was nowelaionshipbetween urban centers and their
peripheries that came into the $Space/engironmént t he
began to emerge as a valuable economic and strategic resource. Prior to theaeasmeutside

the city walls were largely comered insignificant and therefore were sgstematicallynaped

With the formation of the nation statepan peripheriestarted to take shapghis transformation

can be clearly seen, for example, in the comparison of two maps of Tehran produced in 1857 and

191C°%8 (Figures 3 and 51).

3

Figure 3. Dar atKhilafa of Tehran
from Special Maps of Persia
(2010)
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368 Special Maps of Persia:

Tehran 1857, Tehran 1918, n Y bF 1623, AT IOF p F p

David Rumsey Map Collection: Plan de la Vill@®an 1930,

Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry Bbreign Affairs, I.R. IRAN:

The city of Borujerd, date unspecified, Map of the surroundings of Tehran, 1302 Hijri (lunar calendar), 1885.
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Figure 8. Tehran and its Surroundinffem Special Maps of Persi@010).

The map of Urmia, depicted as a circular fortress with seven gates, portrays théJeityaas a
fort-city. This representation could be compared with earlier maps to observe the transformation
from a fortress city to a more urbanized one. The date of the map is unspecified. Other fortresses
are also marked on the map. The map of Busk¥ir860) (Figures5) is more of an illustration

than a map. Key locations in the city are numbered and explained in the legend. The map is filled
with various annotations written in different directions, offering detailed descriptions of the city.
The approximate map of La&r?’® (Figure 56) shows Pishkoh and Poshtkoh, names of
settlements (indicative of field surveying), and the land of Mesopotamia. Tribes and nhomads are
marked on the map, not with the intention of ethnic mapping. The map is filled with text,

suggesting tdidentfy areas predicusly ontside istradar.

369 Department of Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, I.R. IRAN.
30 The year of drawing unspecified (though the year 1958 is mentioned in a different script at the top of the map).
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Figure55. The map of Bushel{i860) From the Department of Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry of

Foreign Affairs,|.R. IRAN.
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Figure56. Approximate map of LorestaRrom the Department of Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, Islamic Republic of Iran.



The map of the city of Zahedan/Dozdab, 133grigure57), was surveyed on the ground. It was

drawn by Engineer Kazem Zolfaghari and approved by Abdul Razzaq Engineer Baghairi. The map

includes a section depicting trigonometric operations on the upper left corner, indicating the

introduction of scientific/quartative approaches to Farsi cartography. On the left side of the map,

the road to Sistan and Khorasan is visible. Another distinction of this map is the depiction of urban
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formation of urban fabric and a qualitative transformation in space. Previously, space was mainly

represented by natural features, and humade features were mostly shown as points and lines.

Now, however, a bounded territorial space is graduaking shape.
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Figure 57. City of Zahedan/Dozdab(1932) From
Department of Documents and History of Diplomacy,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, I.R. IRAN.

Among a wide range of maps housed at the British Library, | examined a series of topographic
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31 Department of Documents and History of Diplomacy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, I.R. IRAN.
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Department’2 The 1950s maps, primarily focused on road networks, underscore the crucial
relationship between communication infrastructure and urbanization. These maps appear to be
based on earlier topographic maps in English from the 1940s, which are also availdige i
collection. Additionally, there are maps from 1946 depicting city road networks and parcel
divisions’’3, The collectionalsoi ncl udes detailed topographic ma
and surrounding areas from the 194€swhich feature various infrastructural elements such as
ganats, water pipelines, electric power lines, oil pipelines, roads, and rivers.

Furthermore, these maps contain the first tourist maps of Tehran and several other cities,
initially prepared in 1948 and more extensively in the 1960s by Sakafraphical & Drafting
Institutein both Persian and Engli¥R Notably, several maps from the 1960s were commissioned
by the Planning and Budget Organization and produced by the National Cartographié’€enter
indicating the intertwined nature of urbanization and statist plan@ogectively, these maps
reflect the urbanization of cartography and how urbanization has been recorded and produced in
and through cartographic practices. It is also evident that roarlgesePersian maps were

adaptations of original maps created by British cartographatkerhighlighting the imperialist

S2Geographical Office o MapAfrQuyMap of €holm Kap of DEzuIMapeokSammpn e :
Map of TehranMap of Kabutar AhangMap of Mandalij all dated 1959, produced by the Army Geographic Printing
Press. These are just a few examples; the author has photographed the rest of the maps for all cities of Iran that were
available in this collection at the British Library, May 2022.

373 For example: 512 Field Survey Coy., Royal Engineers. (1®i6).plans of Senna, Meshed, Sultanabad, Dorud,
Kazvin, Pahlevi, Chalus, Ahwaz, and Taljltap]. British War Office. Photograph taken by the author at the British
Library, May 2022.

374 These maps were produced by the Geographical Department of the Iranian Army and published by the
Geographical Printing Office of the Army. | photographed them at the British Library in May 2022.

375 For exampleGuide Map of Tehran and Suburfik941), Detailed Map of Saveh Coun(¥950), New Map of
Shemiran and North Tehrgi1959), Guide Map of the City of Mashhdi960), Guide Map of the City of Kerman
(1960),Detailed Map of Tehran with Government Office Telephone Nunib@8®), Tourist Map of Tehrait1961),

Tehran and Suburbs: Second edit{@962). These are part of a vast collection of maps photographed at the British
Library by the researcher in May 2022

376 For example:Kazeroon(1963), Sarab (1964), Shahrud(1964), Shahpur(Azarbaijan) (1965)Saqqez(1965),
Kangavar(1965),Sarakhq1967),all produced by the Plan Organisation, National Cartographic Centre, at a scale of
1:2500. These maps are amorgjgnificant number photographed by the researcher at the British Library, May 2022.
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influences in the development of cartographic practices and urbanizatmatuoe. These maps
laid the groundwork for subsequent land reforms, illustrating the intersection of cartography and

urban planning.

It is no coincidence that the emergence of these maps in the 1970s aligns with the global rise
of neoliberalism as the new form of the production of spetare. The Tourist Map of Iran,
197277, produced by the Iranian Tourist Organization, features images of ancient monuments such
as Persepolis alongside natural attractions. SimilarlyRtieel Map of Irar(1973), produced by
the Ministry of Roads, exemplifies the increasing trend of state ministries independently producing
their own maps. This map is also accompanied by images of historical landmarks, including

Persepolis and the Tomb of Cyrus.

5.1. Expropriation of nofPersian Landghrough Legalization
Despite a few critical effortsuch as Matin (2013) and Ehsani (2014, 20t® history of land in

Iran remains largely unwritten. The production of Iran has fundamentally emerged from the
transformation of the relationship between the central state and the land, and later, nature in its
entirety.l consider defining the relationship of individuals with land, the manner of land grants by

the king to local ruler¥’8, forms of land ownership, and later, land survey and registration all under
the statebdbs cartographic practices. unt i | t he
Civil Code (during Reza Shahos peetmansactbnswast he p
in the hands of the Sharia judges, i.e., religious scholars who often personally wrote or had their

scribes write and seal transaction documents. The more cautious ones would briefly note the

877 Shirazian, Reza. (2019%ktlas of Old Iran Dastan Publishing. .

Qazvini in 1868 differentiates t hreeeT ulyyigiehdehgFeuddlands :
estat es) ,-eVdagfdEnddwmidht Erkds) (Qazvini, 1991: 65). According to Jamalzadeh, Khalisjat or Diwani
lands refer to properties thiaglong to the government, with their revenues accruing directly to the state. The origin

of this system can be traced back to the era of Nader Shah1I43% (Jamalzadeh, 1916: 138).
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transactions in a ledger for their records, but this practice was not uniform (Ardakani, 1992: 168,

407).

The production of national territory signifies the formation of land as a legal relation, distinct
from land as a property relatig&lden, 2013)Butat least until the formation of the judiciary in
1911, there was no systematic legal connection betwedratiianstate and land. The issue of
land was considered a local matter. The first effort to place land transactions under state
supervision occurred in 1881 and 1882. This was initiated by an Austrian baron, who governed
Saveh, part of the dominion #&famran Mirza. The Austrian baron presented a proposal to the
Shah, seeking the registration and establishment of councils for the validation and correction of
land documents (Ardakani, 1992: 170). In 1886, the first regulation for document registration was
formulated during the Naseri era (Ibid: 391). At this stage, the focus was still on the economic
value of land, and the state aimed to increase its revenue through the registration of properties and
related processes such as taxation. This initiative mvase about generating revenue than
producing a national territory. It took nearly forty years for this issue to effectively become a

concern of the central state.

The process of land confiscation and producing company towns goes back to the early
twentieth century when the first major oil field in the Middle East was discovered in the Bakhtiyari
Mountains 1908. In order to create a permanent labor force, Angla®&siCompany (APOC)

i mposed greater spatial control: Al't created
train workers and control their spatial movements and extensive family ties and criminalized
alternative forms of tribal economy intherter t or i es under its -“4889ntrol 0
The discovery of the oil field ithe Bakhtiyari Mountains in 1908 initiated the violent process of

expropriation and legalization of land.s Eh s ani shows, APOCOs refus,
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pastoral land right$ and its insistence ocontractual relations with tribal chieftains was based
exclusively on €é <clear |l y i bketmaioleaotaupheatalsanmddhe pr i v
eventual dispossession of local communitfgssani, 2017435436). In 1923, the Law of
Registration of Deeds and Properties was passed by the parliament, amended in 1925, and finally
ratified in 1927 Ardakani, 1992170). The concept of official property deed was first introduced

in 1927. According to the 1927 laal] properties, including agricultural lands and buildings, had

to be registered in the state ledgers (Ibid)e statehenstarted to see/produdend as a legal
relation.These measures were in tagalrealm and there was still a considerable gap before these

practices be inscribed in space and time.

The next steps were taken about a decade later. In 1936, a training school for survey
engineers, intended for the General Office of Deed and Property Registration, was established
within the Registration Office. Those who completed the-ywae educational progm and
successfully obtained a formal certificate were employed as survey engineers in the Registration
Office. The new class of specialized registration opened 25 years later in 1961, along with the
opening of a surveying class that same year (Aadakl992: 173). The standardization of land
measurement, a fundamental prerequisite for central control over properties, was still absent even
in the 1960s. Until at Il east 1966, the o6vill a
meters, or hetare$’®. In the 1960s, abstract measurement and, consequently, space as an abstract

and bounded territory still did not exist.

In fact, the land reforms can be considered the first systematic tpofitical step towards

thelegalization ofland. Land reformsas a class projeatiere a key mechanism in imposing and

379 See: (Hooglund, 1982: 222). My reference here is to the pages of the Persian translation by Firouzeh Mohajer
and published by Shirazeh Publishing in 2013.
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normalizing private property relatiomsland nature and spacelrhrough land reforms, we witness

the legalization ofprivate and/or centrabwnershipof land intertwined with theinorganic
introduction of rental relationships into the social relations of production. These reforms were a
fundamental prerequisite for the monetization of exchanges in land and agriculture. The monetary
rent compelled farmers to produce for the market. Priohigy farmers paid their rent in non
monetary forms, but aftené land reforms, they were obliged to pay rents in cash. However, the
monetization of production relations could not be widely implemented without the communication
infrastructure. The distance from markets along with the need to move and quickly sedleprod

hindered the transformation of barter transactions into monetary transactions.

This stage of land expropriation and commodification in the-18i60s did not utilize
technologies such as cadastral mapping. Due to the absence of communication infrastructure, the
scope of land reforms was very limited. Furthermore, a significant pastitre lands were not
agricultural but gardens and pastures, which even after the land reforms remained in the ownership
of absentee landlords or néermers. Therefore, we cannot yet speak of nature in its entirety

entering the production cycle, as thate had no control over pastures.

This legalization was a crucial aspect of th&ernal colonization of norPersian lands
serving to legitimize the violent expropriation of laridand expropriation has been kay
mechanism in the production of IraBxpropriationof Turkmenlands by the central statis a
notable exampleTurkmen Sahravere ruthlessly invaded by agents of the authoritarian regime,
l ed by the deposed Shahds siblings, foll owi ng
agricultural lands and pastures of the area were seized from the Turkmen. The issue was not

confnredblandal one. The waters of the Gorgan River
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farm and the like, forcing the Turkmen to resort to drinking rainwater or the residual waters from
the riverbed pits (Gorgani, 1979: 6).

Itis important to note that until 1933, the Turkmen Sahra was under the collective ownership
of the Turkmen people, who held communal rights over all the lands. Each Turkmen tribe had
specific territories known a¥urts whose boundaries were w&hown and respected among
different tribal members. In this system, tribes could cultivate or graze their livestock on another
t r i Yueadusng droughts or natural difficulties without needing permission or being obliged to
pay grazing fees or land remt.outsiders from beyond the plains sought to use the pastures, they
were required to pay a |l evy, as the Tur kmenos
state and neighboring Persians (Ibid:113). This norcapitalist mode of productié#® was highly

advanced, in stark contrast to the backward and oppressive nature of capitalism.

Re z a S h ap@miatibnaspetially of Turkmen territories, began with the 1933 law
on state land sales and agricultural/industrial loans, allowing him to buy state lands, often through
coerced sales or direct seizure. This process, often enforced by threats or force, reswied i
44,000 properties being registered to the Shah, facilitated by the Office of Special Properties
(Gorgani, 1979: 22). PostSeptember 1941, there was a public outcry for the return of lands
taken by Reza Khan and thevalidation of related deeds. Mohammad Ali Foroughi and his
coll eagues aimed to uphold the monarchy by | e
Foroughi 6s | egal e X p eapitalistpreperty figihts were uniiadlyermokled o r e s

to bolster the stat expoprigionver and validate its

380 This account of the Turkmen Sahra brings another important point to light. Accepting that this region practiced a
unigue norcapitalist mode of production, it can be argued that in the vast and diverse geographical, ethnic, cultural,

and linguistic landsapes of Iran, each area could potentially have had its mode of production. Thus, discussing a
single mode of production for O6lrand or | abeling its e
The scale of study for modes of producti@meot be the abstract conception of Iran. By integrating space and nature

into historiography, dominant Irazentric methodologies can be challenged.
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The 1942 property claims | aw, ratified by I
address the unl awdcqulsitionsartrastore landsfto otigmal owdédrsa etfing
a tight sixmonth claim window. Hindered blanguage barriers|literacy, unawareness, and
logistical challenges, many rightful owners lost their claims, further entrenching state ownership
through legal and spatial barriers. The function of this law was essentially toarsdspvithin a
specific timeframend to dbcate it to the central state. This era, led by constitutional advocate
Mohammad Al i Foroughi, witnessed the statebs

its territory and ti me. For ou Bansisthistoryof bdne cont r

Expropriation ofTurkmen Saha@s  kxéenddd to coercing Turkmen tribes into unpaid
labour(bigar) for agricultural production and infrastructure development, under the guise of the
1935 Cotton Monopoly Law. This exploitation was part of a broader scheme of physical and
cultural domination, including forced settlement and land cultivation without ensapion. The
regi meds oppressive tactics inten6&eofrapleichi i n 1
Encyclopedia of Iranrepresenting the conceptual aspect of the occupation of tatithde years,
William Douglas, a U.S. Supreme Court Justice, stated that land should be given to the peasants
to prevent the spread of communisilhe Shahthenissued the 1950 decree on the division of
royal lands. Following this decree, the Pahlavi Estates and Properties Administration immediately
beganmappingthe villages of the Turkmen Sahara (lbid: 45). Thus, we witness the beginning of
mapping for thenationaloccupation of lands in the Turkmen Sahdnais colonial invasion and
occupation of nofPesian lands and territories was neither confined to the Turkmen Sahra nor
limited to this historical period. Focusing on the Sarhad region, Salzman illustrates how
Baluchestan was occupied by Per si athe frimlr ces i

independence, military strength, and economic-sdficiency of the Baluchi period were lost
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with the Iranian conquest of the Sarhad during the 4®30s6 ( Sal z ma nThel@gal0 O : 3 4
aspect of land seizure was intertwined with a cartographic adpetts these cartographic

practices of the central state that inscribed legal representationspatetime Gorgani also
demonstrates how geopolitiagaiperialistdisputes are directly linked to land and the extraction of

natural resources. The 1953 coup, in a sense, was primarily aimed at facilitating the appropriation

of lands.

Expropriation of nofPersian lands was implemented through different spatial strategies.
The practices of administrative division were employedalienag, destroy, andnhationally
colonize the Turkmensln a procesf settler colonization,he Turkmen Sahtas |wene d s
transferred to influentigboliticians aiming either to depopulate the region of Turkmen people or
at least to assimilate their ethnic, linguistic, and cultural traits among Persian populations settling
in the area. In the administratigivisions, the Turkmen Sahra was fragmergeparategdeach
part annexed to adjacent Persian areas, to marginalize the Turkmen. This policy aimed to shatter
the geographical unity of the Turkmen Sahra, making it easier fostétieto suppresshe
Turkmen As Gorgani sayshe strategy of disintegrating the Turkmen Sahra was implemented by
Asadollah Alani®! who particularly insisted on selling Turkmen lands to matives, believing
that a landless Turkmen would be forced to migrate to other cities in Iran for work (Gorgani, 1979:

54, 55).

It can be argued that land expropriation, displacement, administrative divisions, and cultural
genocide were all part of a strategy for coloniziman-Persianperipheralizedegions, thereby

producing Iran as a national spatiotemporal matinder the 1050 decree, 2,000 villages claimed

S8lasadollah Alam (1914 978) was prime minister during the Shahos r
of Royal Court, president of Pahlavi University and governor of Sistan and Baluchestan Province.

312



by the Shah were to be distributed among farmers, with the surplus villages being sold to non
natives (lbid: 59). This sale to naratives as | mentionedndicatesa form of settler colonialisff?

in the Turkmen Sah#® Her e again, the statef6s cartograp
had 700 hectares of land, the Pahlavi Foundation would issue a transaction deed for up to 1,000
hectares. This meant that 300 hecthemgpaddfoof | an
(Ibid: 69). These actions took place around the early 1960s, indicating that it was only at this time
that the use of surveyingnd cartographit¢echnologies like cadastre and the legalization of

individual land ownership effectively began, playing a crucial role in the production of Iran.

This colonial expropriation of land and nature is traceable in the cartographic
representations. The (political) map of Iran, 1961 (Fig®ecreated by the National Iranian Oil
Company, is the first map prepared by the compéltotably, Baluchestan is absent, replaced
instead by Makr an. The stateds conflict- with
Persian regions. This conflict is even evident in the naming conventions used on the map. The
economic map of Iran, 196fproducedagainby the Naional Iranian Oil Company, signifies the
companyb6s direct i nvol vement in creating a r
contributing to the production of Iran as a national economy. This map highlights the extraction

of natural resources drthe necessity of cartography in the process. It displays agricultural and

382 patrick Wolfe (2006) defines settler colonialism as a system rather than a historical event, that perpetuates the
erasure and destruction of native people as a precondition for expropriation of lands and resources.

383 Another form of settlei and/or intersubalterri colonialism can be identified in Baluchestan, where the Kurds,

or fAKurdish Hakoms, 0 attempted, al brigaititor political dependests f ul | vy,
More specifically, the Kurdish rulers establishethgat taxation system through which they regularly collected a
substantial portion of agricultural produce in kind from subordinate farming communities ledyed&dNotably, the

Kurds remained loyal to the Iranian crown, governed as its agents, and received varying degrees of support and
encouragement from the Iranian stéfite more details see Salzman 2085 312313). The construction of new

towns for Persian settlers represents another manifestation of settler colomai§alzman showsn the fall of

1967, fiZahedan was a raw, newl vy buil t, monochromati c
bureaucrats, technicians, and military. ( | 8)i d: 14
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livestock products in various regions. Refineries, oil rigs, anddbilareas are also clearly marked

on the map, making it a pioneering effort in its category.

Figure58. Political Map of
Iranfrom Atlas of Old Iran
(2019)

Land reforms were an effective step towards the production of abstract space, as distinctfrom non
capitalist spaces. The distribution of small agricultural land parcels to farmers during the land
reforms was an initial step in the parcelization of spBeeviously, agricultural practices were
often based around some form of collective work and institutes like Bnleht this distribution

of land to farmerssystematically individualized everything, representing the entrance of
individualistic, capitalist logic of production into land relatioAdditionally, the land reforms laid

a fundamental groundwork for the emergence of a new class primarily engaged in redi@state.

%At a time when capitalist relations had not yet beco
owner, typically did not work alone on a piece of land. The arable land was divided into units, and the work on it was
carried out collectively. Ech group of farmers sharing a Onasaq6 was
individuals in the bonneh were clear (Hooglund, 1982: 51). Usuatlgnaehwas not formed from contiguous plots

of land. At the beginning of each agricultural year, the heads didheehswvould make decisions regarding the

division of fields among thbonnehsand the scheduling for water distribution. The heads obtimmehsand other

farmers would decide whiahmasagowner would be a member of whiblbnnehduring the current season (lbid: 54).
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