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ABSTRACT 

 

FROM PRIVATE GARDENS  TO PUBLIC PARKS AND BACK AGAIN; 

THE TRANSFORMATION OF GR EEN SPACES OF TABRIZ IN THE 

TWENTIETH CENTURY  

 

Tofigh Kouzehkanani, Ataollah 

Master of Architecture, Department of Architecture 

Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Mustafa Haluk Zelef 

 

September 2020, 197 pages 

 

This study aims to shed light on the transition of the green space concept in Iran and 

particularly in Tabriz from the urban private courtyard house gardens to the public 

parks, and back to the private gardens in the countryside during the 20th century. Two 

major political revolutions in the contemporary history of Iran constitute the 

background of these spatial transformations. Rapid modernization orchestrated by 

Reza Shah Pahlavi transformed all aspects of peopleôs private lives in Iran after 1925 

including their preferences for open spaces. Similarly, the Islamic Revolution in 1979 

played a major role in the usage of green spaces. 

Due to its geopolitical position and fame as the óGarden Cityô of Iran, Tabriz is 

selected as the case study of this research. Parallel to the rapid modernization, 

westernization, and secularization of the city, adapted from the European socio-spatial 

policies in the early 20th century, the green spaces in the old urban fabric were 

significantly affected by these movements. Besides the large scale royal gardens, the 

traditional green texture of the city with private courtyards inside the traditional 

houses, as the only outdoor spaces to gather family members, relatives and neighbors, 

were damaged considerably, and were replaced by the large boulevards and detached 

apartment blocks due to ideological, social and economic reasons. Parallel to these 
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transformations, the emergence of new public green spaces called óparksô resulted in 

the gradual departure of people from their private outdoor spaces into public ones.  

The secular autocratic state was replaced by a conservative theocratic state after the 

Islamic Revolution in 1979, and due to the new dominant ideology and its policies, 

the dialectical relationship between public and private green spaces entered a new 

phase. Because of the uneven distribution of public green spaces and restriction of 

public activities in parks according to the Islamic laws, new usage patterns appeared. 

Some of the public parks created during the modernism were destroyed, some were 

neglected, serving only to the men of the underprivileged, and some new parks were 

established serving exclusively women (Women-only parks). As a counteraction, 

higher-income groups started to establish their own private green spaces in the 

countryside near the city to evade the social and political restrictions.  

This research aiming to trace the chronological transition process of private green 

spaces into the public, and back again to private spaces in the contemporary Tabriz 

context, utilizes archival resources, as well as observation and questionnaires directed 

to the users of the green spaces as research methods. 

 

 

 

Keywords: Private Gardens, Public Parks, Pahlavi dynasty, Islamic Revolution, 
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ÖZ 

 

ÖZEL BAHÇELERDEN KAMUSAL KENT PARKLARINA: 20. YÜZYILDA 

TEBRĶZôDEKĶ YEķĶL ALANLARIN D¥N¦ķ¦M¦ 

 

Tofigh Kouzehkanani, Ataollah 

Yüksek Lisans, Mimarlēk Bºl¿m¿ 

Tez Danēĸmanē: Doç. Dr. Mustafa Haluk Zelef 

 

Eylül 2020, 197 sayfa 

 

Bu ­alēĸma, 20. y¿zyēl boyunca Ķran ve ºzellikle Tebriz'de yeĸil alan kavramēnēn önce 

özel avlulu evlerin bahçelerinden kamusal parklara ve daha sonra da kent çeperindeki 

ºzel bah­elere dºn¿ĸme s¿recine ēĸēk tutmayē ama­lamaktadēr. Ķran'ēn ­aĵdaĸ 

tarihindeki iki büyük siyasi devrim, bu mekansal dºn¿ĸ¿mlerin arka planēnē oluĸturur. 

Rēza ķah Pehlevi tarafēndan yºnetilen hēzlē modernizasyon, 1925'ten sonra Ķran'da 

insanlarēn ºzel hayatlarēnēn, a­ēk mekan tercihleri dahil tüm yönlerini deĵiĸtirmiĸtir. 

Benzer ĸekilde 1979 Ķslam Devrimi de yeĸil alanlarēn kullanēmēnda ºnemli bir rol 

oynamēĸtēr.  

Jeopolitik konumu ve Ķran'ēn 'Bah­e ķehri' olma ¿n¿nden dolayē Tebriz, bu 

araĸtērmanēn  odaĵēnda yer almaktadēr.. Avrupa'dan uyarlanan sosyo-mekansal 

politikalarēn uygulandēĵē 20. y¿zyēlēn baĸlarēnda kentin hēzlē modernleĸmesi, 

batēlēlaĸmasē ve sek¿lerleĸmesine paralel olarak, eski kent dokusundaki yeĸil alanlar 

bu hareketlerden ºnemli ºl­¿de etkilenmiĸtir. Kraliyet ailesinin mülkiyetindeki büyük 

ºl­ekli bah­elerin yanēsēra sēradan halkēn aile bireylerini, akrabalarē ve komĸularē bir 

araya getiren yegane yeĸil alanē olan özel evlerinin avlularē gibi kentin geleneksel yeĸil 

mirasē da tahrip olmuĸ, yerlerini ideolojik, sosyal ve ekonomik nedenlerle geniĸ 

bulvarlara ve apartman bloklarēna bērakmēĸtēr. Bahsedilen dºn¿ĸ¿mlere paralel olarak, 
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'park' adē verilen yeni kamusal yeĸil alanlarēn ortaya ­ēkmasē, zamanla insanlarēn kendi 

ºzel yeĸil alanlarēnē bērakarak kamusal alanlara yönelmesine neden olmuĸtur. 

1979 Ķslam Devrimi'nden sonra, egemen g¿ç seküler otokratik bir devletten 

muhafazakar teokratik Ķslami bir devlete ge­miĸ, yeni egemen ideoloji ve politikalar 

nedeniyle, kamusal ve ºzel yeĸil alanlar arasēndaki diyalektik iliĸki yeni bir aĸamaya 

girmiĸtir. Ķslami yasalara gºre parklardaki kamusal faaliyetlerin kēsētlanmasē ve halka 

a­ēk parklarēn kentte eĸit olmayan daĵēlēmē nedeniyle, yeĸil alanlarēn yeni kullanēm 

bi­imleri geliĸmistir. Modernizmle gelen kamual parklarēn bir kēsmē yok olmuĸ, bir 

kēsmē yēpranmēĸ ve ­oĵunlukla halkēn gºrece en yoksul kēsmēnēn erkeklerine hitap 

etmeye baĸlamēĸ, kadēnlar i­in ise m¿stakil parklar a­ēlmēĸtēr. Gelir düzeyi yüksek 

gruplar ise ĸehrin yakēnēndaki kērsal bºlgelerdeki kendi evlerinin özel bahçelerinde 

siyasal ve sosyal kēsētlamalardan ka­ēnmaya ­alēĸmēĸtēr. 

¢aĵdaĸ Tebriz baĵlamēnda ºzel yeĸil alanlarēn kamusal alana ve tekrar ºzel alanlara 

kronolojik ge­iĸ s¿recinin izini s¿rmeyi ama­layan bu araĸtērma, araĸtērma yºntemi 

olarak yeĸil alan kullanēcēlarēna yºnelik gºzlem ve anketlerin yanē sēra arĸiv 

kaynaklarēnē da kullanmaktadēr. 
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Anahtar Kelimeler: ¥zel Bah­eler, Kent Parklarē, Pehlevi Hanedanē, Ķslami Devrim, 

Tebriz 
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CHAPTER 1  

 

1. INTRODUCTION  

 

Subdivision of spaces as public and private is a reflection of the social and structural 

organization of the societies. Following this line, all the division between public and 

private spaces results in the variation of individualsô behaviors in the city; thus, urban 

life continuously is under the influence of these subdivisions. 

According to different contexts, there are multilayered relationships between these 

two dimensions. The existence of borders between public and private spaces helps 

grasping the significance of spatial hierarchies between them, however, when the role 

and the structure of these borders became blurred, comprehending their meanings and 

functions got challenging. German Philosopher Jurgen Habermas suggests, along with 

the modern developments, a tendency toward the ruination of the relationship between 

the public and private spaces exhibits itself in all aspects of life (Habermas, 1989).  

Shifting from old traditional formal aspects to new modern ones affected all aspects 

of life, especially the relationships between the private and public spaces. It can be 

said that, due to political interventions, globalization and mass culture, the cultural 

values sometimes lose their importance or are superseded by new values. This process 

(re) creates new relationships between people and urban spaces, which affect the 

identity of cities and social relations within public and private spaces. Hence, as an 

equally strong claim, private and public spaces, activities and the perception of people 

regarding these issues have been highly influenced by cultural, political, and economic 

dynamics. 

In much the same line, urban green spaces, which are among the critical components 

of the urban life, were not apart from the aforementioned dynamics regarding the 

private, private spaces. According to their social, physical, and even political 
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characteristics, urban green spaces are divided into public and private. Green spaces 

in the urban context are considered not only as the extension of the natural 

environment in the urban space but also as the significant physical urban elements 

which have a close relationship with cultural values.  

Following that, from ancient times, there has always been a close relationship between 

Iranian culture and green spaces, and because of that, gardens and physical, social 

activities within them have been an inseparable part of peopleôs lives. Interior gardens 

in the courtyard houses have long been the havens for tranquility and satisfaction; 

therefore, they have gained significance in traditional Iranian culture. Likewise, the 

notion of privacy was the most considerable concept in the traditional Iranian 

architecture, in a way that ñother elements of designing revolve around the notion of 

privacy and private spaceò (Pirnia, 2005). Along with consideration of privacy in the 

Persian worldview, it can be said that the surrounding walls protected the gardens, in 

other words, gardens in the Iranian cultural context were the symbol of private spaces. 

With the arrival of Islam to Persia in the 7th century, a firm bound was created between 

the spatial hierarchies of courtyard houses and their private gardens in Iran more than 

before. In fact, the Islamic belief system made the distinction of public and private 

spaces more explicit. Islam praised private spaces of household and protection of 

family members, especially women from the gaze of strangers. In addition, courtyard 

gardens have played an important role not only in improving the quality of life, but 

also in establishing social interactions between family members and neighbors. But 

alongside the rapid modernization of cities and expansion of public spaces during the 

first Pahlavi period in the 1920s, public parks became the significant symbol of 

representation and dissemination of modern city and publicness. In other words, the 

newly established public green spaces were a kind of cornerstone in bridging the old 

urban fabric into the new modern society.  
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1.1. Problem Definition 

Iran as a country that has experienced two Revolutions in the 20th century faced radical 

ideological changes regarding public and private spaces. Therefore parallel with 

surveying the role of green spaces in Iranian life, it is necessary to discuss the critical 

political, social, and cultural factors which have been affecting the use of these areas 

up to now. However, to understand the current situation, it is crucial to investigate the 

central motives and dynamics of urbanization strategies that have transformed green 

spaces and their usages in different periods of Iranian history.  

Since long ago, due to its special geopolitical features, Tabriz has been one of the most 

significant cities in Iran. Located along the Silk Road, it used to be the focal point of 

transit between Iran and its neighbor countries. These conditions brought about the 

construction of the largest covered traditional Bazaar in the world, which played a 

significant role in bringing together all the public spaces, like mosques, madares 

(schools), bathhouses, and private spaces like courtyard houses in the core of the city. 

In other words, the public sphere of life such as Bazaar, as the center of the economy 

(market), was separated from the private sphere of the households. Besides, according 

to historical maps and several itineraries, this city was surrounded by gardens, and 

because of that, it is known as Iranôs óGarden cityô 1(Bagh Shahr).  

Aside from natural disasters like devastating earthquakes and floods which destroyed 

the main historical elements and gardens of Tabriz, political interventions especially 

during the Pahlavi era and after the Islamic Revolution created more crushing impacts 

not only on the historical urban fabric of the city and its green spaces, but also on the 

relationships between people and urban spaces. The socio-spatial policies of the 

governments, during both of these periods, have transformed not only the physical 

formation of green spaces but also their usages. It can be said that during the 20th 

century, green spaces, which have been the main parts of the daily lives of the Iranians, 

                                                
1 ñGarden Cityò is the lexical translation of ñBagh Shahrò 
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have undergone fundamental changes in accordance with the different ideologies of 

states (Pahlavi regime and the Islamic Republic). 

The initial steps of transforming the green areas were taken during the first period of 

the Pahlavi dynasty (1921-1941), and the spatial interventions of the autocratic state 

during modernity, which was along with the destruction of the green heritage of the 

city shattered the relationships between people and private gardens. The introduction 

of new public spaces pressed families to depart from private gardens into newly built 

public spaces in cities, and similar to the European culture, new green areas called 

óparksô, were emerged. Following this process, the vacant green spaces and even 

cemeteries changed into public parks, and all these actions propelled people to spend 

their leisure time in these new amenities. Alongside the new spatial policies, private 

gardens, and social ties (between extended families) within them lost their 

significance, and this fact paved the way for other radical socio-cultural changes 

regarding peopleôs life.  

It does not seem particularly controversial to mark the beginning of all developments 

parallel with the establishment of infrastructures, which allowed several fundamental 

changes in new public spaces and public activities. In this way, various development 

policies were conducted in the city contemporaneously. For instance, the construction 

of boulevards like óPahlavi Boulevardô, widening the narrow streets, and the new 

planned public parks facilitated many upcoming radical changes in private and public 

spaces of the Tabriz. 

Development of the city and expansion of public spaces by establishing new public 

parks caused the rapid transformation of the private sphere of life. Private courtyard 

gardens as the most prominent aspect of peopleôs lives were not only neglected by the 

state but also were destroyed according to the new policies of urbanization. In much 

the same line, the spatial hierarchies and the relationship between private and public 

spaces got blurred.  
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In general, modernization in Iran was an attempt to transform introverted cities into 

extroverted ones. In other words, people started to take part in the social life occurring 

in the newly established public parks, rather than the private enclosed courtyard 

gardens. It may well be argued that through modernization during the first Pahlavi era, 

the identity of the city, which had a strong relation with Iranian Islamic culture, had 

changed. This process not only altered the traditional public and private relationships, 

but also, the rapid emergence of newly established public spaces such as parks, 

cinemas, and opera houses changed the peopleôs behavior and attitudes. For instance, 

the social activities of the family members in private gardens were superseded by new 

public activities in parks. From this line, many new words entered the Iranian lexicon, 

such as the word picnic, which was one of the French words to enter Iranian culture. 

All policies were in the way of constituting a contemporary modern national identity 

through establishing new modern public parks that reflect the European lifestyle. In 

other words, Reza Shahôs aspiration to construct a modern Iran destroyed not only the 

traditional physical spatial organization of districts (mahalleh) and houses but also, 

along with the expansion of the public sphere, the private sphere of Iranian people 

started to vanish as mentioned in reference to Habermas.  

The second Pahlavi period (1941-1979) began by crowning Reza Shahôs son 

Mohammad Reza as the new Shah and the continuation of modernization and 

westernization of the city but in a schizophrenic and paradoxical atmosphere between 

the autocratic system of the state and its attempt to create a democratic society. It can 

be said that Mohammad Rezaôs reign ñfulfilled Reza Shahôs dream of building 

massive state structureò (Abrahamian, 2008). Besides the centralization of the stateôs 

structure, modernization of the cities was an incessant enterprise between these two 

rulers. Along with the appearance of new classes, new industries, and technologies in 

the 20th century, sudden changes occurred in the design of the Iranian cities. Spatial 

policies and shifting the economy from agriculture to the oil industry led to migration 

from rural areas to large cities like Tabriz, which resulted in the rapid rise of the 

population in the city. To overcome the upcoming social problems such as housing 
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shortage for new incomers, a new housing typology (multi-story apartment blocks) 

were introduced. This process resulted in not only further destruction of courtyard 

houses and traditional central districts but also the replacement of gardens and 

farmlands in the suburban areas of the city with new residential quarters.   

The third period began with the Islamic Revolution in 1979, with a paradigm shift 

from secularist approaches to traditional Islamic ideology, which favored the anti-

westernization. It can be said that the physical and social transformation of green 

spaces continued in the post-Revolutionary era. This era began with movements 

against the western lifestyle and public activities. Thus, since the establishment of the 

state and its policies were strictly based on Islamic Shia laws, public activities in parks 

and green areas were restricted. Accordingly, the new concept of parks called women-

only parks appeared following the gender segregation policies. During this era, due to 

the uneven distribution of public parks and limited public activities within them, there 

was a shift in peopleôs preferences, and a collective tendency towards private gardens 

arose. Thus, by the privatization of the countryside green space near the city, people 

started to spend their time in the newly established private gardens. Generally, in 

recent times these private green spaces in countryside areas of Tabriz became more 

significant than the public parks inside the city. 

Besides the political and social upheavals in Tabrizôs society after the Islamic 

Revolution, unorganized development and urban sprawl of the city destroyed the 

gardens and farmlands in the peripheral areas of Tabriz. In order to clarify, during the 

late Pahlavi regime and after the Islamic Revolution, due to the rapid immigration 

from rural areas to the city, potential green spaces of the city, including private fruit 

gardens and farmlands, were replaced by new residential quarters. This process is one 

of the subsidiary concerns of this study, which needs to be pondered over.  

All these transformations during the Pahlavi dynasty and after the Islamic Revolution 

have occurred not only in the physical formation of green spaces of the city but in 

peopleôs lifestyles and attitudes regarding green spaces. Meanwhile, the green spaces 
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as a significant factor in the society lost their identity and significance in the process 

of transforming the urban structure and different ideological encounters. At last, 

gardens faded away and what remained of the Iranôs óGarden Cityô, was just a 

nostalgic name.   

To summarize, the main problem of this research is developed in a threefold schema. 

This study starts with an inquiry into the history of gardens in the spatial formation of 

Tabriz and peopleôs life. The study continues with the rapid alteration of green spaces 

from private gardens to public parks during the Pahlavi regime, and from public parks 

to private gardens after the Islamic Revolution. Correspondingly, how changing the 

dynamic relationships between private and public spaces affected the behavior and 

perception of people, and how these changes in less than a century oscillated between 

traditional Islamic beliefs and modern lifestyle are among the major concerns of this 

study.  

 

1.2. Aim of the Study 

The main objective of this study is to investigate three critical types of green spaces 

in Tabriz, which played an essential role in peopleôs lives in two periods of time, i.e., 

the early and late 20th century. The first type of green spaces are private gardens in 

courtyard houses. Alongside modernity and radical transformations during the reigns 

of Reza Shah and his son Mohammad Reza, and due to the westernization and the 

rapid rise of the population, these private gardens were destroyed, and for the first 

time, new public parks were introduced. Considering that the main attempt of this 

study is the clarification of traditional private life in the courtyard houses, modification 

of the typology of houses that started during the second period of the Pahlavi dynasty 

is a critical point. Alongside the construction of wide streets, destruction of old 

structural formation of districts, and their hierarchies, which were based on the 

complete division of the private and public spaces, new types of residential blocks 

became trendy in the city. Consequently, the yards (Hayat) in these new residential 
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blocks became much smaller than traditional courtyards, and due to this 

transformation, the previously active socialization in the private gardens of houses 

faded away. The courtyard gardens were the mere green space for family members 

and neighbors to socialize, and the only difference between courtyard houses was their 

vastness. Even though less affluent families, unlike privileged families, had smaller 

courtyards, all citizens had access to their own green spaces. However, after the 

elimination of courtyard gardens and the establishment of new public parks, the 

polemical issue was the uneven distribution of public green space among several 

districts. Thus, the subsidiary aim of the study is to investigate the causes of the uneven 

distribution of public green space in the city.   

The third type of green space, a crucial instrument in this research, is the private villa 

gardens in the countryside of Tabriz that emerged in recent years, and their number is 

increasing daily. Hence, it is essential to raise discussions on the notion of private 

spaces and how they used to be in courtyard gardens in Tabriz, and how different state 

policies expanded the public realm and led people to switch the private ways of life to 

the public.  

Since the main goal of this study is based on the transformation of green spaces from 

the private spaces of houses to the public parks, it is rather vital to look at the 

transformation of cultural values, lifestyles, and the role of women in the society. 

Together with secularized and westernized ideologies of the Pahlavi dynasty, women, 

whose role was limited to private spaces of household, started to participate in newly 

built public spaces more than before. In other words, womenôs participation in public 

spaces started a new era in establishing a modern lifestyle in public spaces.  

Along the line of examining public and private green spaces, it is inevitable to find the 

relationship between the dominant ideology of the states in different periods and the 

process of transformation of green spaces inside the city. In addition, in the case of 

green spaces in the countryside, surveying the process of development of Tabriz 

(sprawl) paves the way for indicating how several villages around Tabriz were 
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connected to the city over time and how eventually their green areas turned into private 

villa gardens. In fact, the main reason for studying green spaces outside of the city 

(suburbs and countryside) is that besides urban parks, these green spaces play an 

important role in the present daily life.   

 

1.3. Theoretical Framework and Methodology  

Since the main concern of this study is based on the dialectical relationship between 

public and private spaces, the characteristics of these spaces, and their role in the 

peopleôs life constitutes the main theoretical framework. This fact becomes more 

critical in Muslim societies like Iran, where the major quality of the spatial formation 

of the society is completely based on the distinction between public and private spaces. 

Thus it is rather significant to focus on the notion of public and private spaces and the 

way they have been transformed in the course of time. Considering that the main 

concern of this study is the green spaces, private courtyard gardens, which were the 

main spaces of the Iranian private way of life and public parks as the symbol of modern 

public life, need to be scrutinized. Hence, the investigation continues with the ruling 

ideologies behind the creation of public parks which entered Iranian culture during 

modernity. In addition, different socio-cultural, socio-spatial, and socio-political 

dynamics regarding the development of the city and green spaces, whether during the 

Pahlavi dynasty or after the Islamic Revolution, must be investigated to establish a 

solid foundation for this chronological process.  

Reza Shahôs penchant for having a modern country was in the way of radical changes, 

first in physical levels like urban fabric and then in the social and behavioral levels. 

He applied his vision of modernity initially to Tehran, the capital of the time, and then 

to other large cities like Tabriz. For this purpose, new roads and streets were 

constructed, gigantic governmental buildings were designed, and old alleys and streets 

(which were the main factors of the spatial hierarchy of districts) were widened. To 
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shed further light on the structural transformations of the large cities, Grigor brings 

Tehran as an example and writes: 

 ñStreets have been widened and paved; trees have been planted to take the 

places of old ones destroyed by the alteration; modern governmental buildings 

have been erected in various parts of the city, and a number of small parks in 

local squares are being landscaped. Previous efforts, however, are not to be 

compared with the present activity under the direction of the Acting Chief of 

the Tehran Municipality, Mr. Gholam Hossein Ebtehajò (Grigor, 2014) 

 

The transformation of green spaces in Tabriz is profoundly connected to different 

political, social, cultural, and economic fields that need to be surveyed. From a 

political perspective, as previously mentioned, the spatial policies of the Pahlavi state 

significantly contribute to ignoring and destroying some of the green heritages and, in 

contrast, establishing new green areas. Besides, it is crucial to scrutinize ideologies 

and policies of the Pahlavi regime and the Islamic Republic comparatively regarding 

private and public spaces. Meanwhile, from a sociological point of view, the reactions 

and perceptions of people regarding these transformations should be pondered over. 

Alongside surveying the classification of green spaces in Tabriz and their role in daily 

life, the notion and the reasons for privatization, personalization, and segregation of 

green spaces must be clarified. In the case of Tabriz, parks were the main elements in 

creating tension between urban space and the countryside after the Islamic Revolution. 

Although during the Islamic Republic epoch there were several attempts to construct 

public parks and green spaces, the uneven distribution of public green spaces in the 

city from one side and controlling and restricting activities (because of Islamic laws) 

from another side encouraged people to pursue other types of green spaces. In this 

respect, particular classes began to establish private green spaces in the farmlands and 

countryside, and this process resulted either in the destruction or privatization of green 

spaces of the countryside, which led to the commodification of green spaces in these 

areas. Therefore, it is necessary to survey the development of Tabriz and its 
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surrounding countryside and rural regions to have a better understanding of the 

process in which new types of green spaces have entered peopleôs lives.  

In order to study the transition from private green spaces in houses to public parks in 

Tabriz, both the historical and socio-spatial backgrounds of the city are to be analyzed 

in its historical continuum. Tabriz used to be known as the ógarden cityô of Iran, 

famous for its ancient gardens, and this fact was frequently mentioned in the itinerary 

of foreign travelers. Therefore, choosing Tabriz as the case study can shed light not 

on one particular city but on other cities of Iran as well. Using historical documents 

such as aerial photos, historical maps of the city, which contain its traditional gardens, 

contributes to getting a better understanding of the destruction of gardens. For this 

purpose, the óMatrak­ēô miniature map of Tabriz (1537-1538), Tabriz Dar Al-Saltane 

maps of 1880 and 1910, as well as historical aerial photos, are the significant historical 

sources to spot the historical green spaces of the city. In addition, investigation of 

studies that have been conducted regarding the spatial transformation of Tabriz would 

be helpful in organizing this research. In this regard, the Ph.D. thesis of Dariush 

Sattarzadeh2 and Masterôs thesis of Ali Rad Yousefnia 3 are among the studies 

conducted in recent times.  

The study is arranged through chronological descriptions and adapting them to 

theoretical frameworks. It will focus on the subject, from the start of the Pahlavi 

dynasty in 1921 to the Islamic Revolution in 1979, and will continue to the present 

time. The conceptual framework of this research will be based on an analytical 

standpoint regarding the investigated qualitative and quantitative results of the case 

study (Tabriz) and expanding them to the theoretical framework. By way of 

illustration, the comparative analysis will be done on the role of traditional gardens, 

                                                
2 Sattarzadeh, Dariush, 2007, The impact of Modernity on the formation development of the urban 

space in Iran, Case Study: the urban space of Tabriz during the Pahlavi Period, Azad University, 

Science and Research Branch, ñFaculty of Urban Designò 
3 Rad Yousefnia, Ali, 2018, Structural and ideological transformation of public spaces: The case of 

Tabriz, Middle East Technical University, ñFaculty of Architectureò 
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their private green spaces, and new modern public parks, also, different state policies 

regarding green spaces.  

 

1.4. Structure of the Thesis 

The research aims to identify the role of green spaces in the everyday lives of the 

people over time and the different policies of the state regarding green spaces in each 

period. For this purpose, the study is conducted in five chapters in which not only the 

historical and physical transformation of green spaces in the city, but also the process 

of oscillation of green spaces between private and public usage are displayed. 

The first chapter starts with the main concern of this study, which is about 

the continuous transformation of private, public green spaces in Tabriz with 

the general objective of clarifying different motives for this phenomenon.  

The second chapter will arrange a conceptual framework by the main 

viewpoints of architects, urban designers, and sociologists such as Ali 

Madanipour, Amos Rapoport, Jan Gehl, Irwin Altman, and Jeff Weintraub 

regarding public and private spaces and their dialectic relationships in the 

society. Investigating the main characteristics of public and private spaces, 

especially in Muslim communities like Iran, contributes to a better 

understanding of the division of these spaces. Following this framework, 

different typologies of public and private green spaces, as well as the stateôs 

socio-spatial policies regarding these spaces will be discussed. 

The third chapter  begins with a flashback to the vital role of private gardens 

in Persian civilization since ancient times. Following that, historical traces of 

green spaces in Tabriz will be surveyed. In this regard, surveying the ancient 

gardens, traditional courtyard houses, and their spatial hierarchies provides 

several details about the private way of life in Tabriz 



 

 

 

13 

 

The process of modernization of the city during the first period of the Pahlavi 

era, the emergence of public parks, and the new role of women in public spaces 

as the main parts of chapter four will be investigated. The second section of 

this chapter will raise discussions about the second period of the Pahlavi 

dynasty, revealing two critical clues regarding the long term effects of the 

transformation of green spaces and their usage. For this aim, new housing 

typologies that emerged by the continuation of modernization and 

industrialization of the city will be investigated. Besides, the new concept of 

environmental parks in peripheral areas of large cities like the capital (Tehran) 

and Tabriz will be scrutinized.  

Chapter five will be about the new public and private life during the Islamic 

Republic era. Its main concern is clarifying the process in which most people 

are discouraged from participating in public parks and tend to have their own 

private villa gardens in the countryside regions. For this aim investigating the 

development process of the suburbanization of Tabriz (urban sprawl) could be 

the means for better understanding the appearance of these private villa 

gardens in the countryside and rural areas.  

Besides examining the uneven distribution of public parks in different regions 

of Tabriz in this chapter, a survey is conducted regarding two historical parks 

of the city. For this aim, Golestan Park (Bagh-e Golestan) in the city center 

and El Goli Park in a new popularized quarter are selected because they are 

used by distinct sections of the society. The central motivation for conducting 

the survey is to display the current stats of parks in the downscale and upscale 

neighborhoods of Tabriz. The survey is prepared by the way of providing 

information regarding the usersô profile and different use patterns in each park. 

For this aim, the main method is based on observation and directing a 

questionnaire to 80 users of each park.  
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Finally, chapter six will cover the conclusions of the discussions in the 

previous chapters and suggests outlines of further studies. 

 

 

 

Figure 1.1. The location of Tabriz 
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CHAPTER 2  

 

2. GENERAL OVERVIEW OF  PRIVATE AND PUBLIC G REEN SPACES  

 

2.1. Definition of the Relationship Between Public and Private Spaces 

Defining space first comes from the dynamic relationships between self and others on 

a psychological level and second the different ideologies and decisions over space on 

a social and cultural level. In order to satisfy the biological, ontological, and social 

needs, people had to produce different spaces (Tuan, 2001). Thus, the physical 

characteristics of space, whether public or private, contribute to addressing the social 

and functional dimensions of space in urban life (Arjmand, 2017). Understanding the 

nature of space, whether public or private, can be valuable regarding the 

comprehension of the structural and ideological transformation of the societies. For 

further illustration, Madanipour argues that: 

ñThe subdivision of our social world and the space we inhabit into public and 

private spheres is one of the key features of how a society organizes itself. This 

affects individualsô mental state and experiences, regulates their behavior, and 

superimposes a long-lasting structure onto human society.ò (Madanipour, 

2003) 

 

In addition, investigating the socio-historical spatial organization of cities 

encompasses the dialectic relationship between the transformations of public, private 

spaces over time, which helps to link the history of sociability to the political matters 

(Weintraub, 1977). In order to investigate the relationship between the public/private 

spaces and their transformation from the political point of view, it is crucial to 

determine first, who has the power to transform them and second, from a 

psychological perspective, it is essential to scrutinize the patterns and habits of 

sociability that these transformations may alter (Miller, 2007). 
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Besides, there are normative orientations regarding public/private spaces based on 

every societyôs cultural values from which these spaces gain their function and 

significance. An important consideration is that public/private spaces and the 

boundaries between them regulate the relationship between individuals and society 

(Madanipour, 2003). In other words, along with different spatial hierarchies and 

boundaries in urban space, public and private space can be defined. 

ñAccessò, ñagencyò, and ñinterestò are the essential dimensions regarding the 

constitution of public and private spaces in which we can point out the publicness or 

privateness of one place or specific activity (Benn & Gaus, 1983). These three 

dimensions create a dynamic process to determine the ideal level of publicness and 

privateness. The necessity of óaccessô to physical spaces or activities is the first 

prerequisite for the distinction between public and private spaces. The notion of 

óaccessô to a place or specific activity paves the way for the definition of the concept 

of privacy, which is emanating from establishing control over access (Madanipour, 

2003). The agency refers to the subject of authority, which has the role of control and 

decision-making and the factor of interest determines who will benefit from the access 

to a specific space or action. Therefore it can be said that, these three dimensions refer 

not only to the physical settings in urban space, but also encompasses social and 

behavioral patterns (Franck & Paxson, 1989).  

 

2.1.1. Division of Private and Public Spaces 

According to their functional characteristics, the subdivision of public and private 

spaces and their relationship is like a mirror reflecting the society and its social 

relations (Madanipour, 2003). In other words, public spaces do not have power by 

themselves, but rather it is the social relations and the users who give them the 

meaning and power (Lloyd & Auld, 2003). It may well be argued that, the division of 

public and private spaces in urban life has been distinguished by several boundaries 

and symbols which specify the desired level of interaction, inclusion, or exclusion 
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(Rapoport, 1977). Accordingly, the process of division of public and private spaces 

and how these divisions control and shape every aspect of the citizensô lives can help 

us to understand the meaning of these spaces.  

The separation of public and private spaces in the first place is mental rather than 

physical. In other words, due to the spatial arrangement in urban space, boundaries 

between these two realms could be visible and invisible (Rapoport, 1977). In order to 

define the characteristics of public and private spaces, the significant point is that, 

besides physical dimensions, they can be surveyed as mental and socio-psychological 

spaces. Hence, it could be said that, the social interactions in public spaces can be 

interpreted as an extension of private space. In order to clarify this kind of distinction, 

Madanipour notes:  

ñDepending on the way the private realm is defined (mind, body, property, 

home), the public sphere finds a related but opposite meaning. If mind is the 

private realm, the outside world is the public. If the body is the private realm, 

the other bodies constitute the public.ò (Madanipour, 2003) 

 

The physical distinction between these two realms, as stated by Jeff Weintraub, 

political sociologist,  is not unitary and single confrontation, but rather the discourses 

regarding public and private spaces  ñcover a variety of subjects that are analytically 

distinct and, at the same time, subtlyðoften confusinglyðoverlapping and 

intertwined.ò (Weintraub, 1977). Realizing the significance of the demarcated 

boundaries between public and private spaces would pave the way for the 

comprehension of the world of intimacy and the world of sociability between the 

individuality of óselfô and interaction with óothersô (Weintraub, 1977). Thus, the 

dichotomy of public and private spaces also derives from the contrasted dichotomies 

of presence and absence, inclusion and exclusion, individuality and commonness. 

From another perspective, the dichotomy of public and private relationships emanated 

from the concept of ideological and biological separation. Following that, the 

distinction between these spaces is the distinction of community and individuals, male 
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and female, the space of home and work (Gal, 2005). In Muslim societies, a central 

concern regarding the distinction between these two spaces is entirely based on man 

and woman relationships and their role in Islamic communities. In other words, the 

division of public, private space derives from the separation of sexes rooted in cultural 

and religious values. The normative imposition of beliefs and ideologies is part and 

parcel of the traditional biological separation of genders (Arjmand, 2017). Even 

though the majority of feminist writers define the distinction between these two realms 

as the main factor of womanôs oppression, it is a well-established fact that the spatial 

organization of Islamic cities was according to the distinction of the male-dominated 

public sphere of economy and the private sphere occupied by the women, children, 

servants, etc. This phenomenon existed in the 19th century western societies where an 

ideal lifestyle included men pursuing all sorts of activities in the public sphere, and 

women being limited to childcare and household chores in the domestic spaces of 

houses (Cowan, 1983; Franck & Paxson, 1989).  

Weintraub quotes Aristotle about western social and political theories in which the 

relationship between private, public spaces is the distinction of separate spheres 

between oikos as the households and polis as the political community of outside with 

extended engagement (Weintraub, 1977). Therefore, men were free to participate in 

both the private realm of home and the public sphere of politics and markets; however, 

women were entirely associated with the private space of households. From this line, 

the division of these realms is the division of male/female, covert/overt, and 

inside/outside. 

 

2.1.2. The Concept of Semi-Private and Semi-Public Spaces 

The scales between public and private can be more differentiated according to spatial 

hierarchies and levels, gradually from more private residential areas to the more public 

spaces (Gehl, 2011). Through these spatial hierarchies, especially in Islamic cities, 

semi-private and semi-public spaces have gained a significant role in mediating the 
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relationship between private and public spaces. In other words, different physical and 

psychological borders and their functions between two realms constitute the identity 

of cities and urban environments. In Islamic urban design, the concept of 'Al Fina'4 is 

used to refer to in-between spaces between outdoor public spaces and indoor private 

spaces. In the old fabric of Islamic society, the spatial pattern of streets emanated from 

the traditional laws called Urf. According to these traditional laws, in the spatial 

organization of streets in Muslim societies, semi-private spaces played a crucial role 

in the distinction of public and private spaces and protecting houses from potential 

offenders. In fact, Al Fina' was used to be the transitional spaces between public spaces 

of main streets and private spaces of houses (Nooraddin, 1998). As an instance, in 

spatial hierarchies of streets, Al Fina' used to be the connector between thoroughfares 

in residential districts and dead-end streets (Nooraddin, 1998). In general, the 

organization system of Al Fina' can be considered as a mediator and territorial 

boundary between public and private spaces in neighborhoods to protect the privacy 

of residents, especially women. 

Semi-public and semi-private spaces in the urban environment not only play the role 

of a boundary in the neighborhood, but also play the role of a linkage between private 

and public spaces to establish communication between these spaces. In other words, 

these spaces known as the óThird spaceô in the spatial organization of urban space, can 

fill the physical gap between divided public and private spaces; besides, as mediating 

spaces, the behavior of people becomes more fluid between public and private spaces 

(Arjmand, 2017). In order to clarify the role of these spaces as mediating spaces, Gehl 

mentions that: 

ñFlexible boundaries in the form of transitional zones that are neither 

completely private nor completely public, on the other hand, will often be able 

to function as connecting links, making it easier, both physically and 

psychologically, for residents and activities to move back and forth between 

private and public spaces, between in and out.ò (Gehl, 2011) 

                                                
4 Al Fina' is an Arabic term meaning spaciousness which was used to define two types of spaces, the 

inner courtyards and the spaces around the buildings in Islamic societies.  
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Oscar Newman, an architect and urban planner, introduced the concept of ñdefensible 

spaceò in 1972 as a model to hinder crime in residential neighborhoods. He believed 

that, the physical environment could be designed in a way that affects the behavior of 

both residents and potential offenders, resulting in the reduction of crimes. The most 

crucial concept in his theory was óterritorialityô, which he suggested designing the 

physical space called ósemi-privateô space that persuades residents to take more 

responsibility in their residential neighborhoods. In fact, semi-private spaces are the 

proposed physical spaces between completely private spaces and public spaces5.  

 

 

Figure 2.1. The spatial hierarchies between public and private spaces, 

 Source: Newman, Oscar, 1972, Defensible Space 

                                                
5 The concept of semi-private spaces and Oscar Newmanôs defensible theory covers one of the 

important sections of this study in the upcoming chapter. In traditional divisions of districts in Iran, 

there used to be the third spaces between public and private spaces which will be discussed in the 

spatial hierarchies of traditional courtyard houses in chapter three. In other words, in order to protect 

the residents of houses from the external gaze and potential offenders, several spatial elements known 

as semi-private spaces separated the private spaces of houses and public spaces like streets.   
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Figure 2.2 Al Fina' in-Between spaces, between outdoor public spaces and private spaces 

Source: Nooraddin, Hoshiar, 1998 

 

2.2. Spatial behavior regarding the interference of public and private spaces 

The transformation of urban space not only occurs gradually in its physical form but 

also may embody new beliefs and behaviors (Madanipour, 2010). In other words, 

through the process of transformation of public and private spaces, new non-physical 

values may be introduced in society.  

Rapoport (1982) described non-verbal communications in the built environments by 

introducing fixed, semi-fixed, and non-fixed features. Fixed-features are the core 

cultural elements that alter very seldomly, and are basically fixed according to 

standards of the society. While semi-fixed features are under the control of codes and 

preferences of users and can be easily changed, non-fixed feature elements relate to 

the non-verbal behavior of people, which are changing alongside the shifting spatial 

relations and different activities accordingly (Rapoport, 1982). In other words, the 

behavior of people and their perceptions are among the features that are continuously 

changing in the urban environment. Thus, it does not seem particularly controversial 
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to assert that due to new cultural, political, and social values, the types of 

communication among people in public, private spaces may change over time.   

The formation process of built environments derives from fundamental components 

like culturally shaped ómotivationsô and óneedsô which can influence peopleôs 

perception and their spatial behaviors (Lang, 2005). Adnan Barlas mentions that 

motivations and needs are ñthe source of, or guiding force behind behaviorò and 

cultural biases are the inseparable parts of the nature of these needs (Barlas, 2006). 

These motivations could be the combination of psychological, physiological, and 

sociological needs, which affect the designing process and perception of people about 

the built environment (Barlas, 2006). From this line, the interface of public/ private 

dichotomies in urban space can be defined and re-defined continuously according to 

peopleôs needs and societyôs demands. For instance, the establishment of territories 

and spatial hierarchies between public and private spaces from the micro-scale of 

houses and macro-scale of the urban space are critical examples regarding the 

psychological and social needs in the societies. In other words, establishing territories 

between public, private spaces is the linkage between physical settings of urban space 

and human behaviors.  

From another perspective, the division of the public and private spaces and their 

dichotomies directly relates to the stateôs spatial policies. By referring to Rapoport and 

his definition of fixed, semi-fixed, and non-fixed feature elements, socio-spatial 

policies of different governments, whether democratic or totalitarian, could transform 

these elements leading to changes in the relationship between public and private 

spaces and generate new habits and rules in the society.  For further explanation, 

according to Rapoport, habits, and rules involved in culture create lifestyle (Rapoport, 

1977), and any changes in lifestyle could generate new spatial behavior in the built 

environment. Thus, it makes sense to assert that the process of public and private space 

production or their transformation is parallel with the emergence of new habits and 

social contexts to satisfy peopleôs new demands during the history.   
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2.2.1. Being in the Public Space 

Public spaces are the most critical element in the urban space. As it is said before, 

public spaces of the city are like a mediator between private spaces and different 

spatial hierarchies in the cities, which contains symbolic purposes and overlapping 

different functions (Madanipour, 2003). The word public emanating from the word 

populus ópeopleô in Latin concerns the community, the members, and the nation 

(Madanipour, 2003). All changes in urban space, which are the outcomes of the 

different ideologies, socio-spatial policies, socio-economic changes, are first seen in 

public space. In this regard, Nasar asserted that the word ñUrbanò implies city 

concerns regarding public practices and public places of the society (Nasar, 1989).  

The term ñpublic spaceò in political science and philosophy is a kind of mental space 

and a particular metaphor for discursive practices, however, from a geographical 

perspective, public space is a physical space of sociability and interaction of people 

(Brodin, 2006). To be in a public space is to be in the realm of sociability and 

unintentional encounters where permissible behaviors can be explored (Brill, 1989). 

Also, establishing encounters and interaction with strangers in public spaces 

contributes to the comprehension of our position in society and how society expects 

us to act or react when we are in public spaces (Neal, 2010). In fact, the rate of these 

encounters differs according to the cultural, political, social, and economic 

atmosphere of every society. It can be said that these dynamics not only shape the built 

environment but also give meaning to the nature and usage of public spaces. Public 

space is for the regulation of interpersonal relationships in which, as Madanipour 

indicates, ñrepresentation of difference can lead to an awareness of self and othersò 

(Madanipour, 2003). 

The value of the public space is based on its democratic formation and the possibility 

of free participation in social activities for everyone in the society. An essential 

characteristic of public space derives from its openness for both individuals and 

groups in which they are free to use it as active participants or passive spectators (Neal, 
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2010). In other words, it is crucial to examine how, to whom, and for what kinds of 

activity they are accessible. Hence, the accessibility to public space is one of the main 

features of public space so that there are no physical, mental, social, and geographical 

boundaries between people and public space (Neal, 2010). In the case of accessibility 

of public spaces, Miller notes that: 

ñWe tend to think of public space as having certain essential and obvious 

characteristics. We believe it is publicly owned, the opposite of private space. 

We believe it is open and accessible to everyone, where no one can be turned 

away. We imagine it as the setting for important civic events, where large 

groups of people come to celebrate, protest, and mourn. We see it as somehow 

part of democratic lifeða place for speaking out and being heardò (Miller, 

2007). 

 

From this line, it can be said that being in public space is being in the realm of 

consensus and common interests in which individuals share these common interests 

altogether rather than separately. Given that, Gehl argues that the physical quality of 

public spaces could be determined by different social activities among groups who do 

not have the same background (Gehl, 2011). As previously mentioned, public life not 

only reflects different patterns of behavior in the society, but also could shape new 

forms of behaviors that may change according to new cultural values and needs. To 

have a better understanding of this process, Mark Francis argues that: 

ñPublic spaces reflect ourselves, our larger culture, our private beliefs, and 

public values Public space is the common ground where civility and our 

collective sense of what may be called ñpublicnessò are developed and 

expressed. Our public environment serves as a reflection or mirror of 

individual behaviors, social processes, and our often conflicting public 

values.ò (Francis, 1989) 

 

Jurgen Habermas conceives the public sphere as an abstract branch of public space, 

and this conceptual space is filled with different opinions, ideas, and debates regarding 

public interest (Habermas, 1989; Neal, 2010). Public space, in contrast, is material in 

which places, sites, and grounds are constituted, and different ideas and political 

actions flow (Mitchell, 2010). Besides, the public sphere provided an opportunity for 
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individuals to participate in the political life of the society in which they can come to 

a consensus (Neal, 2010). The everyday life of people manifests itself in space, 

revealing each societyôs conflicts, struggles, and contradictions through history. From 

this line, through these daily conflicts and social dynamics, societies form and re-form 

the public sphere ( Alvares & Barbosa, 2018). 

 

2.2.2. Being in the Private Space 

Private space is a combination of personal and impersonal dimensions, which has a 

tight association with the social unit of the household (Madanipour, 2003). Being in 

the private spaces means being in a place with established control of the individual in 

a personal capacity that is protected from the external gaze (Madanipour, 2003). In 

other words, it is crucial to stress that establishing a private space derives from the 

attempt to create a space for us (ours) rather than for them (theirs). Being in private, 

according to Mohammad Karim Pirnia (a prominent Iranian writer in Islamic 

architecture theory) is being in the realm away from the overcrowded atmosphere of 

public space in which human being can keep himself ómentallyô and óphysicallyô away 

from others for a while in his enclosure (Pirnia, 2005).  

Hannah Arendt states another definition of being in a private space, which is being in 

a boundless place regardless of rules that are governing public life. In this respect, she 

argues that:  

ñTo live an entirely private life means above all to be deprived of things 

essential to a truly human life: to be deprived of the reality that comes from 

being seen and heard by others, to be deprived of an óobjectiveô relationship 

with them that comes from being related to and separated from them through 

an intermediary of a common world of things, to be deprived of the possibility 

of achieving something more permanent than life itselfò (Arendt, 1958) 

 

In the urban environment, the terminology of private space comes from its opposition 

with public space, which is being isolated from the outside world. The word óprivateô 
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derives from the Latin word, privus signifying single and individual, and privatus 

meaning ñwithdrawn from public life, peculiar to oneself, a man in private lifeò 

(Madanipour, 2003). In this regard, Arendt mentions: 

ñ. . . The four walls of oneôs private property offer the only reliable hiding 

place from the common public world, not only from everything that goes on 

in it but also from its publicity, from being seen and being heard.ò (Arendt, 

1958)  

 

In contrast to the public sphere, ñthe private sphere is the realm of life where one 

retreats to isolation or to oneôs familyò (Solove & Schwartz, 2014). In other words, 

the private sphere is an individuated part of life, isolated from the public sphere and 

under the control of the individual (Madanipour, 2003). It is the enclosed realm of 

personal space besides explicit contracts and rational exchanges, which is engaged 

with the discourses of domesticity and privacy (Weintraub, 1977).  

By referring to Benn and Gaus (1983) and their three dimensions of ñaccessò, 

ñagencyò and ñinterestò regarding the determination of publicness and privateness of 

spaces, it can be said that private space is a part of the communal life whose access is 

controlled by different agencies. In this regard, the notion of óprivacyô also emanates 

from being in the private space, which is parallel with the exclusion of others. Privacy 

is defined ñas a right of personhood, intimacy, secrecy, limited access to the self, and 

control over informationò (Solove & Schwartz, 2014). It is the act of establishing 

territories between the inside and the outside world to defend it from the intrusion and 

gazes of outsiders. In this regard regulating privacy has been used in physical, spatial, 

mental, and social separations to reduce social contacts (Altman, 1975). 

As an example, home is the cornerstone of private space in every culture, a place 

where everyone can recognize not only the identity of self and family but also the 

notion of inside and outside. The first distinction between inside and outside emerged 

from regulating desired levels of privacy by spatial hierarchies, first inside of the 

house, and second between the house and the outside.  
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2.3. Private and Public Green Spaces 

The discussion regarding the dialectic relationship between urban public/private 

spaces can be expanded to green spaces as one of the fundamental physical elements 

in the spatial structure of the cities and the coupler of the natural and built 

environment. The utilization of green space by people over time has embodied 

important physical and non-physical prerequisites that need to be pondered over. In 

other words, the social circumstances of the time have changed the physical 

characteristics of green space and have assigned different meanings to them.  

According to physical characteristics, their usage, the rate of interaction, and 

accessibility, urban green spaces are divided into public and private. Through the 

investigation of urban green spaces in public and private properties, it is necessary to 

mention that green areas in the urban environment embrace an extensive range of 

settings (Jennings, Browning, & Rigolon, 2019). Therefore, they could be studied not 

only in the context of micro-scales of houses, their gardens, and neighborhood parks 

but also in the macro-scales of the national parks, farmlands, and green spaces in the 

countryside and suburban areas. Besides, it is crucial to note that the types of urban 

green spaces are continuously changing according to social, political, and economic 

matters, as well as the development of urbanization of the city, which influence the 

physical and social characteristics of green spaces.  

One of the main sections of this study is private gardens, which have a tight 

relationship with the interior space of the dwelling. The general definition of garden 

refers to the various types of natural settings, but the private green space, which is 

among the main discussions in this study refers to an open-air space enclosed and 

protected by walls. Different definitions and characteristics are attributed to the private 

gardens, however, their most important qualities are ña place for controlò, ña place 

that reflects personalityò and ña place to exert creativity and a place of freedomò 

(Coolen & Meesters, 2012). It can be said that gardens are the places associated with 

various concepts regarding privacy, sociability and attachment to nature (Coolen & 
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Meesters, 2012). Courtyard house gardens, historical royal gardens, private fruit 

gardens, and green areas in balconies are some examples of private green areas inside 

the city. Farmlands, horticultural areas, allotments, which are small gardens for non-

commercial food production, are examples of private green regions in the countryside.   

Additionally, in the classification of urban green areas, public parks have a 

fundamental position. They are the symbols of new public spaces in the modern urban 

settings that are owned by public authority. From one perspective, they are 

representatives of nature, so they are like a bridge between people and nature, and 

from another perspective, they are the symbols of recreation and publicness. While 

gardens were established according to the cultural values of inhabitants, public parks 

were designed as multi-purpose spaces for a wide range of social interactions. For 

many people, especially those living in the crowded areas of the city, public parks are 

the only available green spaces where they can spend their leisure time, enjoy the 

nature, and distance themselves from the daily stress of urban life (Breuste, 2020).  

Classification of green space typologies (including the ones both inside and outside of 

the city), their functions, and effects on the lives of people needs to be investigated on 

different levels. By way of illustration, investigating urban green spaces is not merely 

the study of places for socialization and recreation inside the city. Moreover, green 

spaces and their different typologies have had an important role in displaying the 

historical urbanization process and spatial transformation of urban space, countryside, 

and rural areas. For instance, agricultural lands or green spaces in the countryside 

which have been engulfed by the development and expansion of the city could be 

investigated along with different types of urban green spaces (Breuste, 2020).  

 

2.3.1. Impact of Urban Green Spaces on Daily Life 

It is crucial to consider green spaces as potential public spaces open to everyone since 

they play an essential role in the perception of citizens and their experiences (Ilkay, 

2016). Fair distribution of public services like parks for all citizens not only creates 
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dynamic and active public spaces but also, as an undeniable factor, green spaces could 

increase socialization and quality of life. In rapidly urbanized societies, green spaces, 

especially parks, give people the opportunity to not only spend their leisure time with 

their families and friends but also, to fill the gap between the forgotten nature and 

people. 

Another main impact of green areas on peopleôs daily life from an economic point of 

view, is the surplus-value to the properties near the green spaces. Land price in every 

part of the city has a direct relationship with the organization of open green spaces, so 

it can be inferred that newly built towns, even in remote areas, are developed sooner 

than dense central areas (Turner, 2005). Districts and neighborhoods adjacent to these 

green areas retained more property values; thus, the prices and rents of the real 

properties (houses and building lots) increased continuously and became affordable 

only for small affluent groups. The long-term consequences of this phenomenon are 

urban gentrification and privatizing those areas by the upper-classes. Generally, 

ignoring the fair distribution of these areas among people resulted in further urban 

commuting and repetitive travels between residential areas and public green spaces.  

 

2.3.2. Public Green Spaces and Social Interactions 

Along with defining the role of green spaces in urban life, it is necessary to note that 

besides the positive effects of these spaces on public health, urban aesthetics, and 

recreation, urban public green spaces also enable social encounters among people. 

Due to the developing new social networks in public space, walking on the street, 

seeing, and being seen by strangers becomes new social activities (Brill, 1989). 

However, newly built streets could not always support the social encounters of 

strangers in new modernized societies; Thus, public parks turned to places for 

socialization and meeting strangers regardless of their classes (Thompson, 2002). 

Since then, socialization, recreation, communication, and exchanging information 

among different classes and genders are the socio-cultural perspective of public parks 
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to converge social encounters in urban life. In other words, public spaces like parks, 

as key elements in society, are strengthening public spheres by the assemblage of 

multi-cultural contacts (Orum & Neal, 2010). Due recognition must also be given to 

the fact that socio-demographic differences can also create a distinctive pattern of 

interactions in public green areas like parks. 

 

2.3.3. Impact of Governmentsô Socio-Spatial Policies on Green Space 

Owing to different needs and different attitudes, open spaces are the grounds of 

democracy; thus, it does not seem particularly controversial that the designing, 

managing and using open spaces like parks are a reflection of political rhetoric in the 

society (Thompson, 2002). Urban green spaces as one of the most important parts of 

city life have been continuously changing over time. Many ecological, political, and 

economic factors affect this changing process. Due to some planning strategies that 

emanate from different policies and ideologies, green spaces have gained new 

meanings and functions in society and everyday life.  

In other words, the transformation of green spaces has a close relationship with the 

different ideological clashes embodied in the process of urban development. 

Sometimes it emerges as an element displaying the political power of the aristocracy, 

religious excitements, or even as a means of land speculation to make profits for 

governmental or private sectors. Following that, the meaning and types of green areas 

have been constantly changed under the influence of the power of ideologies and 

dominant social classes of each period. In different situations, governments and 

municipalitiesô policies and their decisions resulted in the destruction of green areas 

and changing their usage to residential and commercial usage like shopping malls. In 

other words, under the authorityôs power, public green spaces are turning to vital 

apparatus to compensate for the municipalitiesô budget deficit, especially in 

developing countries. This issue will be scrutinized in detail in chapter 5. 
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Another important point concerning the several policies of the states regarding green 

spaces is the fair arrangement of green spaces in every region of the city. Over time, 

green spaces, their distribution, and their use pattern have been controversial in the 

socio-spatial policies of governments and local organizations like municipalities.  

Alongside the modernization of the cities, new discourses like social welfare, equity, 

and even distribution of public services appeared among the critical matters introduced 

in urban life.  

In particular, policies of the states, local governments, and different organizations, 

regardless of their disparities, should follow the even distribution of green spaces to 

enable their accessibility for everyone in the society (Jennings, Browning, & Rigolon, 

2019). However, due to the segregation of different classes and gentrification, which 

emanates from local governmentsô socio-spatial policies in the city, some areas, 

especially the ones belonging to lower-classes, were excluded from the fair 

distribution of green spaces. An important consideration that must be kept in mind is 

the difference between exclusion and inequality. Inequality refers to the economic 

status of someone to access specific resources, however, ñexclusion relates to the 

degree of integration encouraged in society and oneôs access to participation in public 

lifeò (Lloyd & Auld, 2003).  Breuste enumerates the reason for the exclusion of the 

lower-class, the uneven distribution of green spaces, and the role of the local 

governments:  

ñFurther reasons for the unequal accessibility of parks can be attributed to the 

historical development of parks, the willingness of municipalities to provide 

parks as public assets, the availability and affordability of land, the 

morphology of the city itself, and lastly the interest-driven policies of certain 

population groups.ò (Breuste, 2020, P.26) 

 

2.4. Segregation and Privatization of Public Green Spaces 

Different contextual factors and dimensions regarding public and private spaces have 

always shaped peopleôs experiences in the process of urbanization. The transformation 

of a marked relationship between public and private spaces is one of the consequences 
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of urbanization in societies (Fitzpatrick & LaGory, 2000). In some communities, the 

new spatial divisions between public and private spaces could create new chances for 

the self-development of people. But instead, in other cases, with complicated cultural 

and religious values, the rapid spatial division of public and private spaces causes 

nothing but chaos in social relationships. For some specific reasons, public spaces that 

are technically and physically open to the public may be privatized by physical or non-

physical attribution. The notion of privatization in urban space started with the arrival 

of spatial interventions of individuals or private agencies in public spaces. From this 

line, these interventions form or (re)form the relationship between public and private 

spaces. 

The concept of privatization in this study is divided into two parts. The first part deals 

with the economic values of space and raises a discussion regarding the privatization 

of public spaces by upper-classes, and the exclusion of other classes by several 

physical or non-physical boundaries from using the public space. For instance, the 

absence of free access, due to the establishment of new ósealed residential 

neighborhoodsô and ógated communitiesô in recent times, leads to the privatization of 

specific districts and residential associations. 

Along with the study of the transformation of public and private spaces, it is crucial 

to note that spatial transformation always co-occurs with the remodeling of the 

societyôs economy and modes of production (Lefevbre, 1991). The most significant 

manipulation of the economy in social spaces in the cities is changing the usage and 

privatizing the public realm like public green spaces. By creating boundaries, space 

loses its social value and turns to a personalized space in the service of a certain group 

(mostly upper-classes). This type of division under economic forces has received 

considerable critical attention not only in the residential areas and neighborhoods in 

the cities, but also in the rural countryside and the suburban in the form of speculation 

of green regions. In other words, capital forms, reforms and controls the urban 

ecology, especially green spaces, whether in the cities or in the suburbs and 

countryside (Fitzpatrick & LaGory, 2000).  
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The second type of privatization of public space, on the contrary, refers to the 

privatization of public green spaces by the homeless and illegal activities, excluding 

other users and distorting the identity of public space. By way of illustration, since 

people involved in illicit activities such as drug dealing and homeless are often the 

main users of certain public parks, these public spaces have lost their safety, and 

following that, families avoid participating in public activities in those parks. Roger 

Trancik, in his book,6 has mentioned the term ólost spaceô to define the spaces that 

have lost their social function and no longer have a positive contribution to their 

surroundings and their users (Trancik, 1986).  

In order to conclude this subchapter, it can be said that public space users, whether 

upper-classes and affluent people or homeless people, privatize these areas however 

not by physical boundaries but rather by their social status. In other words, 

privatization, whether by the power of the capital (imposed by upper-classes) or by 

the homeless, not only creates private interactions in public spaces, but also excludes 

the majority of users and reduces their free interactions (Mitchell, 2010). 

 

 

 

                                                
6 ñFinding Lost Space: Theories of Urban Designò 
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CHAPTER 3  

 

3. TABRIZ; THE óGARDEN CITYô OF IRAN 

 

3.1. Brief History of Gardens and Green Spaces in Persian's Culture 

First gardens and green areas in Iran can be traced back to 8000 years ago in the 

ancient Persia7  (Memarian & Brown, 2004). Aryans believed that the world had been 

divided into four sections with a large abyss in the middle of that. This fact is 

supported by many traces found from historical sites (Nattaj, 2014); therefore, it can 

be said that gardens were completely reflecting the Persian worldview (Barati, 

Alehashemi, & Minatour Sajjadi, 2018). In Persian mythology, the gardens played an 

archetypical role, serving peopleôs needs with specific order and geometries; its 

invisible grace promises order, and ever-renewing life against mortality. 

Gardens were like domesticated private spaces closely related to the religious beliefs 

and cultural values of the Persians. Alongside the utility of these gardens, many 

historical documents reveal that Persian gardens were not places for strolling of the 

public, but rather, they belonged to private spaces of families and friends. In this 

regard, Ghanoonparvar referred to Victoria Sackville-West, one of the prominent 

scholars who studied the utility of Persian gardens, and stated: 

ñIt is not a place where he wants to stroll; it is a place where he wants to sit 

and entrain his friends with conversation, music, philosophical discourse and 

poetry.ò (Ghanoonparvar, 2001) 

                                                
7 To illustrate the differences between óIranô and óPersiaô it is necessary to note that until the early 

century people in the world knew Iranians and Iran as Persians and Persia. During the reign of Reza 

Shah in 27 December of 1934, government, in its official pronouncement, requested European 

countries to use óIranô instead of óPersiaô in their correspondences. During the history Iran was known 

as a specific geographical term which contained the whole Persia, Baluchistan, Kurdistan, Caucasus 

Turkestan (contemporary Turkmenistan, Kazakhstan and Tajikistan) and the north-west of India 

(Yarshater, 1989). 
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The Persian garden was known not only as a human-made private enclosure and urban 

micro-climate but also as the prototype for gendered spaces in Persian history 

(Arjmand, 2017). In this regard, the geometry of Persian gardens was based on specific 

regulations corresponding to religious beliefs not only before Islam but also, after its 

admittance.  

In much the same line, after Islam, a nostalgic dream about the garden where Adam 

and Eve had their golden age before being exiled to the earth started to dominate the 

garden design idea. According to Islamic beliefs, God is the first gardener and the 

creator of nature, but man defies nature and gives it life through new techniques like 

irrigation, distributing scarce and vital water with his lavish hand (Khansari, 

Moghtader, & Yavari, 2004).  

It can be said that the organization of nature and its components in the form of paradise 

were reflected in every aspect of Persian civilization throughout history. Paradise is 

derived from the Old Persian word pairi-daeza, which means walled space. Greeks 

have changed the word a bit and use paradeisos to designate the Persian gardens 

(Khansari, Moghtader, & Yavari, 2004). From the óAchaemenidô Empire to other 

dynasties, gardens have had a tight connection with peopleôs lives and their system of 

beliefs.  In other words, spatial patterns, the proportions, and the arrangement of 

repetitive geometries in gardens were considered sacred (Barati, Alehashemi, & 

Minatour Sajjadi, 2018).  

Green spaces in Iran have been the manifestation of different ideologies in urban 

spaces throughout history. These spaces, whether private or public, were not 

considered merely green areas for leisure and promenade. They not only reflected the 

dominant ideologies of the authority, but also contained all traditional culture and 

social aspects of the society in each era. Privacy was the main concern of Persian 

gardens during the time. As an equally strong claim the most Persian gardens were 

defined as surrounded green areas, therefore, walls play a crucial role in defining 

gardens in Iranian culture so that no one could imagine a garden without its 
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surrounding walls. René Pechère, the Belgian landscape architect, asserted that the 

definition of a Persian garden was possible only with its walls (Mansouri, 2016). He 

believed that security and hiding the residents of the garden from strangers were the 

two main reasons for the construction of walls. This definition paves the way for a 

better description of walls and their role in Persian mythology. The term óDivǕrô which 

means wall in the Persian language is composed of two wordsð óDivô meaning óbeastô 

and the suffix óǕrô, óDivǕrô or óDeevǕrô means óbeastlikeô (Mansouri, 2016).  In the 

traditional Persian culture, the wall (DivǕr) is the symbol of power, and the term  

óChǕhar Divariô (a four-walled space)  is an expression implying that the private space 

is secured by four surrounding walls, which could be a house or a garden in Persian 

culture (Mansouri, 2016). In much the same line, in all poems, paintings, miniatures, 

as well as other works of art like carpets, walls were defined as holy territorial markers, 

protecting the sacred spaces of the garden and the interior residents (Figure 3.1 and 

3.2). From another point of view, besides the defensive and protective role of walls in 

cultivated gardens or inhabited ones, walls also protected the gardens from wind and 

sand, and were the main element in preserving land from the harmful environment of 

the outside (Khosravi, Djalali, & Marullo, 2017). 
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Figure 3.1 A miniature from the late 14th century, the garden which is surrounded by walls, 
poem book of Khajaviye Kermani 

Source: Mansouri, Seyyed Amir, 2016, Phenomenology of Surrounding walls in Persian 

gardens 

 

Figure 3.2. Late 16th century miniature of Chahar Bagh which is protected by surrounding 

walls  

Source: Khansari, Yavari, Moghtader, 1998, The Persian garden: Echoes of Paradise 
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3.2. Typologies and structural formation of gardens 

In the history of Iran, there were two types of royal gardens, the extensive gardens and 

the designed gardens named ChǕhar BǕgh that belonged to kings or shahs (in Persian). 

The extensive gardens were the vast, great walled gardens used for the purposes of 

hunting and games. These gardens were constructed not only for horticultural and 

leisure purposes but also as the means of legitimizing the kingsô power, for they were 

the symbols authority and fertility (Arjmand, 2017). Although these gardens were 

known as private gardens, they were considered mostly as small forests that did not 

follow specific geometry and order. Most of these places were away from the city 

centers and devoted to specific groups such as kings, princes, courtiers and 

commanders (Mansouri, 2007). 

The second type of gardens (the most common one), were the ones constructed 

according to specific quadruple division geometries named ChǕhar BǕgh8. This 

quadruple division was the eternal pattern of the Persian gardens. Predominantly, it 

was divided into four sections with planted trees and quartered by watercourses to 

recall four sacred rivers of the world (Khansari, Moghtader, & Yavari, 2004). A palace 

or pavilion (kushk) in the middle of the garden, a large pool, trees and flowers planted 

with a special arrangement in four separate sections constitute a garden. By way of 

illustration the horizontal axis played an important role in the construction of gardens. 

These axes separated entrances and buildings in which gardens and buildings were 

connected to each other by private courtyards (Wilber, 1962). After Islam, the same 

geometry was adapted, but with a new perspective, to reflect four holy gardens 

mentioned in the Quran9 (Shahcheraghi, 2010) (Figure 3.5). Generally, many gardens 

were built in this style in different cities in Iran during the óTimuridô (1370-1507) and 

óSafavidô (1501-1736) eras. Throughout time, due to trades, travels, and even wars, 

the Persian garden patterns and their design spread all over Central Asia, and Europe. 

It can be said that the great Mughal gardens in Kashmir, Agra, Lahore and the gardens 

                                                
8  ChǕhar means ófourô in Persian language and óBaghô means garden 
9  Sure 55, Verse 46-50 
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of Moorish Spain at Cordoba and Granada were established according to Persian style 

(Khansari, Moghtader, & Yavari, 2004).  

European gardens have been subjected to various changes, and they have been 

designed to be compatible with their surrounding landscapes, Persian gardens, on the 

contrary, may be located in the middle of deserts or barren mountains (Figure 3.6). In 

other words, Persian gardens are like oases with no continuity to their settings outside 

of their great walls, which could be nothing but just desert (Khansari, Moghtader, & 

Yavari, 2004). Considering the differences between European and Iranian traditional 

gardens, Ghanoonparvar mentioned that: 

ñé There [in the West], they must dig into the forest, cut the excessive 

branches of the trees, plant lawns, design flower beds, and plant flowers and 

domesticated grass in place of forest treesé.. But in Iran, a garden suddenly 

appears before your eyes in the middle of a dry, barren sand desert, like a 

painting surrounded by walls that contain it like a picture frame.ò 

(Ghanoonparvar, 2001) 

 

In addition, alongside designing gardens, Persians had several strategies to overcome 

the problems of harsh climate conditions. For instance, besides dams, they invented 

several underground irrigation systems known as Qanats which is snow-fed 

subterranean water in the mountains (Khansari, Moghtader, & Yavari, 2004)10 (Figure 

3.7).  

The presence of garden (bagh) is particularly visible in all aspects of Iranian life and 

art (painting, music, and literature). Throughout history, óBaghô was defined as the 

symbol of nature and many famous poets used it as a metaphor for divinity, paradise, 

freedom, love, etc. The most remarkable example is Saadi's, (Persian poet, 13th 

                                                
10 Digging shafts of 150 feet depth was the way employed to reach the water. After that craftsmen 

constructed a tunnel from where the water was needed. The water is propelled by gravity in the 

tunnel.  When the tunnel reached the city or village the water current may flowed to gardens and 

farmlands.  
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century) two most notable poetry books (Divan) óBoustanô11 and óGolestanô12 which 

both mean gardens.  

In the way of scrutinizing the role of gardens in Iranian life, it should be noted that 

through time, people adapted the small scale of the specific geometry of ChǕhar BǕgh 

to the interior spaces of their house. From then, the courtyards of houses are divided 

into four sections of planted trees with a pool in the middle of the yard.  

  

 

Figure 3.3. Late-eighth-century B.C painted tiles from the baba Jan site (Lorestan Province) 
depicting the óChahar baghô cruciform design. 

Source: Khansari, Yavari, Moghtader, 1998, The Persian garden: Echoes of Paradise 

  

                                                
11 In Persian culture Bustan is an agricultural garden for growing edible plants  
12 Golestan is the Persian word for the garden of flowers  
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Figure 3.4 (Re) creation of the Achaemenid Empire royal garden (Artaxerxesôs royal palace 

at Susa, ninth century B.C). The palace surrounded by the interior gardens                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Source:  Khansari, Yavari, Moghtader, 1898, the Persian garden: Echoes of Paradise 

 

 

Figure 3.5. Early 17th century manuscript of garden of paradise,  

Source: Khansari, Yavari, Moghtader, 1998, The Persian garden: Echoes of Paradise 
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Figure 3.6 óShazde Mahanô garden, princeôs garden in the middle of desert, Kerman, Iran. 

Source: https://bit.ly/2W8rczV (visited: September 1, 2020) 

 

 

 

Figure 3.7 Qanats were underground channels constructed by the Iranian to transport water 

to the surface, especially in regions with a hot and dry climate.  

 Source:  Khansari, Yavari, Moghtader, 1998, The Persian garden: Echoes of Paradise 

  

https://bit.ly/2W8rczV
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Figure 3.8 Miniature of a Chahar bagh garden with its surrounding walls (late 17th century) 

Source: Khansari, Yavari, Moghtader, 1998, The Persian garden: Echoes of Paradise 

 

3.3. Tabriz- The Forgotten 'Garden City' Of Iran  

Tabriz or Tav-Rizh is the oldest and largest city in the northwest province of Iran. The 

peak of the propensity of Tabriz was during the Ilkhanate dynasty (1256-1335). Due 

to the strong political economy and international trade networks, the Ilkhanate dynasty 

chose it as the capital in the 13th century, and as a result, all elites, princes, Amirs, and 

administrators stayed in Tabriz (Wing, 2014). Similarly, Tabriz was the capital in the 

Qara Qoyunlu, Aq Qoyunlu, and early the Safavid periods. Furthermore, it was the 

city of óCrown Princeô (Valiahd) during the Qajar Dynasty.  

The geopolitical and geo-economic importance of Azerbaijan province, especially 

Tabriz, which was the coupler of the Far East and West played a crucial role in its 
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history. Because of its strategic position and vital political importance, Tabriz was the 

focal point between the Chingissid state and Mongol military, Turkish, and Persian 

administrators (Wing, 2014). Tabriz was known as an affluent city because of its 

Bazaar and trade networks, in which it was the center of the carpet, jewelry, gold, and 

silk industry. In this regard, according to the politics of commercial life in Tabriz, this 

city was known as ñRich in goods and abounding in wealthò (Wing, 2014). In addition, 

since ancient times, due to the fertile lands of the northwest of Iran, Tabriz was well-

known for its vast gardens, which were the main elements in forming the spatial 

structure of the city.  

Although the invasion of Iran by Mongols in the 13th century and the vast demolition 

of cities resulted in a hiatus in the progress of the Iranian art of gardening, the 

construction of gardens in Iran, especially in Tabriz continued even after the Mongols 

invasion. In order to peruse the chronological process of construction of gardens by 

Mongolian rulers in Tabriz, Khansari indicates that: 

 ñé among the Mongols of Persia (1256-1336), Ghazan-Khan (1256-1304) 

was a great builder. It was he who created the great park outside of Shanb, 

west of his capital, Tabriz. According to the accounts of historians, this great 

garden, called Bagh-e Edalat (garden of justice) contained building for 

cultural purposes, as well as hospices. More than a century later, another 

famous garden of Tabriz, the Hasht Behesht, was laid out by Uzun Hassan 

(1466-1478). It contained an octagonal pavilion with four entrance in the form 

of iwans.ò (Khansari, Moghtader, & Yavari, 2004) 

 

In addition, many foreign travelers visited the city, and their accounts have many 

references to Tabrizôs gardens. Jean-Baptiste Tavernier (1605 ï 1689) visited Tabriz 

in 1643 and wrote about the geographical features of the city. He mostly focused on 

the green areas and gardens of Tabriz, its countryside, and rivers (Javadi, 1970). Sir 

John Chardin, who traveled to Tabriz during the Safavid period, described its bazaar 

as one of the majestic constructions of the time. He stated that the houses were 

separated from the bazaar, alleys were very narrow, and even in some of them, and 

only one person at a time could pass. He continued: Houses were not majestic, but 
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every house had a large beautiful garden with fruit trees (Javadi, 1970). In addition, 

Giovanni Francesco Gemelli Careri (1651-1725), the Italian adventurer in his travel 

to Persia in 1694, mesmerized by the spatial organization of Tabriz, mentioned that 

ñTabriz is one of the best cities I visited, there are many gardens which surrounded 

the city and plays as rampart role for the cityò (Careri, 1929). 

In the Qajar period during Fath-Ali Shahôs reign (1797-1834), Abbas Mirza (1789-

1833) was a Qajar crown prince in Tabriz (the eighth ruler of Tabriz). Because of this 

issue, many political and economic boards stayed in Tabriz and most members of the 

Russian and English embassies also stayed in the city. In other words, Tabriz turned 

to the political center of the Iranian state (Bani Masud, 2009). Also, Tabrizôs gardens 

were the main physical elements of the city, where many royal ceremonies and rituals 

were held, and Shahs (kings) hosted ambassadors and military commodores of 

different countries. For instance, during this era (Qajar era), Khelaat pushan garden 

(prince wearing a royal mantle), hosted the ambassadors and royal family members 

for an inaugural ceremony for the new prince. As mentioned previously, Tabriz in the 

past was famous for its gardens, and for that reason, it was known among Iranian as 

ñBagh Shahrò which means the ñGarden Cityò. Along with the increasing population, 

these gardens disappeared; however, their names remained on the districts, in other 

words, most of the districts in Tabriz had the suffix of bagh (garden) in their name, 

for instance, baghmishe13, baghshomal14, kuchebagh15, tapali bagh16. Donald Wilber, 

in his book 17emphasized on gardens of Tabriz and wrote: 

 

 

                                                
13 The word óbaghô (garden) was used as a suffix to define specific gardens of every district.  

óBaghmisheô is the name of a historical district in Tabriz means ómeadow gardenô 
14 North Garden 
15 Garden alley 
16 Hill garden 
17 ñThe architecture of Islamic Iran: The Ilkhnid Periodò 
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ñTabriz is the most famous city in Azerbaijan province. In the middle of the 

city, there is a river playing a crucial role in irrigating gardens on each side of 

the city. It is hard to find a district in Tabriz with no gardens and trees.ò 

(Wilber, 1983). 

 

 

Figure 3.9 A view from Baghmishe Gardens during the Qajar era  

Source: https://bit.ly/3l91t5R (visited: September 9, 2020) 

 

3.3.1. Important Historical Gardens in the Old Maps of Tabriz 

As mentioned in the previous section because of many fertile plains, with three 

hundred kilometers square, and according to old maps, documents, and sketches, 

Tabriz since old times was one of the best provinces for agriculture. Unfortunately, 

Azerbaijan province is prone to different natural disasters, and most of the green glory 

of Tabriz has vanished after the earthquakes. In addition, inept governorsô ideologies 

in each era transformed the green areas or destroyed them (Bani Massud, 2011). 

Along with the surveying old green areas of Tabriz, it is crucial to look at different 

sources and maps. Matrak­ē18 miniature map was the only visual document of Tabriz 

from the Safavid era. This old map was one of the principal maps of Matrak­ēôs 

picture-book about the Ottoman Empire campaign between (1533-1535) (Bani 

Massud, 2011). All the maps, pictures, and quick sketches of different occasions are 

                                                
18 óNasuh bin Karagºz bin Abdullah el-Visokavi el-Bosnav´ô known as Matrak­ē Nasuh (1480-1564), 

Historian, geographer, mathematician, writer and miniaturist.  

https://bit.ly/3l91t5R
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the imageries of Matrak­ē, which are essential historical documents about the 

structural formation of the old cities like Tabriz. The historical map of Tabriz in this 

book displays iconic centers of the city in a rectangular shape (Balilan, 2018). In much 

the same line, important green areas, whether royal gardens or private green spaces, 

are depicted in a distinct manner. By way of illustration in this map, óMehraneroudô 

(Mehrane River) divided the city into two separate regions. The right side of the (east 

side) has more density of buildings, and the left side has less density and more 

governmental constructions and royal gardens. The most prestigious garden and green 

area in this map is known as óSaheb Abad Complex and Gardenô. The early formation 

of this garden and its surrounding complex goes back to Hulagu Khan (1262-1282), 

but along with the Aq Qoyunlu dynasty (1378-1502), this complex and its garden were 

developed by Uzun Hasan and his son Yagub after they came to power (Soltanzadeh, 

1997). As previously mentioned, Matrak­ēôs miniature map could demonstrate this 

complex, with its relative dimensions, buildings, its location, and position. By 

surveying this map, óSaheb Abad Complexô, the óHasht Beheshtô19 building, harem, a 

mosque, and a large pool in the middle of the complex can be recognized (Bani 

Massud, 2011). After that, this complex hosted many guests and ambassadors from 

different counties. Although there is an inadequacy of information about this garden, 

according to Bani Massoud, it was one of the most important governmental-residential 

royal gardens which have been neglected by the arrival of the Safavid dynasty, 

resulting in the destruction of some important parts of this complex (Bani Massud, 

2011).  

 

                                                
19 Eight paradise 
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Figure 3.10 Matrakcē miniature map from Tabriz 1537, óBighamô and óSaheb Abadô Royal 

gardens, 

Source:  https://bit.ly/2VyPS5r (visited: September 9, 2020) 

Figure 3.11 The layout of óSaheb Abadôroyal garden and óHasht Beheshtô building in the 

Matrakcē miniature map 

Source: Bani-Masoud, 2011, Tabriz Historical Gardens 

 

Besides Matrak­ēôs miniature map, there are other historical maps displaying the green 

spaces and gardens of Tabriz from the following centuries. For instance, the óSuburb 

Map of Tabrizô which was prepared by Russian topographers for military purposes 

displays the location of the cityôs ramparts, suburb regions as well as the great gardens 

of Tabriz in 1827. Another document is Tabriz Dar Al-Saltane map (1880), known as 

https://bit.ly/2VyPS5r
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óQaracheh-Daghi Mapô which is the most reliable document regarding Tabriz, its 

historical districts and gardens. This map, which is among the modern maps of Iran 

during the Qajar dynasty, was drawn during Mozaffar Al-Din Mirzaôs (the crown 

prince of Iran) governorship in Tabriz. It was the first map of Tabriz, which compiles 

graphical-written information about all districts and more than 250 private gardens in 

the city. The last historical map of Tabriz was drafted by óAsad-Alah Khan Maragheiô 

in 1910. Despite the fact that this map has less detailed information about districts and 

gardens in comparison with the óQaracheh-Daghi Mapô, it displays green regions of 

Tabriz containing the private gardens and agricultural lands.  

 

 

Figure 3.12 Tabriz Dar al-Saltane Map, 1880 known as Qaracheh-Daghi Map 

Source: Reading Old Maps of Tabriz, 2006 
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Figure 3.13 The location of important gardens of Tabriz according to Qaracheh-Daghi Map 
(1880)  

Source: Balilan, Lida, 2018, Tabriz Dar Al- Saltane; The Capital of Iranôs unknown Tombs 
(edited by the author) 

 

 

Figure 3.14 Tabriz Dar al- Saltane map, 1910, drafted by Asad-Alah Khan Maraghei, 

although this map is not as accurate as Qaracheh-Daghi Map (1880) it depicts the green 

regions of Tabriz, including the private gardens and agricultural lands. 

Source: Reading Old Maps of Tabriz, 2006 
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3.3.2.  óBagh-Shomalô; the Legendary Garden in the North-West of 

Iran  

One of the gardens which is mentioned in all historical maps and documents is Bagh- 

Shomalô. Bagh-Shomal (north garden) had been constructed during the reign of 

óSoltan Yagubô(1464-1490), Son of Uzun Hasan, and from then, this garden had been 

used for celebrations and religious ceremonies during the Safavid and Qajar dynasties 

(Soltanzadeh, 1997). Donald Wilber in his book ñPersian gardens and garden 

pavilionsò describes historical urban fabric in Tabriz and mentions that, Tabriz has 

always been famous for its gardens, especially during the Aq Qoyunlu dynasty.  

ñTabriz was noted for is gardens as early as the visit of Marco Polo in 1300, 

and when the rulers of so-called White sheep dynasty made Tabriz their capital 

near the end of the fifteenth century, they adorned it with a marvelous garden 

called the Hasht Bihesht (Eight Paradise). Some accounts ascribe the garden 

to the ruler Uzun Hasan and some to his son Yaqub, but all agree on its 

magnificenceé in later centuries this same site acquired the name of the Bagh-

i-Eshratabad and before the end of nineteenth century the name had changed 

againð this time to Bagh-i-Shomal, or Northern Gardenò(Wilber, 1962)   

 

 

Figure 3.15 Map of Tabriz and suburb areas during the Qajar era and the location of Bagh-
Shomal drafted by Pozidbishkov and Petrov, 1827                                                                                                                                                                

Source: Reading Old maps of Tabriz, 2006     

Figure 3.16 (right) Plan of Bagh-Shomal according to Doland Wilber drawing                                                                                                        

Source: Wilber, Donald, 1962, Persian gardens and garden pavilions 
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Evliya Chalabi (1514-1576), a great Ottoman explorer, traveled to Tabriz during Shah 

Safiôs reign in 1671, displayed the importance of this garden in his itinerary and wrote: 

ñthere were thousands of gardens in Tabriz and the most famous of them is Soltan 

Yagubôs garden, Bagh-Shomal which is adjacent to his mosque. Garden contains 

several royal courts that belong to the princes20ò (Bani Massud, 2011). The 

magnificent garden, Bagh-Shomal, is formed through the combination of four 

different gardens adjacent to each other i.e., Golestan Garden (rose garden), Farhad 

and Shirin Garden (grape garden), The Grand Garden (apple and pear garden) and 

Almond Garden (Bani Massud, 2011). Its pattern and geometry were similar to the 

Persian gardensô pattern (Chahar Bagh). The existence of a series of courts and 

pavilions at the intersection of the cross plan demonstrates this fact (Wilber, 1962). 

Like any other private gardens in Tabriz, this garden has belonged to royal families in 

every dynasty. During the Safavid Period, Shah Tahmasp held his sonôs wedding in 

this garden in 1554 (Soltanzadeh, 1997). Also, during the Qajar dynasty, this garden 

was the most important place for princesô weddings and other royal ceremonies (Bani 

Massud, 2011). In other words, this garden was utterly dedicated to the residential area 

of crown princes who were the governors of the Azerbaijan province, and in this way 

several princes lived in this large garden, thus in some historical writings, this garden 

is known as ñThe Princeôs Gardenò (Shazde Baghi) (Wilber, 1962).  

As previously mentioned, the establishment of gardens in Iranôs history emanated 

from special social, political conditions and the dominant ideologies of each period. 

In the case of Bagh-Shomal, this garden was one of the primary examples of private 

residential, governmental gardens in Tabriz (Bani Massud, 2011). Along with the 

establishment of the ñDivision of Urban Usagesò during Naser Al-Din (1831-1896) 

and Mozafar Al-Din (1853-1907) Shahôs reign, Bagh-Shomal belonged to government 

properties in which Shah hosted many ambassadors and guests from different 

countries like Great Britain and Russia (Khamachi, 2003).  

                                                
20 Translated by the author  
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 Figure 3.17   A view from óBagh-Shomalô Garden during the Qajar era 

Source: Pour Hossein, 2011, Historical sites and buildings of Tabriz 

 

 

Figure 3.18 óBagh-Shomalô garden during the Qajar era  

Source: Pour Hossein, 2011, Historical sites and buildings of Tabriz  
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3.3.3. óShah-Goliô Garden  

One of the most renowned private gardens of Tabriz is Shah-Goli garden (latter El-

Goli21), which used to be seven kilometers away from the center of Tabriz. The exact 

construction date of this garden and its magnificent pool is unknown, but the 

construction of the central building was initiated during the Aq Qoyunlu states, and 

its further progression and the erection of the pavilion took place in the middle of the 

nineteenth century (Wilber, 1962). Donald Wilber has written about this garden and 

its characteristics in his book: 

ñAt the present day there are two charming gardens in the vicinity of Tabriz; 

they are situated some distance to the east of the town and just to the south of 

the main highway from Tabriz to Tehran. The grander of these is called the 

Shah Gol, Shah Goli, or Shah Kolðall variations of the same term, a 

combination of Persian and Turkish words with the meaning of the royal 

pond.ò (Wilber, 1962)   

 

Shah-Goli garden is a kind of water garden in which the pool was built not by 

excavating but rather by raising an artificial terrace so that its lake appears to float 

above near landscape (Khansari, Moghtader, & Yavari, 2004). Before the Safavid 

dynasty, there used to be several villages near the garden, so the pool was used for the 

irrigation of near agricultural lands. Different levels and topography of the land and 

the large pool in the middle of this area had a crucial role in the irrigation of its vicinity. 

In the process of embellishment of the vicinity of Tabriz, some of Qajar princes wished 

to possess the countryside lands of Tabriz. In this process, Shah- Goli, the foremost 

famous garden in Tabriz history, turned to the royal promenade. In much the same line 

Donald Wilber compares the usage of Shah-Goli with Baghe-Takht in Shiraz: 

 

 

                                                
21 Shah Goli (grand pool). The word Shah (meaning both king and grand) was changed to El-Goli 

after the Islamic revolutionary because the use of worlds which pointed out monarchy were banned. 
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ñThe similarity to the Baghi-Takht at Shiraz is immediately apparent, although 

here the scale is much greater. The vast pool was not excavated from a fairly 

level spot of ground but the northern side was built up by moving great masses 

of earth into placeé As the result, as one looks across from the levels of the 

terraces, the spreading sheet of water appears to hang suspended far above the 

valley beyondò (Wilber, 1962)   

 

In addition, in a short distance from El-Goli, there were two important royal gardens 

that played an essential role in the history of green areas of Tabriz. Fath Abad garden 

was one of the oldest and vastest orchards of Tabriz, which was erected according to 

the Persian garden style and was established during the Ilkhanate dynasty. Along with 

describing the gardens in the northern regions of Iran, Donald Wilber posits that: 

ñThe heart of the garden is almost completely hidden within acres of orchard, 

but the long water axis ties the whole together in Persian fashion and all is in 

harmony, except for the modern house which has replaced an earlier pavilion. 

é . The plan reached its climax at the huge stone-lined pool very deep and 

bordered around by massive, ancient trees.ò (Wilber, 1962)   

 

       

Figure 3.19 Aerial view of Shah Goli pool and its surrounding farmlands 

Source: Iran national Cartographic center  

Figure 3.20  Plan of Shah Goli pool and its central building. According to Wilber this garden 

was one of the prominent gardens in the north-west of Iran.   

  Source: Wilber, Donald, 1962, Persian gardens and garden pavilions  
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Figure 3.21 A view from Shah Goli Garden during the Qajar Dynasty.                                                                                                                             

Source: https://bit.ly/2xXIqaY (visited: September 9, 2020) 

 

    

Figure 3.22 A view from Fath Abad Garden 

Source: Bani Masoud, 2011, Tabriz Historic Gardens 

Figure 3.23 The plan of óFath Abadô garden, drawn by Donald Wilber 

Source: Wilber, Donald, 1962 Persian gardens and Garden Pavilions 

https://bit.ly/2xXIqaY
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3.4.  Courtyard Houses; the Private Gardens for Families 

Following the investigation of traditional royal gardens in the old urban fabric of 

Tabriz, it is significant to study the courtyard houses, which were the focal point in 

constituting private green spaces for the majority of citizens. In this regard, 

investigating the old urban fabric of Tabriz not only helps to better understand the 

spatial organization of private spaces of courtyard gardens but also, clarifies the 

distinction between public and private spheres in residential quarters. 

The urban fabric of the city can be considered as a dynamic spatial structure that is 

changing throughout history. In Iran, after Islam, according to religious and cultural 

values, the spatial organization of cities was based on the distinction between public 

and private spaces (Soltanzadeh, 1988). By considering the spatial organization of the 

commercial cities like Tabriz, which was one of the important cities located along the 

Silk Road, the bazaar had a prominent role in organizing the other spatial elements 

around it (Sattarzade, 2007). In other words, the bazaar as a male-dominated public 

space was located in the core of the city, and the residential quarters were established 

in its surroundings. Despite the fact that residential quarters were connected to the 

bazaar, several spatial hierarchies and soft boundaries like narrow auxiliary streets, 

separated the private realm of houses from the public sphere of the bazaar. In this 

respect, courtyard houses were the core of the spatial organization of the old urban 

fabric of the city, which constituted the ultimate private sphere for residents. 

It should be noted that the design of gardens in the courtyards was based on the 

archetypal geometry of ChǕhar BǕgh and its main spatial components. In other words, 

the spatial formation of private courtyard houses was the prototype of the concept of 

introverted ñparadise gardenò (Gharipour, 2019). Private courtyard houses are the best 

examples for representing the relationship between humankind and nature while 

having strong ties with culture. 

The spatial hierarchies, private spaces of courtyard houses, and family relationships 

provided an exclusive system in which these spaces functioned more than being a 
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shelter to people. One or two-story courtyard houses were the most common forms of 

dwellings in Tabriz during the Safavid and Qajar era. During the Qajar era, courtyard 

houses with their central private gardens (paradise garden) were owned by extended 

families, and several rooms surrounding the gardens belonged to each nuclear family 

within these extended family units. It may well be argued that these courtyard houses 

were pedestrian-accessible only and were nested within residential quarters 

(Gharipour, 2019).  

 

     

Figure 3.24 the spatial organization of commercial cities in Iran. 1: Ramparts and city gates, 
2: Citadel, 3: Maidan, 4: Bazaar, 5: Residential quarters, 6: Mosque, 7: Communal center of 

quarters, 8: courtyard houses 

Source: Soltanzadeh, Hossein, 1988, an Introduction to the History of the City and 

Urbanization in Iran 

 

Figure 3.25 The location of Tabrizôs bazaar surrounded by residential quarters 

Source:  https://bit.ly/33JpHMe (visited: September 20, 2020) 

 

https://bit.ly/33JpHMe
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Figure 3.26 Aerial photo of Tabriz showing the courtyard houses and private gardens in the 

city center in 1956. Depending on the financial status of families the vastness of these 
private gardens was variable.                                                                                                                                                   

Source: Iran National Cartographic Center (Edited by the author) 

 

The spatial organization of Iranian courtyard houses was accomplished by dividing 

spaces into andaruni (the interior) and biruni (the exterior), this conceptual division 

was also evident in the macro-level design of the urban structure. Andaruni was known 

as the private space of the house, including the courtyard garden and its surrounding 

rooms, which was the focal point in the constitution of the private space of family 

members known as the space of mahram. On the other hand, Biruni included all public 

spaces apart from the private spaces of the homes. (Arjmand, 2017).  

A central concern is that gardens were the inseparable parts of the andaruni, which 

played an essential role in the everyday lives of the residents. In order to clarify the 

division of andaruni and biruni, Roy Mottahedeh, historian of the Middle East, argues 

that the whole andaruni was constructed around a garden in a way that there were no 
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openings and windows to the outside except the garden and the high walls separating 

andaruni and biruni (Mottahedeh, 2004).  

As mentioned previously, the courtyard gardens in houses, known as hayat, (yard) 

were the small scale models of traditional Persian gardens. The same quadruple 

geometry with a central pool and many trees and flowers in each part of the garden 

were reflected in these private courtyards. The heart of the debate is that gardens not 

only were the private center for the family members, but also they were the space of 

socialization with visitors and neighbors (Marefat, 1988). Although the vastness of 

the gardens varied according to the different factors like the status of families in 

various districts, gardens covered most of the spaces of houses. In order to display the 

areas assigned to green spaces, surveying the spaces of gardens in some typical 

courtyard houses in Tabriz could be the best examples. An important consideration is 

that, in some of the houses which belonged to high-status families, gardens were 

divided into two separate gardens. The entrances of these two gardens were separated 

from each other, and the large garden (semi-private garden) was used as a space of 

socialization and gathering with the neighbors, relatives, and housemaids while the 

private one was confined as space of mahram for the owner of the house (Esmaeili 

Sangari & Omrani, 2014). 

Through surveying the spatial characteristics of courtyard houses, it can be said that 

the establishment of privacy and separation of public and private spaces began with 

the spatial organization of districts and the creation of semi-public areas like narrow 

alleys which separated the main streets and residential neighborhoods. By way of 

illustration, there were several barriers between the main street and houses, which 

ultimately separated the public realm from the private domain by semi-public and 

semi-private spaces. For instance, between districts, the most private element in street 

hierarchies was called bombast (deadlock) (Marefat, 1988). In other words, in every 

district (mahalleh) residents should have passed the established spatial hierarchies to 

enter his/her house. The spatial hierarchies continued even in houses, starting with the 

entrance door with two different knockers as a spatial marker for women and men. 
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Besides, semi-private spaces like hashti and dalan were other essential elements in 

spatial hierarchies in creating privacy for residents of houses.  

The physical proximity of houses and their gardens created social bonds and intimate 

spaces for families and neighbors. Peopleôs attachment to their local neighborhood 

and participating in different activities established social ties, local friendships, and 

this fact increased the average time people spent with their neighbors. In other words, 

despite the ultimate privacy that courtyard houses provided for their residents, they 

were symbols of places for socialization among extended family members and close 

neighbors. Semi-Public spaces of the neighborhood like narrow alleys and semi-

private spaces like hashti, dalan, and hayat inside of the houses not only created an 

intimate space for the people of the neighborhood but also reduced the effects of 

egression from the intimate private space of homes to the public realms of the city.  

 

 

Figure 3.27 A view from courtyard houses in the early Pahlavi era, Tabriz                                                                                                         

Source: Pour Hossein, 2011, Historical sites and buildings of Tabriz 
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Figure 3.28 Courtyard garden belonging to Sadaghiani family in the late Qajar era.                                                                                        

Source: Pour Hossein, 2011, Historical sites and buildings of Tabriz 

 

 

Figure 3.29 A courtyard garden in Tabriz during the Qajar era.  

Source: Pour Hossein, 2011, Historical sites and buildings of Tabriz 
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Figure 3.30 Courtyard house during the Qajar era, Tabriz 

Source: Pour Hossein, 2011, Historical sites and buildings of Tabriz 

 

 

Figure 3.31 Courtyard garden of Sardar Khan (known as National commander), one of the 

leaders of Constitutional Revolution, Tabriz 

Source: Pour Hossein, 2011, Historical sites and buildings of Tabriz 
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Figure 3.32 A private courtyard garden in the Qajar era. For the majority of women, their 
private gardens and the neighborhood atmosphere constitute the border of their participation 

in the urban life. 

Source: https://www.pinterest.ie/pin/835417799604672720/  (visited: September 8, 2020) 

 

https://www.pinterest.ie/pin/835417799604672720/
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Figure 3.33 Examples of courtyards of houses in Tabriz built in the Qajar and early Pahlavi 

period whose designs were based on the traditional Persian gardens.  

Source: Sangari Esmaeili,  Hossein, Omaranim Behrouz, 2014, The History and 

Architecture of Tabriz old Houses (Edited by the author)  
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Figure 3.34 Examples of Hashti in spatial hierarchies of courtyard houses 

Source: Sangari Esmaeili,  Hossein, Omaranim Behrouz, 2014, The History and 

Architecture of Tabriz old Houses (Edited by the author)  

 

 

 

Figure 3.35 Examples of Dalan in spatial hierarchies of courtyard houses 

Source: Sangari Esmaeili,  Hossein, Omaranim Behrouz, 2014, The History and 

Architecture of Tabriz old Houses (Edited by the author) 
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Figure 3.36 A sketch from pedestrian-accessible only, narrow alleys during the Qajar era, 

Tabriz, Iran                                                                                                           

Source: Pour Hossein, 2011, Historical sites and buildings of Tabriz 
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CHAPTER 4  

 

4. MODERNITY; TRANSFORM ATION OF GREEN SPACES IN TABRIZ  

 

4.1. Reza Shah and Initiation of the New Era (1925) 

Along with studying the role of traditional private green spaces (courtyard houses) in 

the spatial formation of Tabriz, an important consideration is the processes in which 

these spaces have been transformed. It can be said that the clashes between new 

modern movements and traditions are among the main motives behind these 

transformations. Tradition is a synonym of border and barrier for many Iranian 

intellectuals, and some of them define tradition as old thoughts and beliefs (Sattarzade, 

2007). Therefore traditions, whether religious or custom, have significant effects on 

the socio-cultural aspects of society. Modernity in Iran was not just a political 

movement, but rather, it was the new conditions with new attitudes toward life and 

existence. In other words, modernity was the evolution of human beingsô attitude 

toward himself and the new definition of its position in life (Ghobadian, 2003). 

Variability, compatibility, and adaptability were three essential features of culture 

which are always in interaction regarding tradition and modernity (Sattarzade, 2007). 

The society of Iran before modernity was based on the relationships amongst the 

relatives of extended families, thus had limited social bonds. In other words, due to 

the lack of public spaces and invisibility of women in the male-dominated public 

sphere, the majority of the gatherings and socialization took place in private spaces of 

courtyard gardens among family members and relatives. However, new ideologies in 

the form of new urban public spaces similar to European countries were imported to 

cities without paying attention to the history and traditions of the society. The first 

period of the Pahlavi era as a milestone in Iranôs history was critical because of this 

reason. The most important reason for this transformation was the economic and 
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technological superiority of western countries, which encouraged the rulers in Iran to 

discard traditional values. 

The constitution of modernity discourse in Iran was parallel with the new perspectives 

regarding the future, identifying new social meanings concerning the society and 

radical rejection of traditions, whether in an individual scale or a collective scale. 

Although Middle Eastern countries such as Iran and Turkey were among the few 

nations to survive the European colonialism, Reza Shah Pahlavi in Iran (1921) and 

Mustafa Kemal Ataturk in Turkey (1923) pursued the same ideals regarding the socio-

economic and socio-spatial policies in order to westernize their countries. The same 

body of principles, such as secularization, westernization, and nationalization, guided 

the social policies to reach the leadersô goals, which was rising above the 

contemporary civilizations. However, while Turkey focused on the democratization 

of the state, in Iran, Reza Shah engaged in perpetuating despotism and establishing an 

autocratic militarized state.  

Reza Shah wanted Iran to be independent and respected in the community of nations 

not by virtue of its empire but rather by its natural resources, economy, and new 

societies ( Elwell-Sutton, 1978). For these reasons, he expanded his views on 

nationalism and reformation of social life, which was the foundation for reconstruction 

and modernization of the country. In other words, ñthe realization of a tabula rasa, a 

utopian blank slate upon which a new Iran could be conceived again, was endemic to 

the strategies of Pahlavi modernizationò (Grigor, 2014). Hence, all social and spatial 

transformation, as well as urban renewal projects occurring during the first period of 

the Pahlavi era, provided ñthe utopian tabula rasa to build a new future to match the 

ambitions of the rising bourgeoisieò (Grigor, 2014). The heart of the debate is that the 

movements toward a new lifestyle were not merely imposed by the state, but rather 

they embraced the imagination of intellectual elites and scholars of the time. The 

aspiration of middle class secular western educated elites, and the intellectuals who 

had a bureaucratic association with European countries were among the significant 

elements in replacing the traditional way of life. In other words, the actions of political 
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elites and intellectuals parallel to Reza Shahôs consolidation of power had an 

outstanding role in introducing new nationalist and secularist ideas and modern 

lifestyle in Iran. In this regard, Mohammad Ali Foroughi (1877-1942), Ali Akbar 

Davar (1885-1937), and Abdol Hossein Teymurtash (1883-1933) were among the 

intellectuals who had an outstanding contribution in establishing modern judiciary 

systems, new dressing codes, and social modernization of Iran. Thus, it can be said 

that the process of modernization in Iran was a social movement toward a new 

lifestyle.  

Due to several reasons like the hegemony of foreign powers, significant changes 

caused by the World War I, the downfall of the Ottoman Empire in the Middle East, 

and the unlimited power of religion in the society, Reza Shahôs reign was one of the 

most complicated periods in Iranôs history (Hodjat, 1995). Despite the fact that all 

policy-making processes aimed to save the country from underdevelopment, the 

adaptation of borrowed policies with social mores was a major problem (Hodjat, 

1995).  

 

4.1.1.  Manipulation  of socio-cultural and religious values; a new role 

for women in the society 

A new era in Iran started with several interactions among tradition and modernity as 

well as democracy and autocracy, nationalism and Islamic religious beliefs. The public 

and private spaces of all cities like Tabriz were separated not only by visible spatial 

boundaries but also by invisible social and cultural boundaries (Amir-Ebrahimi, 

2006). It is essential to mention the policies which contribute to the visibility of 

women in public spaces during the spatial and social modernization of cities.  

During the Qajar era (1789-1921), the role of women was limited to the private spaces 

of households, and they were invisible in the male-dominated public sphere. In this 

regard, there are two different perspectives concerning the invisibility of women in 

public spaces before the modernization of the cities. The first view emphasizes the 
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social concerns and notes that, the religious atmosphere that dominated all aspects of 

daily life had been constraining the role of women in public spaces, and the presence 

of women in public spheres was not welcomed by a male-dominated society. The 

conventional spatial arrangement of society stood on the dominant patriarchal 

atmosphere, and the authority of the father over his wife and children was undeniable; 

therefore, this phenomenon had restricted the active physical and social participation 

of women in the society (Marefat, 1988). It can be said that the role of women in the 

conservative Islamic atmosphere of Iran was shaped by several boundaries that had 

been established by the community.  

The second perspective emphasizes the spatial aspects and indicates the absence of 

some particular public spaces before modernity as the reason for the invisibility of 

women in public spaces (Arjmand, 2017). One of the main changes regarding public 

spheres during the Pahlavi dynasty was providing opportunities for women to 

participate in public spheres more than before. In other words, they were allowed to 

participate in education, Bazaar (economy), and newly built public spaces like parks 

(Cronin, 2003).  

Womenôs experience of the new public spaces must be surveyed according to their 

everyday lives and experiences. Modernization of the cities not only changed the 

image of cities but also created a new atmosphere for new female roles in society. The 

rapid transition from the traditional atmosphere to the modern one caused anxiety in 

families in the early years of the first period of the Pahlavi dynasty. In this context, 

women who belonged to the private spaces of houses had much doubt in entering the 

public spaces with a male-dominated nature in the past. 

The participation of women in the public realm can be surveyed from a social 

perspective as well. The imposition of western lifestyle over Iranian people occurred 

not only through political and structural transformations but also, through changing 

the visual appearance of men and women (Amir-Ebrahimi, 2006). In January 1936, 

alongside modernity movements and providing new conditions for women to 
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participate in public spaces, Reza Shah introduced new codes in dressing and 

prohibited the Islamic veil (Kashfe hejab) (Amir-Ebrahimi, 2006). In the traditional 

society of Iran, as previously mentioned, public and private spaces before modernity 

were completely separated from each other, and women did not participate in public 

spheres unless on necessary occasions with black Islamic veil and chador. Thus, 

radical changes of Reza Shah and his policy regarding unveiling at the first step was 

not acceptable for the dominant conservative atmosphere of Iran. In other words, the 

radical unveiling policy was an essential discourse during modernity, based on the 

desires for the establishment of western values in creating ñgender-neutral public 

spacesò (Arjmand, 2017). As the sharp distinction between the public and private 

spaces got blurred, firstly, women from upper-class families were the first to enter the 

male-dominated areas in public space. Therefore it can be said that the rapid expansion 

of the public sphere, which included new streets, new urban green areas, and modern 

lifestyles in large cities like Tabriz, had a significant role in determining the new role 

of women in the conservative society of Iran. They started to keep out their traditional 

roles and participated in organizing a new society.  

 

4.1.2.  Reflection of European Public Green Space in Iran 

The main attempt of the state during the modernization of cities like Tabriz was the 

westernization of not only the physical structures but also the social features of the 

city. Through the process of transition from private courtyards to public green spaces, 

the European values of public green spaces were introduced to the Iranian lifestyle. In 

order to display this process, an overview of European public green spaces should be 

investigated. 

Along with the Renaissance in the 15th century in the West, people started to interpret 

nature as a prominent element in urban life (Ives, 2017). From this perspective, the 

establishment of a strong visual relationship between buildings as a human-made 

environment and natural environment resulted in the introduction of public parks and 
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progress in city landscape designs (Clark, 1973). The concept of the contemporary 

park was introduced to European societies in the 18th century by the arrival of romantic 

movements in England, which considered nature as a free and wild environment 

without a specific set of rules. Parallel with the industrial revolution, the rapid rise of 

population, diseases, and pollution, parks turned to the focal point for the people to 

escape from the crowded and polluted urban areas to the wild and healthy nature of 

green spaces (Jordan, 1994). Along the same line, during modern movements in the 

19th century, parks were considered as representative space of nature, which could 

ameliorate the quality of life in the bustle of cities by providing recreational activities 

and excursions. Thus the necessity for the integration of these spaces inside the cities 

resulted in the proposition of creating parks, especially in the upper-class districts. 

Hereafter, social justice, and even distribution turned to controversial issues about 

accessibility to public green spaces in urban life in which not only upper-classes but 

also middle and lower-classes should have equal rights regarding the use of public 

green spaces. Parallel with the proliferation of constructions, the concept of greenways 

inside the cities was introduced by planting various trees in streets and squares. In 

other words, along with modernization and commencement of landscape designing, 

municipalities began to solve the aesthetical problems of industrialized cities. It is fair 

to say that, initially, the construction of public parks in Europe countries was an 

attempt to provide a hygienic and humanitarian urban amenity to satisfy people, 

especially the proletariatsô ñinextinguishable love of nature and fresh airò and also 

amelioration of social standards in larger scale in industrial cities (Clark, 1973). In the 

urban environment during the nineteenth-century, trees were installed throughout 

boulevards, parks, and newly constructed streets to provide better living conditions 

for the rapidly increasing population. From then, parks turned to a focal point for 

establishing outdoor activities of the bourgeoisie and working classes. In much the 

same line Monday through Saturday, parks were used by bourgeoisies, and on 

Sundays, as the weekend, parks were the recreation places for working classes (Ives, 

2017).  
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The idea of modern western public parks in Iran sparked after the travels of Naser Al-

Din shah and royal families to European countries in 1873, 1878, and 1889. In these 

journeys, Shah was mesmerized by the public parks in the Western countries; 

therefore, he wrote about them in his diaries (Arjmand, 2017). He specifically 

mentioned Londonôs óHyde Parkô, distinguishing its function from the Persian 

gardens. He noted that these parks were not merely used as green spaces, but they had 

the tranquilizing role for urban inhabitants (Arjmand, 2017). Like western countries 

in which urban public parks emerged with the industrialization and development of 

cities, aiming to ameliorate the quality of life, the appearance of parks in Iran in the 

20th century was parallel with idealistic efforts to reform urban space and provide 

better living conditions (Sattarzade, 2007). Inevitably along with industrialization and 

long working hours, the need for recreation became more crucial. It should be noted 

that parallel to the industrialization of the cities like Tabriz and migration from rural 

areas to cities (emergence of new social classes), the concept of public parks became 

a vital phenomenon in urban life. In much the same way, modernized public green 

spaces for the recreation of citizens in public spaces started to emerge in the capital 

(Tehran) and then disseminated to other large cities like Tabriz.  

From this point, new public parks became political agents meant to implement several 

socio-spatial policies of the state to homogenize the society and strengthen the national 

community (Gharipour, 2016). In this regard, increasing the number of public squares 

and expansion of urban parks turned to an apparatus to implement rapid secularization 

of the traditional society of Iran in which families were invited to participate in multi-

gender public activities such as picnics, carnivals, shows and etc. provided by the state 

in parks. However, in the earlier times of the Pahlavi era, new constructed public 

spaces were despised by the majority of the middle and lower classes and the 

conservative families. Since they assumed private spaces of houses to be holy and 

sacred, they did not approve of their wives and daughters appearing in public spaces 

due to their religious beliefs. In this regard, new urban green spaces like parks gained 

symbolic meanings not only in the process of transformation of cities during 
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modernity but also in peopleôs perception of the new lifestyle. In other words, 

westernization, which was alongside imposed secularization codes, displaced the 

domination of the male population in the public spaces and provided a situation for 

maximum engagement of the women in public space. 

 

 

     

Figure 4.1 Oil painting, ñLe D®jeuner sur l'herbeò Claude Monet, 1895, Forests and public 

parks turned to favorite places for families to spend their leisure times.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
Source: Ives, 2018, Public parks, Private gardens: Paris to province 
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Figure 4.2 A photo from the Pahlavi era during modernity (around 1970s). Along with the 
expansion of street parks and the new role of  women in  urban life, green areas whether 

inside the city or in countryside turned to places to socialize and spending time on weekends                                                                                                                                                                                            

Source: BBC News https://bbc.in/31kL7PD (visited: September 9, 2020) 

 

4.2. New Socio-Spatial Policies and Destruction of Old Gardens of Tabriz 

Radical changes during the first Pahlavi period were attempts to transform introverted 

Islamic cities to extroverted cities similar to the ones in the western world. In this 

regard, new boulevards, wider streets, and new public parks, which were the symbols 

of open spaces and extroverted metropolises, were presented.  Reza Shahôs first step 

was to introduce radical changes regarding the urban space (both general and detailed 

characteristics) of Tehran as the capital. In other words, Tehran was a role model for 

applying novel urban changes to the other large cities like Tabriz, Isfahan, and 

Mashhad.  

https://bbc.in/31kL7PD
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Although removing ramparts of large cities like Tehran had started during Naser Al-

Din Shah Qajarôs reign in 1867, their elimination to modernize the large cities as 

Tabriz occurred during the Reza Shahôs reign, which allowed the expansion of the 

cities in every direction. Moreover, alongside the transformation of the city, some of 

the important historical centers as well as old districts were destroyed. To justify this 

act, Parviz Rajabi, an Iranian historian, noted that: 

ñStraight, wide long roads had to replace the narrow, tortuous, short alleys in 

the large and larger cities, and extroverted governmental buildings were to rise 

instead of the crooked, unadorned walls of the street. é. and very soon this 

act transformed the introvert Iranian architecture into an extrovert one.ò 

(Rajabi, 1977; Hodjat, 1995) 

 

Following the Reza Shahôs attempts to eliminate the Qajarid urban fabric of Tabriz 

and supersede it with a new modern city, Tabriz Municipality (Tabriz Baladiye), as 

the first urban institution which was established during the constitutional movement 

in 1907, gained a new role during modernity. In other words, it was the political 

leverage of Reza Shahôs state in establishing new urban policies alongside the 

initiation and management of new urban projects as well as the inauguration of new 

public spaces like parks.   

The socio-spatial policies of Tabriz municipality were based on the rapid spatial 

transformation of the old urban fabric of the city, furthermore, green spaces were the 

primary basis of the spatial transformation of the city. The investigation of socio-

spatial policies of the state and their impact on green spaces are divided into two types 

of transformation. First, the destruction of large green heritages and royal gardens in 

the city, and second, in the small scale of neighborhoods, includes the removal of old 

districts and courtyard gardens along with the establishment of new boulevards and 

wide streets.  

The first example of these spatial manipulations in the old urban fabric of Tabriz was 

the destruction of Bagh-Shomal garden. Parallel with the modernization of Tabriz, this 

garden began to lose its importance, and in 1930, óMohammad Ali Tarbiatô(1877-
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1940), mayor of Tabriz, divided the land of the garden and started to sell them 

separately. Nonetheless, until 1942 the main pavilion in the middle of the garden had 

remained intact (Bani Massud, 2011). Parallel to the militarization of the city, Bagh-

Shomal garden was transformed into a military camp during the first period of the 

Pahlavi dynasty. Furthermore, during the 1960s, residential areas as well as several 

sport complexes were constructed in the ruins of Bagh-Shomal gardens and next to 

the military camps (Rad Yousefnia, 2018). Despite the continuous destruction of 

Bagh-Shomal during the first Pahlavi dynasty, the historical geometry of the garden 

and the main axis were recognizable in aerial photos taken in 1965. Starting the 

Second Pahlavi dynasty was simultaneous with rapid constructions around this 

garden, which resulted in the evanescence of this historical garden. Besides Bagh-

Shomal, many other private gardens like óBagh-e Saheb Divanô, óBagh-e Peykariyyeô, 

and óBagh-e Heydarzadehô were bought by Tabriz municipality and were given new 

functions such as a boulevard, Tabriz Prison, Tabriz University, and Broadcasting 

organizations after the World War II.  

Besides the destruction of well-known gardens of the city like Bagh-Shomal, the 

expansion of streets and construction of wide boulevards destroyed the old division of 

Mahalleh (districts) and their private courtyard gardens accordingly. Neutralization of 

the old socio-structural and socio-political division of districts was the point of 

convergence during Reza Shahôs reign. By eliminating the spatial hierarchies between 

districts, traditional houses that were accessible through narrow alleys were abruptly 

exposed to wide newly built boulevards and streets.  
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Figure 4.3. (Left)óBagh-Shomalô Garden during the Qajar era 

Source: Bani Masoud, 2011, Tabriz Historic Gardens 

Figure 4.4. The destruction of óBagh-Shomalô historical garden during the Pahlavi era and 

its complete adjunction to the urban fabric along with the construction of stadium, sport 

complexes and military camps.                                                                                                                                  

Source: Aerial photo of Tabriz 1967, Iran National Cartographic Center Archive  

Figure 4.5. (Right) The current situation of lost óBagh Shomalô Garden 

Source: Google Earth Maps 

 

     

Figure 4.6  Destruction of courtyard houses to construct Pahlavi Boulevard in Tabriz 1921-

1926 

Source: Pour Hosein, Ebrahim, 2011, Historical sites and building of Tabriz 
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Figure 4.7 Destruction of courtyard houses to construct new streets, Tabriz, 1923  

Source: Pour Hosein, Ebrahim, 2011, Historical sites and buildings of Tabriz 

 

     

Figure 4.8. Destruction of courtyard houses to construct Tarbiat Street, Tabriz, 1923  

Source: Abrishami, Farshad, 2016, Collection of Historical Photos of Iran (Olden 

Azerbaijan) 
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Figure 4.9. Destruction of historical district to construct Monajjem Street, Tabriz, 1929 

Source: Abrishami, Farshad, 2016, Collection of Historical Photos of Iran (Olden 

Azerbaijan) 

 

4.2.1. Haussmannization Policies and Emergence of New Public Green 

Spaces 

The arrival of modernity in Iran affected all elements of public life, including green 

spaces, in a manner that the new public green space began to connect different socio-

spatial policies of the state to the physical structure of the cities. In order to westernize 

the Iranian cities, European urban planning concepts were employed by the state 

during Reza Shahôs reign, one of which was Haussmannization urban development 

policies. Haussmannization first appeared in the late 18th century during the renovation 

of the old urban fabric of Paris by civic planner Baron Haussmann. His ideas and 

strategies regarding the new urban environment were not only applied in Paris during 

the 19th century but also expanded to Middle Eastern countries like Iran, Turkey, and 

Egypt (Bayat, 2010). It should be noted that the initiation of Haussmann renovation 

policies was indebted to Luis-Napoleonôs (1808-1873) desire for glory and 

advancement in Paris. He demanded from Baron Haussmann to create a city with 












































































































































































