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Abstract

Wartime demolition and postwar reconstruction of urban areas during and after World War II and ensuing postcolonial conflicts became a matter of interest already in the early 1950s with the termination of the immediate initial postwar reconstruction process. In the other hands Dynamic nature of geopolitics as the knowledge of analyzing power-relations and developing power-ties and competition inside and between cities, make up the foundation and basis of a new discipline in the academic system of the west called "urban-geopolitics.” With this approach and based on the analytical method, this critical paper pursues three primary aims. At first, stressing the concept of violence against Iranian cities in Iran-Iraq war. In this framework, I try to explore the urban geopolitics and current critical approach in geopolitics. Secondly, I try to demonstrate the lack of a consistent analytical framework in Iran’s urban-political academic system for the analysis of formal and informal violence against the Iranian cities. And finally, I try to unmask the devastating and militaristic violence of Iraqi Baath Party and some western countries in an eight-year (1980–88) war against Iran and the massacre of innocent civilians and devastation of many defenseless cities, especially Khorramshahr
.
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Introduction

Wartime demolition and postwar reconstruction of urban areas during and after World War II and ensuing postcolonial conflicts became a matter of interest already in the early 1950s with the termination of the immediate initial postwar reconstruction process. Between the 1970s and 1990s, historical perspective afforded renewed interest in the devastation and reconstruction of cities in the United Kingdom, Germany, and Japan, in France, and in other European countries. This also holds for reconstruction and development of urban areas in India and Pakistan.
It seems that the large-scale devastation caused by the 9/11 terror attack on New York, exposing the vulnerability of modern urban areas to the effects of human-made catastrophe, revitalized interest in World War II bombardments and postwar reconstruction of cities(Golan, 2009). In other hand, during and after recent armed conflicts – such as the US-led wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, the hostilities between Israel and Hezbollah in Southern Lebanon in 2006, and the fighting between Russia and Georgia in the southern Georgian province of Ossetia – graphic news accounts about persons injured or killed by cluster munitions have stirred world public opinion (Winright, 2009).
 So there is an urgent, parallel, need for the real recent progress in developing a critical geopolitics. (Ó TUATHAIL, 1999) to move beyond an exclusive concern for nation-states, international relations, and international terror networks. Critical geopolitics must also, become sub-national. This is necessary so that the increasingly crucial roles of strategic urban places as geopolitical sites can be profitably analyzed (Graham, 2004).
Geopolitics as the "knowledge of analyzing the relations between geography and politics" (Dodds & Atkinson, 2000), is a science that in modern Critical Geopolitics, is known as a form of "power-knowledge relations"(Tuathail & Dalby & Routledge, 1998). Geopolitics is a concept that ever since its evolution has always been a subject of dispute. Considering the number of definitions and inferences from the notion of geopolitics, Lacoste and Giblin believe that there are too many different inferences from “geopolitics”, but there is no general and pre-determined definition for this term (Hafizniya, 2006).

Such changes and evolution in the conceptual structure of geopolitics have made ground for modern hermeneutic approaches to present methodological scopes for this science and even direct essential framework of geopolitics from conventional analysis of power-politics relations to more modern interpreting approaches, such as analysis of power-violence relations (Ingram & Dodds, 2009). 
“Urban-geopolitics” is one of the hermeneutic approaches, which is an emerging and less known paradigm in the Iranian urban-political academic literature.
 Even though the components of urban-geopolitical logic, namely “power”, “competition” and “politics” and their consequents are effective in the Iranian cities' skeleton and function.
 There are some other elements such as formal violence (war) and informal violence (terrorism), riots, street fights, whose components and destructive consequences on form and functions of urban life in the Iranian cities have never been investigated by researchers in urban geopolitical context.

Rachel Woodward’s (2004) discussion of military landscapes might be usefully extended to tackle matters of combat in the new "political economy of violence" (Kaldor 2007) after the cold war.

Aiming to occupy Iran, the eight-year Iran-Iraq war (1980-1988) was imposed on Iran by Saddam Hussein, soon after the Islamic Revolution in Iran. Iraq, with a Shia majority population, particularly felt threatened by revolution in Iran as the Iranian revolution’s ideological appeal undermined the legitimacy of the secular Iraqi Baath Party (Helms 1984: 15). 
Encouraged by the anti-Iranian stance of the pro-US Arab regimes and increasingly apprehensive of the appeal of the Iranian revolution in the wider Arab world, Iraq launched an unprovoked full-scale military invasion of Iran on 22 September 1980(Enayatollah Yazdani and Rizwan Hussein, 2006). 
Saddam Hussein’s decision to invade Iran, in the consensus view, was the result of the Iraqi president’s ambition to play a preeminent role in Gulf security by taking out the revolutionary government in Iran, in the process securing and legitimizing his own rule in Iraq (Parasiliti, 2003).

This war, which is the second longest war of the 20th century (after the Vietnam War) somehow, represents violence against the Iranian civilians and cities rather than violent political opposition of two countries. To the extent that many defenseless cities, far from frontline, and lots of civilians and innocent children and women were the victim of military brutality of Saddam and collaboration of modern colonialism by chemical, biological and cluster bombs. This study was motivated to explain the demolition of cities, massacre of civilians and annihilation of life and liveliness in Iranian cities during the eight-year war against Iran. Among such cities, the strategic city of "Khorramshahr", in political literature remembered as the "the city of blood" and "the city of resistance and endurance", compared to other cities of Iran during the eight-year war has incurred much more destruction and violence. Therefore, it is of particular importance in this study. 
However, in addressing the violence against the Iranian cities, some critical questions are raised: Why in this war, the cities of Khorramshahr, Abadan, Islamabad, etc., were among the top candidates for being demolished?
 From urban-geopolitics perspective, how can one analyze the massacre of civilians, demolition of occupied cities, especially Khorramshahr? What is the relation between war and violence against civilians and urban areas? In war against nations, how can cities and urban areas play geopolitical roles as military goals and spots to be destroyed or occupied? In this study, trying to explain the epistemological basis of urban geopolitics and violence against cities, we would investigate different aspects and sequences of destruction and formal violence against cities in the eight-year war against Iran.


Lack of an analytical framework in Iran's geopolitical literature for the analysis of violence against cities

Up to now, the urban-political literature of Iran has been quite unfamiliar with the concept of violence against cities. Destruction of cities in such a way, has just received a cursory political inspection and as a transient disaster. However, there have never been any traces of urban researchers like, sociologists, urban planners, geographers, architects, designers, engineers, etc. In their geopolitical analysis of power-politics relations, the Iranian geopoliticians have generally, thought international and regional scales, stuffiest. Therefore, in the analysis of power-politics or power-violence relations in the framework of cities and their areas, the lack of a geographical approach in the city scale is severely manifest.

Inspection of the historical background of geopolitics, in search for traces of concepts of urban geopolitics in the academic system shows that “geopolitics” in Iran was first used in 1972 by Sa’dedin Roshdiyeh, a retired colonial, influenced by intellectual philosophies, logical positivism, and quantitative geography in the western countries. He viewed geopolitics as “a mathematical, logical discipline which could be calculated in global relations” (Roshdiyeh, 1971).

Stressing the effects of geographical phenomena on the governmental and none-governmental structures, Ezzati in his first definition, describes geopolitics as the science of investigating such relations among governments (Ezzati, 1994). In another definition, he uses geo-politics in its literal meaning as “the science of land” (Ezzati, 1998) to analyze the effects of geographic environment on the international relations. In a more sophisticated definition, he describes geopolitics as the appreciation of the realities of geographic environment to seize power and enter the international game in its highest level so that one can protect his national interests and life (Ezzati, 2001). In these definitions, "the role of geographic environment" and the "study of international relations," have a special place in the interpretation of the geopolitics.

Mojtahed Zadeh believes that “geo-politics” and “geographic policy” complement one another and describes geopolitics as “the science of studying the effects of environment and environmental phenomena on political decision-makings especially in regional and global scale” (Mojtahedzadeh, 2001). In another definition, power is the key factor, and geopolitics is defined as the effectiveness of geographic factors on political decision-makings in power competitions. As it is evident in this definition, geopolitics has a regional and global scale and natural factors are generally more emphasized.

In a classical perspective to geopolitics, Kazemi puts more emphasis on the geographic determinism and introduces geopolitics as the knowledge, which aims at proper recognition of factors influenced by geographic determinism (both constant and variable) and investigates their interactive influences and the policies to manage them (Kazemi, 1994).

Dorreh Mirheydar, in his own definition of geopolitics, describes it as “the methods of interpreting and formulating the international policies by those who possess power and ideology and their influences on political decision-making in national and regional scale” (Mirheydar, 1998). In contrast to other definitions, his definition puts more emphasis on "possibilism" and believes that the role and status of those who possess power and political thought, are more prominent than geographic elements in power relations between countries. However, other Iranian geopoliticians stress on geopolitics as the science of studying regional and international relations.

Emphasizing on interaction of three parameters and major factors in development of geopolitics' concept, i.e. "geography", "power" and "politics". Hafizniya views geopolitics as" the science of investigating the interactive relations between geography, power, politics, and actions resulted from their combination (Hafizniya, 2006). This definition regardless of its generality is the most modern and prevalent interpretation of geopolitics. Analysis of different approaches to geopolitics in Iran showed that none of the Iranian scholars in political sciences and geopolitics have ever dealt with the use of knowledge of geopolitics in the city scale. However, most of them believed that geopolitics is the science of studying relations between power and politics, which is influenced by geographic conditions of different countries. Such negligence on "violence against cities" in the background of urban-geopolitics is no longer acceptable.
The Origins of the urban geopolitics

We live in a chaotic age, which is full of dominant entangled global currents. And factors like speed, density, and information technology are of its components and postmodern entailments are going to top-down our current understanding of geopolitics and give way for a new concept of geopolitics (Tuathail & Dalby, 2003). "City,” as an entity of modern age is closely-related with a set of optic-fiber based relations in inter-urban, intra-urban, regional, national, international, or even inter-planetary scales (Graham, 1998), and it is in such relations that "power" and "competition" is a key entity. On one hand, the world population is reaching 7 billion in a startling speed. In a cybernetic system, cities are unique and at the same time heterogeneous centers of population, wealth, power and wonderful creativities of man. Nevertheless, they are equally vulnerable against increasingly competitive points, political, military, and paramilitary violence, tribal and lingual conflicts, insecurity, strikes, and terrorist destructive goals (Graham, 2004).
Dynamic nature of geopolitics as the knowledge of analyzing power-relations and developing power-ties and competition inside and between cities, make up the foundation and basis of a new discipline in the academic system of the west called "urban-geopolitics". The year 2003 could be regarded as the starting and turning point of urban-geopolitics in the world. Before 2003, the concept of geopolitics and its related concepts such as power, competition and space were generally used in the international scale.

Stephan Graham coined the concept of geopolitics and was the first one to use it in the geopolitical and political literature of the west. In his well-known book "cities, war and terrorism: towards an urban geopolitics" published in 2003, Graham considers cities and urban neighborhood at the center of geopolitical studies (Ingram & Dodds, 2009).
After the evolution of urban-geopolitics by Graham, at the same year, the first international conference on urban-geopolitics was hold in France with the cooperation of "Omar Bongo University" from Gabon, Metz University from France and Ottawa University of Canada. Strategic concern of this conference included issues such as hazards to urban life, organization of urban areas, management of residential areas, urban riots and challenges and political campaigns in different cities (Breux, 2007).
France could be regarded as the origin of urban geopolitics’ development. Heterogeneous cultural and population structures in the cities of France is composed of migrants from Africa, Asia and eastern Europe, especially in the suburbs of Paris and such factors have made ground for violence, conflicts, protest of minorities, and unions, power-seeking groups and violent urban competitions. Since late 1970s, and events of Magnets in Venissieux (summer of 1981), suburb of Lyon have witnessed some periodic riots, most of which lasted just a few days (lacoste, 2006).

The wave of urban riots in the autumn of 2005 was based on that model. Unintended death of two teenagers, one from Morocco, and the other from Subsaharienne, who were chased by the police and entered into a power plant station and were accidently killed by electric shock. Even though police did not fired any bullets, and teenagers’ death was quite accidental, it gave rise to clashes between police forces and the youth of a small town in the suburb of Paris and the neighboring district of Montfermeil. These riots quickly spread in many other areas of Paris and there were riots in almost 50 cities of some other provinces. These riots spread to 18 out 22 areas of the capital city. In these events, a thousand cars were set to fire; more than 250 schools were vandalized. Some sports clubs, nursery schools, post offices, one amphitheater and expectedly some police stations were severely damaged. The cost of the damages estimated by insurance companies was around 200 billion Euros (Ibid, 95). Several weeks after the end of riots in 2005, which resulted to, extended civil unrests and some threats to Sarkozy’s administration, sensitivities of scientific and academic centers to urban-geopolitics and political significance of different areas of a city in regard to security, competition, politics and power were raised. Furthermore, an international conference on urban-geopolitics was held by innovation of Fredrick Douzet and Cergy-Pontoise University with the cooperation of the French institute of geopolitics, Paris, and California universities. The conference was held in Broccoli and general counsel of Paris under the title of "Urban territory vs. Challenges of ethnic segregation".

After some academic meetings about urban-geopolitics, this new paradigm quickly extended into scientific political circles and lots of papers were written which were inspired by this new perspective. Some of them are as follows: American ghettos and the French suburbs (Beatrice Giblin, 2003), post-modern city and urban geopolitics (Graham, 2004) declining and rising history of geopolitics (Lacoste, 2006), Geopolitics and Urban Geopolitics (Breux, 2007), ethnic groups and geopolitics of elections in the US (Raballand, 2008), Development of Hebron (Palestine) in the complex context of urban geopolitics (Nisreen Zahda, 2009). 
Since 2003, the French journal, the Heredote, acted as the ideological basis for publishing the ideas attributed to urban-geopolitics and focused on publishing papers related to issues such as power, competition, and politics in urban spaces. In such a way that some researchers believe that the journal of the Heredote acts in an extremist manner and seeks the solution of all problems in cities, even in regional and national scale (Breux, 2007).

Epistemology of urban geopolitics

Epistemology (knowledge theory) is a part of science philosophy and its objectives are explanation of an issue, delimiting and determining the rules of developing a science. It is also defined as the critical study of the principles, hypothesis, and achievements of different sciences (Daneshpour Abdi, 2008).

In view of epistemology, the new paradigm of concepts and definitions of geopolitics, originates from the fact that this knowledge is no longer limited to the analysis of relations among countries, rather geopolitical analysis and explanation of the current competitions and power relations are applicable in territories as large as Beirut or central district of Los Angles (lacoste, and Giblin, 1999).

Heuristic analysis of power's nature, competition (the result of power) and consequences of power on urban spaces are all used as the theoretical framework of plans in urban-geopolitics. It is the discordance of forces between political parties, economic classes and ethno-cultural groups or conflicts between civil community and government (whether local or national) that make ground for the efficient participation of citizens in the urban development.
 Nevertheless, they sometimes result in violence, enfeeblement of democracy and destructive deviation between constructive urban forces. Such interactions or conflict of powers in a city, are one of the main concerns of urban geopolitics.

Urban-geopolitics explains two main characteristics of geopolitics: on one hand, geopolitics does not belong to any specific class, scale or structure, and is a general subject. Furthermore urban competitions are common both in global scale among countries and in inter-territory scale among cities or neighborhoods. On the other hands, urban-geopolitics can analyze and reveal the competition inside a city or even a urban area or between districts, streets or different parts of a city. One can describe urban-geopolitics as a combination of political sciences, international relations, sociology, geography, urban planning, history, and military studies.
 In fact, geopolitics tries to answer these questions: how do cities and urban areas yield to organizing relations? How do reflections of power relations affect physical, economic, political and cultural development in a city? 

Furthermore, geopolitics tries to investigate virtual invincibility of political powers against a city and its citizens from sociological perspective (Graham, 2004). These competitions may occur in districts and within cities or in the suburbs. They may also take place in interactions between cities or within a province (regional cities), or in a specific area or a country's geographic territory (National City) or in the international scale (metropolitan cities).

Urban geopolitics and war, a violent act against cities

War is one of the unavoidable realities of man's political life (Mottaki, 2009). It is a violent act against world peace and security which has always shadowed over cities. Such formal violence along with informal violence (terrorism) against cities and citizens are the destructive results of competition and power-relations among governments and against cities and citizens, and that's why cities play a key role in geopolitics.

Since the beginning of city dwelling, there was a significant direct relationship between cities and a violent act called "war", and such a relation has ever since persisted. To the extent that cities were among the most important targets to be occupied and destroyed in wars, and as soon as large cities were occupied, the wars would often end. The wars in the course of history have made ground for evolution, destruction, improvement, or devitalizing of cities. 
Therefore, war and cities are closely related on one another through the civil and political history of man. Nevertheless, some people believe that urban life is the most sophisticated form of modern social life and war is the most conscious form of collective violence. You may also find traces of horrible legends of destroying cities in lots of fables, philosophical, religious works, and classic history of the west ((Berman, 1996):
"From the time man decided to dwell in cities, he dreaded its destruction, because he used to think that all cities are bound to destruction and annihilation". 
For example on the night of 9 March 1945, ‘Superfortresses’, based in the Marianas and under the command of Major General Curtis E. LeMay, dropped 1665 tons of bombs, all of which were incendiaries, on the heart of residential Tokyo. The bombs generated a ferocious, unstoppable firestorm that consumed 15.8 square miles of the city and killed a roughly estimated 100,000 of its citizens. The targeted residential zone bordered a large manufacturing sector of the city: consequently, 22 numbered industrial targets were destroyed and struck from the target list the next morning. By official Japanese estimates, 267,171 buildings were levelled (one-quarter of the city), and 1,008,005 Japanese were left homeless (Ralph, 2006).
ten-thousand years history of civilization and city dwelling in Iran, shows that the first urban residents in this country were governed as dependant state (city state) and "defense" played an important role in spatial organization of these ancient cities (Shiaa, 2001). Ciyalk was such a city, which had strong buildings and walls, which had traces of Assyrian period on them.

In the ancient Persia, war was also among the first sources of cities' destruction. Victory in such wars ended in destruction or conflagration of the largest and most important cities of the opponent country. Destruction and conflagration of Persepolis metropolitan city (Takht-e Jamshid, which was also known as the holy house and the foundation of Achaemenid dynasty), in the reign of the third Darius was rooted in hatred and concerns of Alexander from the revival of Persian power and dignity (Wilkin, 1995). It seems that in different periods of history, Old Persian cities, despite their high walls and towers, fortifications and surrounding moats were always under "threats of invasion and destruction.”
Destruction of urban spaces rooted in hatred and dread, was a common phenomenon through the long history of wars from Warsaw and Hiroshima to Khorramshahr and Baghdad. Wretchedness, refugees, and casualties in the bombarded cities, especially after the occupation of cities are among the darkest sides of a war, which are often neglected in the midst of conquerors’ roar of victory. This is the real image of war in cities. War shatters apart, destroys, burns and demolishes all around (sontag, 2003). 

You may find tragic and heart-rending depiction of Mongols' invasion to some important and large cities of Iran, especially Ray and Neishabour. Jahan Goshaye Joveini, in his description of Mongols' invasion to Bokhara, one of the counties of the former Great Khorasan (the province in north east in Iran), writes: "They came, they uprooted, they inflamed, and they massacred and plundered"(Shokri, 1990).

In today's modern age, war in open territories is completely abolished. However, formal and informal wars (terrorism and invasion to strategic cities of a country) are now common forms of political violence against cities. But again, innocent citizens and defenseless cities are main victims of war. Now cities could not be protected by walls and towers around them. Nowadays, war does not take place in shelters and fronts, rather its deadly shadow may extend over people's living rooms, schools, supermarkets, etc.

In the current century, the invasion of Iraq against Iran was a striking instance of the idea of destroying cities during the war. To the extent that lots of defenseless citizens and cities were repeatedly victimized by an international invading force represented by Iraqi government. For instance, AES, the US TV network reported on September11, 1990 reported: "Saddam Hussein purchased more than 500 tons of a chemical substance from an U.S company in Baltimore. He shipped the chemical to Iraq. Even after the end of the war in 1998, Saddam continued to extend his network of advanced weaponry which were based on American and European technology and willingly provided for him (during the Iran-Iraq war) (Safari,1991)".

Known as "the war of cities", frequent invasion of the Iraqi regime against residential areas were tragic moments and apparent violation of human rights by Baathist regime. In the second half of the 19th century, as a result of peace talks and negotiations in Hague in 1899, 1970, and some other considerations between 1864 and 1977, protection of civilians against hazards of armed attacks was ratified by all countries as a general rule. Despite these international principles, Iraqi forces targeted at destroying cities far from frontline. In the eight-year Iran-Iraq war, whenever Iraqi government felt that Iran was going to overpower Iraqi forces, they turned to using chemical weapons against civilians in the south and southwest of Iran, or launched air strikes against civilians in the large cities of Iran (Safari,1991). Bakhtaran was invaded more than any other cities, especially on October29, 1986. Islamabad and Bakhtaran were severely bombarded by Iraqi air force, 120 were killed, and 580 were injured. Furthermore, in this war oil plants in Khark, residential and industrial buildings in Isfahan, Arak, Tehran, Sardasht, Shiraz, Tabriz, Aghajari, Haft-tapeh, Gilan-e-Gharb, Abadan, Bandar-e-Imam petrochemistry, Andimeshk railroad, and Dez and Abas-pour dams were severely bombarded by Iraqi air force (figure 1).
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Figure 1. Main cites targeted in Bombarded by Iraq State

Iraqi regime bombarded defenseless cities to reach the following goals: 1) to prevent or delay the operations of the Iranian forces in the front line; 2) to destroy Iran's source of income, 3) to persecute people and encourage them to oppose Iran's involvement in war; 3) to surrender Iran and make it accept ceasefire as destruction extended and number of casualties in cities raised.

The Times, published in London, in its report from Qasr-e-Shirin wrote: "the Iraqi soldiers have plundered the houses and shops of the city. they have broken the doors and windows; Shattered toys and clothes are on the floor; Even the major mosque of the city and the school close to it have been destroyed'(Center of war studies and research, 1994).
This modern savagery against cities and civilians, even provoked UN human rights watch to state that "dear secretary-general, you are well informed that what is now known as "the war of cities" was first initiated by Iraqi government; these attacks are aimed to surrender the Iranian government and overwhelm people's spirit of resistance. Such attacks on defenseless cities had been quite uncommon since the world war II (Safari, 1991)".

During the Iran-Iraq war, one of the western researchers announced that Saddam has fired more than 190 long-range (Scud) missiles to cities of Tehran, Isfahan, and the religious city of Qom, which ended in massacre of thousands of civilians and demolition of many civil infrastructures (Ibid, 74).

This discussion the issues reveal that war, terrorism, and political violence in modern age have mysteriously focused on urban areas and have launched a deliberate and pervasive war against cities and civilians, in which space, time, technology and power play a new role (Virilio, 2002). And this time, destructive violence against the Iranian cities and massacre of the civilians were committed by Saddam Hussein and support of western countries. In a period after the Cold war, there was a progressive and parallel tendency between city dwelling and political violence to the extent that war, terrorism, and violent acts had delicately targeted urban areas, residential buildings and even the citizens. However, most of the large and historical cities of Iran were not immune against war, terrorism, and violent acts against urban areas and civilians. Such cities were frequently invaded, plundered, or destroyed. Nevertheless, up to now in Iran, scholars, researchers in social sciences, political sciences, sociology, and geography have rarely dealt with this correlation between "city", "war", and "violent act against cities and city dwellers". Therefore, this fact persuades us to look for a specific and unique geopolitics, which is competent enough to unmask the violent acts against cities and civilians. Laying special stress on "city" beyond customary methods which are only limited to the analysis of relations between governments and countries, this kind of geopolitics is expected to propose a coherent basis for cities.
Khorramshahr a symbol of violence against current Iranian cities; actual demise of a city

Khorramshahr is a port in southwestern Iran with a population of 123688 in 2006 (Statistical Center of Iran Summarized report, 2007). It is situated in 6.2 miles away from north of Abadan (the capital of Khuzestan province). This commercial port was once quite well-known and a commercially active harbor. However, it was completely destroyed by the destructive violence of Iraq against Iranian cities. Before the imposed war, Khorramshahr was among the distinguished regions of Iran or even Middle East. Situated close to the bank of Arvand Rud, this city enjoyed all the facilities needed for a dynamic urban life. 
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Figure 2. The port city Of KHoramshahr 
Situation in Iran

An active and busy railroad, which was the point of departure for southern railroad, and international airport with more than 60 flights a day, are examples of such facilities. Khorramshahr was an active and strategic port, which was superior to all other ports of Iran or southwest of Asia. The captains of ships would love to take a rest at the harbors’ of its river. This port was of vital importance for Iran's import and export. Discovery of oil in late 1900s and proximity of this city to oil refinery had given it a strategic importance, to the extent that it was occupied for three times in the last two centuries, once by Ottoman government in 1883, the other time by Britain in 1857, and Iraq in 1981. But among such occupations, invasions, and demolitions by Saddam in the imposed war against Iran, not only targeted defenseless civilians, harbor plants, customs, residential and commercial areas, but also animals (Washington post, cited in the war studies and research Center). Surprise invasion of the enemy, and people's not having any experience of a war with modern weaponry, did not give people the slightest chance to carry away even their clothes. The city had turned to a mess of blood and fire. Iraqi soldiers shot whoever they saw. They heedlessly drove tanks over the corpses of the innocent civilians of Khorramshahr. Even hospitals were not immune against criminal acts of the Baathist regime, and that's how the memories of occupation and demolition of Khorramshahr remind the Iranians people of blood and massacre of civilians. In 1982, when the Iranian forces counterattacked invaders to recapture the city, the Iraqi forces raze the city to the ground.
 The Iraqi army had begun systematic demolition of the residential areas. Frequent horrible explosions were heard from the eastern bank of Karoon. Demolition by bulldozers, planting mines in buildings, putting up shelters from the wrecks within the city to prevent Iranian forces from entering the city had created a horrible picture of a city's death. Such occupation and demolition of a defenseless city, massacres, and lots of refugees are all signs of the extreme modern savagery in expressing violence against cities. Eventually, after 575 days of occupation, invasion, and demolition, Khorramshahr was freed on May 24, 1982 by the Iranian forces and the survivors and refugees of Khorramshahr gradually returned their city.
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Figure 3. The destroyed khoramshhadr after war
As the recapturing of Khorramshahr was a turning point in the history of the hard battle between Iran and Iraq, and Khorramshahr had peculiarly turned to a symbol of defenseless slaughterhouse, this day is annually commemorated in Iran as the day of resistance, endurance, and victory. Khorramshahr not guilty of any offense or crime, was brutally razed to the ground under the boots of invaders. However, now it stands firm and indefatigable and its resistance is a source of honor and pride for the Iranian people.

Language, a tool for legitimizing war against cities and civilians

War against cities as a strategic way to victory had become customary after the World War II. Innocent citizens were treated as unarmed enemies and cities were also treated as unprotected embankment and hostage of war. However, language could be viewed as a tool, which was exploited to decriminalize the idea of destroying cities and its continuity. Language or deceitful literature of invaders and occupiers were among the strategies, which were applied to advance the occupation, demolition, and massacre of civilians, which are rarely discussed in social science studies, sociology, and political sciences.

By deceitful language and justifications, Sharon and George W. Bush succeeded to rationalize their attacks on Palestinian cities and cities in Iraq and Afghanistan. Obama also resorted to deceitful language to keep on destruction of war-stricken cities in Iraq and Afghanistan. The history of Iraq’s belligerence against the Iranian cities during the seven years of holy defense reveal that Saddam has also used deceitful language as a political mass media tool to achieve his goals. which were occupation of southwestern cities of Iran, separation of Khuzestan and capturing Khorramshahr, the strategic city in war between two countries, and demolition of this city. To the extent that in a brutal invasion on September 28, 1980, Iraq occupied Khorramshahr and in a media duplicity described Khorramshahr in this way (Mansori Larijani, 2005): “our armed forces have captured Mohammerah, the pearl of Shatt al-Arab. The city has now taken off his mourning clothes and has put on Arabic dress, namely victory”. Such a language, which could be called “modern savagery”, had a great political effect. It was used to distinguish between “civilized world” (i.e. the US and Europe and Israel) and countries which give way to probable and dangerous enemies, therefore it seemed logical to protect the cities of their “motherland”, situated in the civilized world, against any probable threat (Kaplan, 2003). Undoubtedly, the use of language as a tool to legitimize the demolition of cities and massacre and torture of the civilians in war-stricken cities was rooted in colonial policies of the invaders. Derek Gregory has shown that such a language not only tries to demodernize the cities of the invading country, but also tries equally well to depict all cities of the Arabic and Islamic world as evil-doers. and introduce the cities of the Islamic world as the centers for development of terrorism and threats against cities of the western countries (Gregory, 2003).

Setting up linguistic and discourse frameworks, they categorize citizens as “evil” and “good” and it is here that one finds no trace of a just and indiscriminately law which is based on humanly values to protect man’s life and property. How can one treat differently with people and categorize them into two groups; one group as those citizens who are entitled to peace and welfare and a group as those who just deserve wretchedness, misery, massacre, and wondering.

Khorramshahr, which could be called in the Iranian literature of urban-geopolitics as “the city of endurance”, was victimized by this dark magic (deceitful language) and massacre of its civilian and demolition of its buildings were legitimized by duplicity. To the extent that Taha Yasin Ramadan, head of commanding council of Iraq, after the occupation of Khorramshahr said in a news conference (Safari, 1991): “Mohammerah is our fatherland and the Iraqi armed forces have recapture it forever”.

In a way that the invalid use of “fatherland” for Khorramshahr appears to be a factor for legitimatizing the massacre of civilians and demolition of cities. The New York times, in that time in its description of the Iraqi forces invasion to this city (their supposedly fatherland) reported (Ibid, 95): “before entering the city, Iraqi forces had frequently bombarded it for some weeks to  ensure there is no living being in the city; Even animals were no exceptions, and they were also shot dead”. 

And this is the way; they took the life of urban areas and civilians and turned it into a horrible nightmare of violence, massacre of civilians and deliberate demolition of urban infrastructure. This brutal act could only be described as an unimaginable lifestyle in a city that is virtually and actually beyond modernism (Gregory, 2003).

Conclusion

Political history of Iran will never forget the militaristic violence of Saddam against Iranian cities. It’s more than two decades that war has ended and Iraqi dictator has been sentenced to death. Nevertheless, after 25 years, defenseless and war-stricken cities of Iran, especially Khorramshahr have not yet regained their former prosperity. The author believes that the academic system of Iran is greatly in need of a scientific and structured discipline to uncover intrinsic and extrinsic causes of violence against cities and civilians. A discipline which brings cities to the focus of geographical studies and analyzes it from the perspective of urban planning, urban sociology, political sciences, anthropology, etc., and investigates issues such as power, competition and violence. It seems that “urban-geopolitics” is able to make up for such disregard of military and none-military violence against cities and civilians. It also can break the “taboo” of separating military issues from urban ones, the very idea inherited by penetration of militaristic thought in the ideology of modern and post-modern Cold War. On the other hands, the silence of the so called “democratic and liberal” communities of the west in the face of demolition of defenseless and border towns of Iran, including Ghasr-e-Shirin, Somar, Mehran, and especially Khorramshahr and massacre of civilians during the war against Iran reveal a determined and apparent decision to conceal the savagery of modern colonialism in destroying the cities of the 20th and 21th centuries.
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1-KHorramshhar is a port city in southwest of Iran that destroyed completely during war Iraq against Iran, The word of “Khorramshhar” in Persian language means “fresh city”.





