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Southern Iranian School of Fiction (Case Studies: The Monkey Whose Master Had Died,
Tangsir, The Neighbors, and The Braves of Tangestan)

Farahnaz Mansuriniya?, Alireza Shohani?*, Mohamad Taghi Jahani®

1. PhD Candidate of Persian Language and Literature, llam University, llam, Iran

2. Associate professor of Persian Language and Literature Department, Ilam University, Ilam, Iran
3. Assistant professor of Persian Language and Literature Department, [lam University, llam, Iran
*Corresponding Author’s Email: a.shohani@ilam.ac.ir

Abstract

The present study aims to examine the phenomenon of colonialism and the forms of resistance against it in the narrative literature of
southern Iran. Adopting a comparative-analytical approach, this research analyzes four prominent novels: The Monkey Whose Master
Had Died, Tangsir, The Neighbors, and The Braves of Tangestan. The fundamental assumption of the article is that southern Iranian
literature functions as a mirror of the lived and concrete experiences of the people of this region under colonial domination, particularly
British colonial influence, and that the roots of resistance reflected in these works emerge from the region’s distinctive historical, cultural,
and social context. The theoretical framework of the study draws on a synthesis of key perspectives from postcolonial studies, including
Edward Said’s concepts of Orientalism and cultural imperialism, Antonio Gramsci’s theory of hegemony, Stuart Hall’s notion of
representation, and Michel Foucault’s analyses of power and resistance. The findings indicate that colonialism in southern Iran was a
multidimensional phenomenon encompassing political, economic, cultural, and social dimensions, and that southern Iranian writers, by
employing indigenous linguistic, narrative, and symbolic capacities, have succeeded in representing these dimensions as well as various
forms of resistance, including individual, collective, armed, cultural, and symbolic resistance. These works not only narrate historical
suffering but also function as discursive acts that contribute to resistance against colonial hegemony, the redefinition of indigenous
identity, and the strengthening of collective consciousness. Consequently, the narrative literature of southern Iran can be regarded as a
resistance-producing discourse and an effective framework for postcolonial studies within the Iranian context.

Keywords: anti-colonialism, southern Iranian literature, postcolonial studies, indigenous identity, cultural resistance.
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT
The present extended abstract explores the
phenomenon of colonialism and anti colonial
resistance in the southern Iranian school of
fiction through a comparative and analytical
reading of four canonical novels namely The
Monkey Whose Master Had Died Tangsir The
Neighbors and The Braves of Tangestan and
is grounded in the assumption that the
narrative literature of southern Iran operates
as a culturally situated discourse that both
the

experience of colonial domination particularly

reflects and actively contests lived
British influence in the Persian Gulf region and
that the roots of resistance articulated in these
works emerge from a distinctive historical
social and cultural context shaped by direct
encounters with imperial power and mediated
through local forms of language memory and
symbolism drawing on postcolonial theory this
study conceptualizes colonialism not merely
as a political or military occupation but as a

multidimensional structure of domination that
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functions through discourse representation
and cultural hegemony as articulated in the
works of Edward Said who emphasizes the
role of cultural

production in sustaining

imperial power and in constructing the
colonized Other through systems of meaning
that justify

domination (1) within this framework southern

naturalize inequality and
Iranian fiction is understood as an arena of
narrative struggle in which writers seek to
reclaim

representation challenge imposed

identities and articulate indigenous
perspectives that resist the epistemic violence
of colonial discourse while earlier studies on
southern Iranian literature have tended to
focus either on historical sociological readings
or on single text analyses such as class based
The (2)
contextualization of Sadegh

Chubak works (3) or general thematic attention

interpretations  of Neighbors

biographical
to nationalist elements in The Braves of
Tangestan (4) they have largely lacked a

coherent postcolonial theoretical framework
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and have rarely adopted a comparative
intertextual approach that foregrounds the role
of language symbolism and collective memory
in shaping a resistance oriented literary
discourse and it is precisely this gap that the
present study addresses by situating southern
Iranian fiction within global postcolonial
debates while remaining attentive to its local
specificity and cultural embeddedness

The theoretical framework of this research is
constructed through an interdisciplinary
synthesis of key concepts in postcolonial
studies cultural theory and the sociology of
power beginning with Edward Said critique of
Orientalism and cultural imperialism which
demonstrates how imperial power operates
through  representation by  producing
knowledge systems that define the colonized
as passive backward and in need of
domination and thereby legitimizing political
and economic control while simultaneously
erasing indigenous voices and histories (1) (5)
complemented by Antonio Gramsci concept of
hegemony which explains how domination is
maintained not only through coercion but
through the production of consent and the
internalization of ruling ideologies by
subordinate groups thus highlighting the
centrality of cultural struggle in any process of
resistance (6) this framework is further
enriched by Stuart Hall theory of
representation which conceptualizes meaning
as actively produced through language and
signifying practices rather than passively

reflected and emphasizes that control over

representational systems constitutes a key site
of power and resistance (7) and by Michel
Foucault relational understanding of power as
diffuse and omnipresent accompanied by
localized and often subtle forms of resistance
which enables the identification of non heroic
everyday practices of cultural opposition within
literary texts as theorized in later postcolonial
interpretations (8) together these perspectives
provide an analytical lens through which
southern Iranian novels can be read as cultural
texts that negotiate power identity and
resistance at multiple levels revealing how
narrative strategies local dialects and symbolic
structures function as tools for contesting
colonial hegemony and articulating alternative
modes of subjectivity

Methodologically the study adopts a qualitative
comparative analytical approach based on
purposive selection of four representative
novels that collectively span a range of
narrative modes from realist social fiction to
historical epic and symbolic allegory and that
occupy a central position in the formation of
the southern Iranian literary canon the texts
are analyzed through close reading with
attention to narrative voice characterization
symbolism spatial representation and linguistic
choices and are interpreted within the
aforementioned theoretical framework in order
to trace the representation of colonial
domination across political economic cultural
and social dimensions and to identify
corresponding forms of resistance including

individual revolt collective uprising ideological

N\.N
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awakening and symbolic critique the
comparative dimension of the analysis allows
for the identification of both shared discursive
patterns and distinctive narrative strategies
across the selected works thereby illuminating
the broader contours of an emergent
resistance oriented literary discourse in
southern Iran and demonstrating how different
aesthetic forms respond to common historical
conditions without reducing the texts to mere
sociological documents

The findings of the analysis reveal that colonial
domination in southern Iranian fiction is
consistently represented as a
multidimensional phenomenon in  which
political occupation economic exploitation
cultural degradation and social injustice are
intertwined in Tangsir by Sadegh Chubak
colonial power is mediated through local elites
and corrupt institutions and resistance takes
the form of an individual but symbolically
charged uprising in which the protagonist
appropriates the very tools of colonial violence
to challenge the hegemonic order thereby
enacting a narrative of symbolic inversion that
destabilizes colonial authority (9) this
individual revolt while lacking organized class
consciousness nevertheless exemplifies a
localized form of resistance that aligns with
Foucauldian notions of power and counter
power as discussed in interpretive readings of
the novel (10) in The Braves of Tangestan by
Roknzadeh Adamiyat resistance is depicted in
explicitly collective and heroic terms through

the mobilization of tribal and national forces

against direct military occupation with the
narrative emphasizing unity sacrifice and
moral superiority in opposition to the
technological and ideological claims of colonial
modernity and reframing the colonized subject
as an active historical agent (11) while
simultaneously  constructing a  counter
narrative of national identity grounded in
indigenous values and historical memory (12)
in The Neighbors by Ahmad Mahmoud
colonialism is represented through the
pervasive economic and political influence of
foreign oil interests and their local
collaborators  with  resistance emerging
gradually through processes of political
education class awareness and collective
organization that reflect Gramscian notions of
counter hegemonic struggle and the slow
formation of oppositional consciousness
among subaltern groups (13)

The most symbolically complex representation
of colonial domination appears in The Monkey
Whose Master Had Died also by Sadegh
Chubak where colonialism is allegorized as a
deeply internalized condition of dependency
and loss of agency embodied in the
relationship between the monkey and its
master and extended beyond specific
historical references to a broader existential
critique of domination in which the death of the
master does not result in liberation but in
confusion and renewed subjugation thereby
illustrating the psychological and cultural
dimensions of colonial dependency and the

internalization of power (14) this allegorical
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structure foregrounds the notion that true
resistance requires not only the removal of
external domination but also the dismantling of
internalized hierarchies and self alienation a
theme that resonates with postcolonial
critiqgues of subaltern silence and the difficulty
of reclaiming voice under conditions of
epistemic domination as articulated in
contemporary interpretations of subaltern
theory (15) across all four novels the use of
local dialects oral traditions regional settings
and culturally specific symbols functions as a
strategy of representational resistance through
which authors reclaim narrative authority and
construct alternative systems of meaning that
challenge  colonial and metropolitan
discourses thereby enacting what postcolonial
theory describes as the recovery of narrative
agency and the creation of counter
representational regimes (7)

In conclusion the comparative analysis of
these four novels demonstrates that the
southern Iranian school of fiction constitutes a
coherent and multifaceted discourse of
resistance that operates simultaneously at the
levels of representation identity and cultural
memory and that cannot be reduced to either
nationalist propaganda or passive historical
reflection but must be understood as an active
form of cultural intervention through which
writers negotiate the legacy of colonial
domination and articulate indigenous modes of
subjectivity and collective consciousness the
diversity of resistance strategies depicted

ranging from armed struggle and individual

revolt to political education and symbolic
critique underscores the complexity of anti
colonial resistance and highlights the capacity
of literature to engage with power not only
through direct confrontation but through subtle
narrative reconfigurations that reshape
meaning and identity in doing so southern
Iranian fiction offers a valuable site for
postcolonial inquiry within the Iranian context
and contributes to broader discussions on how
localized literary traditions can appropriate
global theoretical frameworks while retaining
their cultural specificity and historical
rootedness and thus affirms the role of
narrative literature as both a mirror of lived
experience and a creative force in the ongoing
struggle over representation memory and

identity
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