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COMPARATIVE CHRONEMICS' AND. DIPLOMACY :
AMERICAN AND IRANIAN PERSPECTIVES ON TIME

; » o . y

7. !

A major factor in the relations between na%ions and peop1?s involves

’

.attitudes toward tipe. The speed with Which issues are discussed, de-

\

cisions made, and so$io-economic Ehanges encogrégéd vary greatly from
culture to culture. The French sociologist Gurvitgh expressed a simple
yet profound trhth: "Time in France is not identical with time in Norway

nor with’time in Brazﬂ.”1 In noting that human societieé have developed /
vastly different 22}?5 for processing env{;onmental stimu]i,'a Finni}h

Scholar éonc]uded that "the relative experience qf ‘time in different

cultures is one of the basic difficulties in intercultural commum'ca’cion."2

- -

Observers of human communication have increasingly ackno%lggged the

fundamental importance of "temporal behavior as a defining characteristic

‘

- of dufiure. For example, a Brazilian pointeg out that . ”

‘The rigid Angjo-Saxon attitude -- "Time is money" -- with an
Tmost mystical cult of minutes and secdnds on account of their

;Zractical, commercial value, is in sharp contrast to the Latin
American attitude, a sort of "more or less" ("fais ou menos")
attitude. It is easy to understand why a Nordic was so shocked
in Spain to, know that a Spanish or Litin American guest in a

» hotel apked the desk to call™him next morning not-exactly at
ten or ten-fifteen, as an Anglo-Saxon or an Anglo-American would
have asked, but at ten or eleven.>

]

Similarly, the traditional Japanese emphasis on ritual and persoﬁa] formality
can create frustration for Westerners bent on settling a transaction. A

Japanese businessman noted the American concern with speed: "You are '

-

impatient. We have learngd that if we just make you waif 1ong gﬁough,

"4 - h - <, s

7

you'll agree to anything.

~ @In“Ind%é,-where the Hindu ‘doctrine of rebirth has fostered a

» L

. § -
_Wejéanéchauung which views®time as a cyclical process, concerns with

o {

2




.". : : ' A ' 2.
universal princip1es and contemp]atfye_thought traditiona]lf haug\taken
precedence over interest'in chronicles of history and quantitative time, y
Nakamura attributed this tendency-to the Sanskrit fanéuage with 1ts
1nd1scr1m1nate use of tense, 1ndef1n1te adverbs re]ated to t1me, and =

{pred1spos1t1on for nouns (stat1c be1ng)over verbs (act1ve becom1ng)
Other scho]ars have 1nvest1gated the tempora1 or1entat1ons 1mp11c1t 1rh

. cultural contexts rang1ng from China: 6 and Ind1a7 to- Latin America,

‘ "Nigerian tribes,9 and Christian theologg./.10

" -

Indeed, the world's religiens

provide an especially appropriate avenue of jnvestigation for, as Brandon

observed, a major impulse with most world religiqns is the need of humans

to® cope with their own- f1n1teness and mortality through deVot1on’to a

deity who is both change]ess and eternal. 1

"Recognizing that human assumptions and?behaviors-ré1ated to timerare

.ot
i

culturally determined, we must pay increasing attention to comparative

.Chronemics--the study of timé across cultures. fhis emerging branch of

1nternat1ona1 studies prom1ses practical benef1t as knowledge generated
. _ "~ by, anthropo]1g1sts and communication spec1a11sts is app11ed¢by persons en-

\‘ gaged in diplomacy, multinational bus1ness,.Th1rd World deve]opment, and

-~ .
~ tourism. ’
THL seizure of some fifty Amer?cans at the‘U S. embassy in Tehran on ’
- e’ . ¢

\
. November 4, 1979 produced dramat1c new:/y1dence of the 1mportance of time ,

perspect1ves in internatmnal re]at1ons The subsequent ho1d1ng of the ‘e

™ T~
hostages prov1des a case study in comparat1ve‘phronem1cs Much of.the‘

d1p1omat1c_tens1on which deve?oped between Tehran and washington can be

’

attributed to conT11cting conceptidns of time. This es ay ana]yzes the

cu]tura] and 1deo1og1ca1 determ1nants “of the chronem1c d1 ference§ between A

4 ' Iran and the United States. R ‘ . : / . M , \
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The Hostages and Time @

" The United States response to the hostage situation generally can
be characterized as one gf iﬁpatience and frustr?tion at the slowness of
' resolving the conflict. Many Americans undoubtéd]y shared the opinion
of a voter in Pennsylvania who told a.Natioqa1 Pub]%c Radio reporter on
' ApriT 23, 1980 that the President "should have given thgin.24 hours? to
release the hostages or sent in the Marines. Pre;sured,by cultural and
pq]it{qa1 constraints to appear to be "doing somethiﬁg“ toward fteeing the
captives, President Carter refused to leave the Washington area for the

1

first six minths of the ordeal claiming the need to oversee developments.

At a press conference on ASri] 17, 1980 Carter saidﬁ".z.the patience of S
. x . .
the American people is running _out."12 The following day a White House
- . . . - 13

4

official indicated that‘"the President's patience is running out."
Such statements proved prophetic, for a week later the United States
« attempted to free‘the Bostages with a daring he]jcoptgr'mission. In

? Justifying the unsuccessful rescue ef?ort, Defense Secretarngaron'Brown

gave insight into the American perspéctive of time. Brown said the U.S.

" had acted because ﬂﬁhére was no reason to be}ieve'that the foitégeﬁ would
be released in the foreseeable future." Then, n his ngxtfsentencé; e
Brown 4dmitted that Iranjanvof}icials had hinted ét a variety of possib]éita
times when ‘the captives might be freed: “...Mai, June, July, the end

2 of the year.. w14

Thus one, two, or three months away Seemed outside “the
foreseeabTe future" to the Carter adm1n1strat1on Fo]]oj% the failed |
mission, the U., S. launched-a campargn to enlist the support oi European
- a]lieé in estab]ishiné a "dealine" in§1ate May after which economi,c

_— sanctions would be imposed on Iran.




Indicatiye of the U. S. perception was the use, by both government
officials and'tne mass media, of the term "crisis" to describe the

N .

situation.® Such a word connotes-a sense of urgency;.but crises normally

do not extend over a prolonged period of time. ﬁhi]e conflicts or

o * & ’

tensions may‘be protractsd, d crigis implies a climax, a-problem at the
pinnacle of decision-making which cries for immediate resolution. Jo-

' . apply this word to a sjtuation where 52 people were receiving food,
oL . -
. c]othtng, and shelter -- the physical and psycholoagical traumas of cap- '

A -~

. tivity notwithstanding -- seemed more like a technique of nationalistic

propaganda than of reasoned diploma

. C
' 7
The Amer1can mass media undoub(ﬁzly contributed to the U. S. impatiknce
' g
with the "cr1s1s ' Almost every newscast would enumérate the length of the
P !

~\

hostages' captiVity: 'the 38th day, the 175th day, the 356th day, etc.
", "News magazines reported the "depressing" reality "that there is no quick ,
end in s1ght“ to the deadlock. 15 N@wspapers fﬁesuent]y portrayed the

Is]amTc Revolution as an attempt to push Iran "éackward" to the seventh

s
]

;century ‘For examp]e,‘on November 10, 1978, a year before the hostage-

l seizure, a San Fraficisco Chronicle edjtorial deccr1bed the Ayatollah

+

.~ -7 Ruhollah Khomeinji as "the intransigent, reactionary Shiite. re]igious /

1eader“ ‘who symbo11zed a ”fanat1c pr1esthood w16

The New York Daily News . A

. . ed1tor1a11zed that YAs long as Ayatollah Khome1n1 calls the shots, and

ag’ 1ong as that o]d fanat1c is held in tHe sway of the militant captors, .-
‘ N
17

.

- there is noaway to make a dea] with Iran " Such reporting served to

» , J
harden stereotypes rather-than encourage the search for a negotiated .

,settlemerit, .




" The historical-social context™ of American support‘for the Shah, which ex-

-~

5.

. . X .
American ihpatience with this violation of diplomatic privilege pro-

duced a single-minded obsession with maintaining her national honor. The
Iranian perception, paradoxically, grew out of a more time-conscious hurt '

created by ovér twenty-five years of @11eged U. S. imperialism in Iran.

tended for a whole generation, contrasted to the {. S. preocctpation

LR

with the more iﬁmediate.matéer of kidnapping. E;en the Ayato]]ah Khomeini
himself had endured fifteen years in exile in Iraq and France. Future
psychob1ograph1es of him w111 no doubt empha31ze the function of such a
prolonged ex11e in hdrdening his resolve to oppose the Pahlavi monarchy.

Iran's lack of a strong central government in the months following

. the Shah's ouster exacerbated the American .perception that Iran was out

of control. The successive collapses of the Bakhtiar, Barzargan, and ) Y

Ghotbzadeh governments and the several postponements in the election of
. ’ ‘ '_“
the Majlis' (Parliament) fueled this nation. Early in the Spring, 1980 .-

Prime Minister Sadegh Ghotbzadeh responded to.a reporter's question ..

about when the parliamentary elections would occur by saying "it will ’ Ve
‘, 7. . - ‘

become known." Such Tack of specificity about a national election, ° -

while understandable in tﬁe revolutionary climate of contemporary Irén,z

L4

would be almost inconceivable in American politics where e]ection,daies

t

are clearly established and firmly adhered to. : . o
In the Fall of 1980 the Majlis finally adopted the four conditions - )

. . ) w ’ ) . +
for the release of the hostages: the u..s. must unfreeze Iranian assets ot

i
<

in Rmer1can banks, the late Shah(s wea]th must be returned to Iran, a]] x\

1awsu1ts against Iran must be dropped, and the U S mus't p]edge not\to R

- . [2

interfere in Iran's affairs. Negotiations on'these demands were Jeopardlzed,




~7

he were re-elected. With REagénfs victory this will need a long time."

6.

however, by the outbreak+of war between Iran and Iraq qnd by the impending
change in administrations in Washington. In commenting upon Rgnald Reagan's
victory ‘on November 4th (Ehe first annivé?sary of the embassy takeover),the :

deputy speaker of the Majlis was quoted by Tehran Radio.as saying: "Because

. Carter was already,in office, we would have reached a soldtion fastér if

18

For Jimmy Carter, whose defeat w%s‘in part attribuiable to the unresolved

hostage. situation, it had a]ready'been an excruciatingly long time. ' ‘ ]
As the Carter administration desperately 'sought to resolve the sta]e-"

mate before leaving office, Irani&n leaders seemed to hgrden-their bargain-

[ 3

fng position. . On December 21 Executive Affairs Minister Behzad Nabavi,

head of his governwent's negotiating team, declared: "We can keep them

for ten more years and give them food and c]othing."19 ‘Six days later

Tehran Radio quoted Prime Miﬁistqr-Mohammad Ali Rajai as saying the
’ 20

hostages would "never" be freed if Iran's terms were not met.“, Such

public pronouncements illustrated the usé of exaggeration aqg;conceaﬁnent
through ovérstatemept,\}raits characteristic of Persian rhetom‘c.21

The final days of the Carter presidency witnessed a flurry of in-

~ tense nedotiations mediated by diplomats from Algeria. Convinced that
. {

the hostages would serve 1ittle additional po]!’ﬁcal benefit domestica]ﬁy,

beleaguered by a shortage of cash caused by the continuing war wsh Irag,

[ 4

and aware that a Reaggnaadm' istration would offer no better terms, Iran
%ﬁostages in exchange for the u’n'freezing of

finally agreed to release
Iranian assets held in the United States.. On January 20, 1981 the 52
: )

hostages flew-out of Iran, literally within minutes of the inauguration of
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Ronald Reagan. During the 444 days .of captivity Iranian and American

negotiatoré c]eariy had operated from cultures with vastly differing
. = M /
N , perspectives on timéf to which we now turn. -

Time in the United States i e
. R 7 4
Daily life in the United States generally requires confonmity to

-

.the precise measurement ofstime. Watches typically fdrm a part of the
s.

clothing of Americans and c]ocks’abound'in public buildings and private
< ! - '_ ! ‘.
. automobiles. Doctors and other professional people work according to

appointments and mass tr&nsportqtion operates on a syétem of schedules

\ . .

" and timetables. Banks and insurance companies use clearly defined:time
7 ,

units such as "ifterest compbundéd daily," thirty-year loans, and X g}
/ . 5 . -

A - S .
policies which gxpire at 12:01 a.m. on a specified date. Even many of

the sports Americans enjoy in their "leisure time" such as basketball,
football, hockey, soccor, boxing and track and field are regulated by -

L4
e

th&Tlock. o ' -

Al

) Much of this social preoccupatibn with time results from the. - {

.

demands of urbanization and modern industrialization. A formalized system

of timekeeping may be ‘a prerequisite for the ﬁype of economic activity
N found in most Western nations, where commerce revolves arQyna production
schedules, delivery dates, and deadlines. In a capjta]istic economy the ..

failure to provide fast, efficient service may result iQ the loss of

*

bbusiness to one's cempetitor. It is instructive to note thdt at the outset

"of the Industrﬁa] Revolution in Europe craftsmen viewed the clock as”

! . 22 . :
"the machine par excellence." . y  _

The Puritan ethic, which continues to exert pervasixg.inf]uence in

the United States, entailed a strict accounting of the way one uses time.




~/

" .
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.

The keeping of diarjes, still common in Anglo-American ultures, repre-

¢

sents a means of recording one's daily activities, subtl encouraging

the recorder to'keep busy. "Idle hands," holds an Ameri n proverb, -
"soop fiep the work of the Devili" Hall observed that .when xé]king
about time Eng]ish speakers employ verbs (buy, sell¥gsave, spend, waste,
use, lose, make up, measure) wh1ch are essnnt1a11y economic terms,
Supporting Ben Frank11n S d1ctum that, for American%i'"Time is moneyf“23'

The strict American concern with exactness in time measurement has

~ producea a culture which places great emphasis on»speed and efficiency, as

seen in the popularity of fast-food restaurants. Wright coined the word

"chronarchy" to describe modern America, where peep1e are’"rg]ed by:time"

; 24

and "regimented by timekeeping." Not surprisingly, the major health

problems in the United States' involve ulcers, heart attacks, and high blood
“ 1

pressure, all of which are linked to the effects of. stress. The emphasis

on speedand action in American society bprders on a kind of psychological

mania which Bruneau aptly termed "chi’fonophﬂia."25

-

'¢Nnefic5ns characte?istica]]y conceive of time as linear in nature,
moving‘inevitab1y forward from the past to the future. The normative roots
for this conception lie in the Judeo-Christian formulation of the Creation,

~

represehting God's Taunching of time and the world. Significant events,

. such as the birth of Christ, the arrival of Columbus in the New World in .

192, apd the American Revoﬁution.of 1776, form stages of advancement in -
the onward "march of history.” Thus, the time perspect1ve of Americans is
1arge1y future oriented, ba ed on the assumption that through human effort

the future can be made better than the past. Much po]itica] rhetoric

-

4
- o

\

A




centers on the need to build "a better world for our children.”
r P

:

Americans’; therefore, are genérally optimistic about the future, o

'tonfieent jn the ‘possibilities for;méteria1:and personal advancement.26
The idea of “proéress" qnder]fes'this world-view, permeating in a funda-
mental an the American attitude toward the future.- General ﬁTé%tric's
s1ogan,-"Progress‘is our most important product," il]ustretes the ‘

effort of U. S. industry to cgptinua]]y create hew, improved, and in-
[ \ .

novative products Inventors like Thomas Edis@ﬂ»and Alexander: Graham

Be]] represent national fb]k heroes. . Chase may not have exaggerﬁted when
L 4 \
] . .. R
asserting that Progress is "the i]tmate God of America."27

* ~

Time in Iran

3

. €

. The percépt1on of time in Iran var1es considerably from the typ1ca1
9

tempora]lor}entatlon 1n the United States Iranians generally place far

1dss ehphas1s on an exact adherence to precise timing. Hall recounts - .

. ‘ »
how two Iranian colleaques failed to-meet together despite twelve appoint- -

ments.28 In a recent study of the cultural frames of reference of ) .

. <A
nearly 2,000 Iranian and American college students, Szalay and othérs DN

)

conc]hded that

While the American feels controlled by the clock and abliged

to be on time, the Iranian feels fhat the clotck is created’

for his convenience and should be used as an indicatiomof general

not specific time. An Iran1an m1ght simply say, "I w1TT meet .
. you-after the sun sets. R

In genera] conversat1on it is not possible to rely on the pre-
cise meaning of many express1ons of time. For example, thé word . .
alan (right now, this instant) is used in many ways depending
.on the occasion. It could mean now or in a short while; it might
mean anytime this morping.or this afternoon, or it could mean
not at all. For instance, when inquiring about when someone will
return, if the person asking is a friend, "right now” means
‘as-soom as he is finished with his other business. " If a stranger -

[ .

o 1]




R <%

[N

[

\\\farmers reyolves around the passing of-the seasoms rather than the

-
®
S
=+
~

L ot . . ) , .10, ¢
g7 ' - e )
is asking about someone's eo-worker; "right now" is a polite
substitute for."I don’t know." Farda (tomorrow) is .another i
*“word meaniiig the next day, the first chance, the next week, /-
or the next year depending of what is to happen and who is
inquiring. . -
dran's different  (Americans woutﬁ say "é]owey") tempo of 1ife may
'Q\) * - L Id i < ‘
be explained in part by her.still largely agricultural society. Ap-
proximatET& two,thﬁrds of all Iraniaﬁf Tive in villages. The lifestyle of ‘
. <

~
! -

miqutes of a clock. Qid{ng a donkey to one's local vi]]agé contrasts
dramatically to the urban office worker's need tp catch a.commuter,tra?n 7
or bus. A Persian proverb holds that "only the Devjl'hurFTes" (Ajaleh

koreh shetom ast).30 e I ' -

, ! . . \
4 %

Another factor contributing to Iran's relaxed attitude?toward

)

time involves a ‘long hist&ry of foreign invasions and quasi;%o]onié]
- v
domination. Alexander the Great conquered much of present-day Iran
. 1 4

in ‘the 4th century, B.C., and Roman armies folTowe In the th
i e . entury | f/JLh_ " th sevi?
century, A. D. Arab invaders supplanted Zoroastrianism with Islam. In

the eleventh century Seljuk Turks claimed large areas of Iran, and in

k4

the thirteenth century they in turn were overpo&ered by Mongols led by ~
e , : :

v

Geﬁghidehan. Later, Ottoman and Afghan rulers seized parts of Iran. '
' . ‘ - . :

In th%)hkneteenth and early twentieth centuries Iran-suffered encroach-

ments from Russia to theqﬁorth, while Britain exerted counter-pressure

in an effort to protect India, tulmindting in a strong British ro]e: ¢

in ngstoring the'monarchy to power.-in~1921. Allied troobs occupied. ‘.

Iran during ﬂﬁr]d War II, while British and American oil companies "
- : A

, . . V4 . .

maneuvered for concessdons.’ From the CIA's invovement in“ousting Prime

‘ L

»

brd -
&




M1n1ster Mohamed Mossadegh in 1933 to the presenCe in 1977 of 50, 000

r

- American technicians and advisers, Iran farmed aé’appendage to the’

- . ' ” o ’ .
global strateg{c interests,of ‘the United States.31 A

Thus, dn]ike the U;ited States, Fran has experienced the heavy
/
_y~hand of forelgn domination .and control, espet1a11¥ in th]S century.

- ‘ Such external forces frequent]y produce tendencles toward s]owness and
.1nd1ffe§fnce which represent defense mechafisms. for peop]e who_have ~
) '1ost contro] of «their own destiny. Persons subJugated by slavery:,
colonialism, or toreign domination often find spontaneity stifled with‘ X
.- the future ho]ding/ﬁft]e promise or appeal. 3 Q ’ .

o &

Another d1mensaon of Iran s time perspective re]ates to ,the long - °

-
A}

S . and glorious her1tage of- Persian’civilization. Inherltors of a 2,500
| year Qradition stretching back to Cyrus the Great Contemporary }ranians‘
enjoy a sense of h1s::r; which is both deep and proud 33 The Tajor
‘ ” Persian epics and folklore came from a distinguished 1ine of poets and
. = cultural heroes including Firdausi; bmar?Khayyan, Rumi, Sa'adi, and

Hafiz, who flourished betWéen the tenth and fourteenth centuries., Such
‘a heritage does not”exiit in tne United States, whose na;iona]‘hietory '
.covers a mere two centuries and the bulk of whose citizens descended from
immigranté'and refugeg;.fron other countries. . ’

Indicative of the limited Ameirican sense of history was the comment .

- " made by President Carter at’'a press conference .on February 13, 1980. When
. ' L -
. ) . .
. asked if, as a means of placating the Iranian militants,.the United States !

would admit its role in restoring the .Shah tp the throne in 1953, Carter re--
. N . . : . 34

plied that he was not going to get involved in “"ancient history." For -
, #
‘ ' >.
g . 13 e
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.ty

! ‘Iraniansﬁlwho in 1971 celebrateddthe 2500th anniversary of the founding -

, o ' ' : 12c

.

"of the Persian Empire, 1953 ¥ certainly not ancient history, but directly

‘relevant to the 1ssues surround1ng the ho]d1ng of the hostages

‘ The g]or1f1cat1on of one's nat1ona1 her1tage 1nv1tes a- concentrat1oh ,
on the past rathqr than on the future This is especially true -for -
nations with a relatively" 1ow.1evg1‘§f.econamic deve]ppmgnt. Thus the i

efforts at modernization in twentieth century Iran conflicted with deeply

ingrained tendencies toward tradition and resistance to change. Efforts

. by the deposed Shah's father, Reza Shah Pahlavi, to introduce radical reforms

such as the unveiling of women, tﬁe’redistribution of land, and the intro-

duction of Western:science prompted a conservative backlash, much of ,
which was aimed at "the rapiQ;ZEmgo of external change" bétwgén 1925 and

1940, 3%° '

Similarly, public é;sfavor with Shah Mohammad Reza Pahlavi grew in

part from the nature and speed of the.changes he sought to impose bn
.-, ¥
Iran. The deposed monarch's vision of rapid industrialization, which

required massive foreign (mostly Américan and Israeli) assistance plus a

reduced role for the Muslim clergy, was embodied in the famous "White
- ’ -
Revolution" which triggered ]arge-:;glg,pnotest demonstrations in June,

1963. Many of the opposition leaddrs, including the Ayatollah Khomeini,

3

were imprisoned, executed, or exiled. 8 While_ factors such as the brutal
~ .. . -

excesses,of SAVAK and the failure to sufficidntly broaden the level,of
part1c1pat1on in Iran S econom1c reforms contributed to the overthrqw of

the Shah in 1979, his demise stemmed in part from the speed of change “he

promoted. As he admitted, "Eventua]]y, we went faster than  some people
t Il37

-,
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. In effect, the Islamic Revolution in Iran iﬁvg}xid two conflicting

concepts of progress.. The Shah assumed 'that the hallmarks of a modern,
'progressive nation include Western technology, the latest military hard-

ware, increased secularization, and liberated roles fqr women. Revolu- ’
v

tionaries ioya] to thesAyato11ah Khomeinj, perceived the introduction of
foreign engineers, 1Tdu6r, mini-skirts, and sexually explicit movies (all
of which séem io accompany Wéstéfn modé]s;of modernization) not as "pro-
gress," but rather as thrgats to the social and religious institut}ons.
thch historically have provided Iran with™ its sta511ity and continuity.
A a prominent Iranian'journa1ist observed:

v -Khomeini's'public tirades have left Americans' convinced that
he and his followers are fanatically against the United . ) \
State®. In fact, they are against every influence .of the R
contemporary world.that might distract the faithful from .
their devotion to God. Khomeini has. referred to the United -
States.as the great taghoot, and thi§ has been translated ‘
here”as "the great Satan." But this is a mistranslation, ) ,
for taghoot in the ‘Koran refers to the idels tpat were
destroyed by the prophet Abraham, and when Khohmeini applies
it to the United States he is not inciting Iranians.to hatred
but_i&pcallingBOn them to reject a materialistic, contemporary
view of Tife. .

~ Time in Islam “

I

While a variefy of secular and .environmental forces‘héve helped shape -
the tempo of Iranian 1ife, the Teadership and motive power behind the 1@79 - .

Revolutionderive their inspﬁrat?ﬁn most importantly from Islam. The

A ¢ -

majority of members of the Revolutionary Council are Muslim clergy (mullahs),
whose dominant value system rests in assumptibns inherent‘inllran's uniquely $

religious ethos. A proper understanding of the chronemic pe}spective of
I

“the militants who seized the American hostages must be viewed against the

’

background of the temporal implications of Islam. .

1™
A

J




, ‘ ' 4. -
L ) IsTam sprang fromitde’Same geographica] area as Judaism and
Cﬁristianity and, 11ke those oldér faiths, fosters an intense monotheism,

y DI *
a book descr1b1ng a succession of prophets, and a belief in the final S ’

, «

Day of Judgment. Ls]am thus shares, in some ways, a chronemic orientation
not unlike that of the\Judeo—Christian‘tradition.. Indeed, the Koran
-~ speaks of days of Cheation, ‘the month of fasting (Ramadan), the obser-

vance of the week]y Sabbath, and the alterpgations of the sun and moon,

R‘/

all of which )mply a prec1se sens1t1v1ty to 11near tJme

[y

. When Arab 1nvaders brought IsTam 1nto Iran in the seventh century
A. D.; 1t supp]anted the anc1ent and indigenous Zorogstr1an1sm That

re11g1on wh1ch was followed in Iran for some 1300 years‘\portrayed time
ey

in terms of a progress1ve strugg]e between Ohrmazd (Ahura Mazda), the

:Lord of W1sdom assoc1ated w1th goodness, light, and etern1ty, and

39

QAhn}man, the Lord of Evil. Implicit in the Zoroastrian cosmogony. *

wWas a phi]osophica]ﬂdualism between Infinite Time (Zurvan akarana) and
40 )

The ancient Zoroastrians

Finite Time (Zurgan daregho-chvadhata).
celébrated Ohrmazd ahd the act of Creation with Nowruz (New Year), a
i_ff,",,-s_e\lfestha[ symbolizing the regeneration of 1ife and the renewing of the | ]
. o 1 cosmos: This hoiﬁday has persisted to the present day as a'major
o Iranian festfva].?ifs
As Islam rep]aGed Zorogstr1an1sm it infused a new moral earnest-
nZss 1nto Iran1an society. Centra] to the Mus11m onto]ogy is the-
", belief that Allah“is the only ultimate Reality (al-Haqq). The physical .
wbr]d therefore, can be v1ewed as mere]y momentary f]ashes, the

-

sugicession of which g1ves the appearance of cont1nu1ty and permanance,_

. ﬂg-

p
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‘piecemeal apberception of time"

of our time, the degree in which the (diviné) action is made rea

(if God so wills).

. ‘J,“ - ‘_" Lo l . 5.
‘analbgous t6‘the kinetoscope in .cinematography. Allah .renews every
moment, wi th fime itself being

made up of ((now's)) (“anat). This means that time is

,made up of a great. many ((times)) which cannot be further sub-
divided....Thus there are only- momentarily existing in-
divjdua]i as the will of Allah, from moment to moment,
detrees. 42 - ) o7

Massignon, a .prominent French‘scho1ar; concurs that Musl}h

temporality is.conceived in terms of "atoms of time" (awaqat). In

° &

Islamic thReology, he.argués,'"t1me is not a continuous ‘duration,' but

ll43

ha\n)’.- ;L . . ..
a constefTation, a 'galaxy' of instance. This "discontinuous,

44

s whose grammar "“does not conceivé of 'verbal times' [tenseé} as$-states;

in pnincip]e it knows only 'verbal aspects,' the finished [perfect]

- (madi) and the unfinished [imberfec;]'(mudari‘)'which ﬁérk, outside
-I n45 '

is imbedded in the Arabic language,

LY

The belief that Allah contgols each 1nstan§ of time has given risé,

1

within Islam, td a mind-set which Westerners frequently describe as
fatalistic. Contemporary Iranian speech patterns adhere to the Koranic

“injunction to qualify all.references %o the future with In-sha-Allah

46
V4

) -difficult to conceive of the .near-future as anything other than an,

»

. indeterminant extension of the‘priééat. When asked wheén someone WG1J
— R
return, a Persian speaker will fréﬁuent]y reply alley meayah ("He is,

coming now.!J This might mean in five minutes, one hour, tomorrow, or

47.

even weeks later. . .

- .
»

. . )
‘In a study of conceptéons of the "future" (ayande) among nearly

~

Indeed, Persian (Farsi) speaking peoples find it

l,ObO'Iranian students, researchers obtained additional evidence relating

LY




to the Muslim conviction that only God can know the future Whereas- T

- @ ~ ‘ L
- . ';::pmer1cans in the study tended td associate the future with "scientific L
) - ¢
and 'techno]og1ca*ogress, brightness, and promise," even if . -

A}

tinged with uncertainty, the Iranians showed a strong tendency
.to believe that the future 1is influenced by predest1nat1on
[sarnevesht] one may wish and hope, search and specu]ate,
‘imagine and dream about the future, but %gat_1t brings is
fundamenta]]y unknown yet predetermined, : .

¢

Most Muslims would deny ‘that a belief in the divine control of the
future absolves humans of responsibilitx for action. Indeed, as the .

Tunisian ph110sopher Ahmed Hasnaoui asserted, the Islamic concept of .

time (in Arabic: dahr) holds 1ife to be a “place of test1ng,“

inevitable ethical experience, a relationship between the temporal and
* N [y 9 N’

. the eterna].49 Human. efforts, therefore, are not negated, but simply
kept in*the perspectire of God's omnipoteMee. The Iranian Revolution is
driamatic refutation to arguments that Mus]ims are largely fata]istic
But whereas most Western Christian societies have evo]ved eth1ca1 and *

Jud1c1a1 systems concerned with process and "becom1ng,” Is]am ,assumes

~

. that the Truth has a]ready been d1v1ne1y authored and finialized in the

revelations of the-Prophet Mohammed. The Speech of God (the Koran) and

. the MusTim legal code (the Shari'as have been given ence and for'all,
and therefore eeviation is neither needed nor folerable for, as the . Lo
T oo ~ Prophet reportedly said, “A]]linnovation is the work of the devil. +50
Cons1stent with .this belief in the eternal app]1cab1]1ty of revea]ed ,

’ Truth the Ayato]]ah Khomeini told an intérviewer in 1979: *"Islamic ‘
i . ) s i

1dws dre aﬁways congruent w1th the’ cond1t1ons of time and place.. w51

\.

We have characterized Islamic time as a divinely authored "instan-

taneism,” which contrasts both to the cycﬁica] nature of the Hindu

/j f -
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. . . /
cbsmo]ogytand the linearity of the Judeo-Christian system. But the

A

chronemic tonfiguration of Iranian Islam has been influenced by two

’ &

additional forces: Shi'ism and Sufism. Nearly 85% of Iran's Muslims

’

profess Shi'ism, a branch 6f Islam which emphasizes fhe concept of the
Imam, a Guide be]jeved to pos;ess specié] spiritual gifts and under=
standing. In Shi'ite lran,‘exp1ainea Corbin, the true believer (mgjgig)
is one who follows an Imam into the mysteries o% the “world of ' '
Hurqalya," the "Earth Bf visions" where spiritual events take place
'outsidé of chrono!ogica] physical time (ggmgﬁ_giggi), in"a qualitative,
gndogengus time (zaman anfusi) which is "the history of the sout. ">
Such esoteri¢ meanings arg difficult for Westerners to gﬁa§p since they
violate the evo]utiongry and.1jnean viewpoint of Western timez' More- -
oﬁEr; for dip]oma@i;ggounded in a socié;y proud of its .strict separation
of céurch énd state, the necessitx of dea]ing‘With a}ato]]qhs who can
dismiss prjime minigters, command thé ‘ny, and’ control decis.ions. in’
Par]jament requires an unusually highggegree of f]e%ibi]%ty,

Shi'ism's expectation'of the Hidé;n‘iham, ana]ogousz; the Second ’
Coming of Christ or the Futﬁre Bud&ha, predupposes a spiritual transforﬁh-
-tion smeo]iY@d By entry ith the world of Hurqaiya. In a 1947 Persian
discourse on the rd]é of Hurgalya in the.Shi'itg faﬁth,gShaikh Abu']:Qasim.
Khan Ibrahimi, a'con&gmpor;ry of the Ayatb]]éh Khomeini and fifth -
successor to. the founder‘of Iranian Shaikhism, deaFribed the’t%me]eés
dimension/pf this spifitual state: \

j/?;;—unlimited duration of these universes of the barzakh [soul”
universes] contains gradations which are likewise unlimited,

\
N and whichg@re not like the measurements of this world of ours.
In our traditions, the duration of these worlds is often

¥
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>




o 13. ,: ' . - . | o |
' . . 7 P ;') X’Q « R < - 7 " 18. . :

i » '¢. . ¥ .J ¢ - l

o interpreted in terms of millenia....The days ‘and the years are

-« different from our earthy acc1denta1 days and years, which ] -

‘ - «_follow one another and réplace one another. We lack the

“mearis of comparison.®3 - § | /

. The sp1r1tua1 metamorphosis envisioned by Shalkh Ibrah1m1 cor:
L . e T 3

responds to the mystical experience centra] to Suflsm yet-another

A express1on of Islamic ardor in Iran. Exerting an 1nf]uence far beyond
g X,
’ their numbers, the Sufis seek a re]lg1ous ecstasy whxch can prodiice a

g
“non-being in time" or "timeless be1ng." Through trances, mus1c,‘ané
) . 1 i
spiritual exercises, Sufis attempt to probe "the hidden secret of

. . . . . .
time" (batin al-zaman), the perdénen{ instant in which the divine

Presence is extended.?é The ec§tasy (wajd) achieved when a Sufi

feels united with God produces ag'emotional state free from the

- ¢

. . 55 . I L
. normal senses and time consciousness.”>. Sufi mysticism anyldes \

»

. an 1ntanglb]e yet undeniable 1mpu]Ee td the theocrat1c vision of !

Iran ) Y‘EVO] utionayies.

o

‘ . Conclusion
. T ——— .

%

. » .
. We have seen that the conceptualizations of time in the United

Stétes and Iran differ sighificéntly. vThe frames of reference, the defi-

L

{

(‘ nitions of “pragress,m and the tempos &f 1ife in %he two nations
refipct.vast]y:different social and ideo]ogﬁca] contexts. Admittedly,
in the tension of 1979-81 leaders on both sides were susceptibleYto
emotional outbursts which resulted more from the anxieties of the ,

ﬁbment than from the historical traditionsjbr }uture goals of their | 7

two peoples. But therelcan bé Tittle doubt that a root cause of the \

disagreements and m1sunderstand1ngs eminated from conf]1ct1ng
orientations toward tlme

9 .
It may be unrealistic to expect Western diplomats to base daily

political decisions on an understanding of the complex interplay between
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: Zoroastrian cosmology, Persian history, Sufi*mysticism, and Islamic '
) . *+~.dogma. Yet the mentality and perceptions:Qﬁ Jdran's new revolutionary
. leaders reffain subt]y influenced by just-such forces as these. Effective )
. diplomdcy, on both sides, must be informed and sensitive if we are to
~ : ! o .
reduce the chronemic gap separating the two cultures.
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