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Synopsis

The site of Soltaniyeh with its impressive dome and monuments reveals an
outstanding example of human use of a favourable environment. Moreover, it is an
exemplar testimony of an important achievement in the course of human architectural
innovations. In spite of the fact that the man’s attraction for the lush meadow lands of
Soltaniyeh, which is displayed by its vast and fertile pasture, goes back to Prehistoric
times, it was in the fourteenth century when the pasture was selected to become the
capital par excellence of an empire. It was the Mongol Ilkhan Oljaytu, recently converted
to Shi’ism (and chose the name of Soltan Mohammad Khodabandeh), who decided to
build his capital city marked with a huge monument that would become his sepulchre.
The sites reveals the exemplar type of a successful unity between the Mongol way of life,
that is the horse breeding and nomadic way, and the sedentary society prevailing in Iran.
The rapid but astonishingly successful construction of the mausoleum and the structures
of the city in a span of less than ten years (from A.D. 1305 to 1313) was a culminating
point in the history of Persian architecture. The central monument of Soltaniyeh was built
as the mausoleum of the Ilkhan Oljaytu adjacent to the pasture. The mausoleum towered
with a huge brick dome, which soon gave its name to the whole edifice. The monument is
known today as the Gonbad-e Soltaniyeh (the Imperial Dome).

The presence of the highest dome ever constructed on an octagonal plan at
Soltaniyeh, which became possible merely by the ingenious constructing of a double-
shelled structure, shows an innovation that inspired the construction of the high dome of
Santa Maria del Fiore in Florence almost a century later. The other significant aspect of
Oljaytu’s mausoleum is its remarkable interior decorations in the form of glazed tiles,
brickwork, marquetry, stuccos and frescoes. The decorated surface in the monument was
estimated to 9000 square metres, and is one of the most decorated monuments in Iran. In
this way, the monument is a rich “museum” of applied decorative arts and their use in
architecture. The spiritual significance of the mausoleum is revealed by its ample
decorative and calligraphic designs which bespeak of the builder’s attachment to Shi’ism
faith. According to a tradition, the monument had originally been designed to receive the

relics of Shi’1i imams, Ali and his son, Hoseyn.



The site lies in a plain adjacent to the pasture land that was the primary reason of
its creation and existence. The whole area is in a large landscape buffer zone (4547.38
hectares), which includes monuments with their core and buffer zones. The buffer zone
comprises two major areas: first class and second class buffer zones. Soltaniyeh is
proposed as a single nomination within its landscape buffer zone including the core and

two relevant buffer zones (see the table under 1f).



1

IDENTIFICATION OF THE PROPERTY



la. Country (and State Party if different)
IRAN

1b. State of province or region
ZANJAN

1c. Name of Property

Soltaniyeh

1d. Exact location
The site of Soltaniyeh lies 40 km to the southeast of the city of Zanjan, at 48°, 48°
E and 36° 36’ N at 1880 m above sea level (figs 1-2).

le. Maps and/or plans showing boundary of area proposed for

inscription and of any buffer zone

See the map in figure 3.

1f. Area of site proposed for inscription (ha.) and proposed

buffer zone (ha.) if any.

The main area of Soltaniyeh is limited by the metallic enclosure protecting the
huge domed mausoleum of Oljaytu and its stone platform. This is located at the heart of a
larger buffer zone including other important monuments and remains, the protected zones

of which are as follows on the opposite page:



Site Name

Buffer Zone

First class
buffer zone

Second class
buffer zone

Landscape
buffer zone

Main site :
Soltaniyeh Dome

Attached sites:

Superimposed
to its core
zone

Superimposed
to its core
zone

Seh Tappeh 3 0.35 ha 3.48 ha
Tappeh Qal’eh 3 5.9 ha 21.9 ha
Karvangah 3 1.2 ha 21.6 ha
Chelebi Oghlu 3 0.28 ha 7.04 ha
Qush Khaneh 3 1.47 ha 3.5 ha
Mollah Hassan Kashi| 3 0.05 ha 2.50 ha
Tomb

Ruins and kilns 3 1.23 ha 31.42 ha
Core zones within the

Ring buffer zone of

the modern town:

Tappeh Dur 3 |[0.3ha

Emamzadeh Dur 3 10.006 ha

Fenjanabad 3 3.42 ha

Tappeh Nur Kuchak 3 |1.2ha 258.28 ha
Tappeh Nur (Tomb 3 1.8 ha

Tower)

Modern town enclave | 3 | 121.17 ha

(strictly regulated

area)
Intermediaryareas | 3 | [196ha
Soltaniyeh pasture 3 |758.14 ha

including Mostafa

Khan site

Mostafa Khan site 3 |7ha 74.8 ha

4547.38 ha

Table of core and buffer zones of the site of Soltaniyeh, including the landscape

buffer zone area.
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JUSTIFICATION FOR INSCRIPTION



2a. Statement of significance

The geomorphological situation of Soltaniyeh is exemplar for the ingenious use of
the natural environment for urbanism purposes. In fact, the soil of Soltaniyeh is of the
kind that prevents the entire absorption of water. This specificity made the site and its
surroundings one of the richest pasture lands in the region. This phenomenon has created
one of the most fertile pastures ever known in the southwest Asia in Soltaniyeh, the grass
of which can reach to a height of 90 cm. at the time of abundant rainfalls in early spring.
The presence of the pasture has attracted men since the most ancient times. The traces of
early human settlements have been observed in prehistoric remains of Soltaniyeh. In fact,
the discovery of the fourth millennium B.C. black on buff painted pottery with geometric
designs, followed by grey ware pottery of the third and second millennia B.C. are
testimonies of a long archaeological sequence. The presence of such a pasture became
even more important with the domestication of horse and horse breeding, which occurred
somewhere in the mid-second millennium B.C. The increasing use of horse both for
transportation purposes and for military ends was, without doubt, the principal point of
attraction for a place like Soltaniyeh. When in the 13" century Iran fell into the hands of
the Mongols (Ilkhans), who were fundamentally a horse riding nomadic people, the
places that could offer sufficient pasturage for the Mongol army horses gained vital
importance. Consequently, Soltaniyeh with its lush pasturelands became the place par
excellence for founding a capital city.

So, the central monument of Soltaniyeh was built as the mausoleum of the Ilkhan,
Oljaytu (Sultan Mohammad Khodabandeh) adjacent to the pasture. The mausoleum
towered with a huge brick dome, which soon gave its name to the whole edifice. The
monument is known today as the Gonbad-e Soltaniyeh (the Dome of Soltaniyeh). The
dome of Soltaniyeh, a masterpiece of architectural innovation, the largest brick dome in
Iran. Moreover, it ranks among the largest domes ever constructed in the Middle Ages,
and the first highest double-shelled dome (25 m) in the world. The latter has also a
double-shelled structure. The dome of Soltaniyeh is the unique example of this kind of
dome in Asia.

The other significant aspect of Oljaytu’s mausoleum is its remarkable interior

decorations in the form of glazed tiles, brickwork, marquetry, stuccos and frescoes. The
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decorated surface in the monument was estimated as 9000 square metres, and is one of
the most decorated monuments in Iran. The dense use of stucco designs in the interior

decoration of the mausoleum is also one of the rare examples in Iran of the 14" century.

2b. Comparative analysis (including state of conservation of

similar sites)

There are a few monuments comparable to the Dome of Soltaniyeh. As for the
ancient antecedents of this kind of dome, there is nothing left of the presumed large dome
at Bishapir, which Romain Ghirshman believed to cover the majestic palace of Shapiir I,
the Sassanian king, in the 3" century A.D."' The use of double-shelled domes goes back to
the Saljukid period, but no Saljik monument surpasses magnificent dimensions of the
dome of Soltaniyeh. The most ancient example of the use of a double-shelled dome is
probably the dome of Jabaliyeh, in Kerman, the date of which is, however, uncertain. The
monument displays an inner dome which was never completed to its apex. This inner
dome is surrounded by a high collar which may have carried out an outer dome in wood
or brick. Erich Schroeder thought that the dome of Jabaliyeh was left unfinished at the
time when the Ghiizz Turkomans sacked Kerman in 1186. The other similar dome on
octagonal base is the one that covers the monument known as Hartiniyeh (built around
A.D. 1320), in Tas, in northern Khorassan. The dome of Hartiniyeh, smaller than that of
Soltaniyeh (with a span of 12 m), witnesses new innovations compared to previous
domes, innovations that are typical to the thirteenth century at the earliest. Aside from
new features employed in the lower part of the monument, the relatively high and narrow
dome is akin to the fourteenth century type with the use of a double-shelled dome, the
outer shell of which has not been preserved.’ The outer shell of the dome of Harinyeh
has not been preserved. The dome of the Khaneqah of Ala-o-dowleh, near Semnan, had
also a double-shelled structure.* Soltan Sanjar’s mausoleum in Merv, built in 1157,

although in a less preserved state, has been built on a square infrastructure with two

! Ghirshman thought the dome might have a span of 20 m, an astonishing height for the constructing
techniques of the time (R. Ghirshman, Bichapour, vol. 2, p. 11).

2 E. Schroeder, “The Seljiiq period”, pp. 1016-1018.

* A. U. Pope, “The fourteenth century”, p. 1073.

* A. Godard, Athar-é Iran. Annales du Service archéologique de ['lran, vol. 4, fascicule 2, pp. 282 and 324,
fig. 238.
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parallel shells but the outer shell (now destroyed) was in wood and not in brick.” In the
tomb of Sotan Sanjar, where colossal size made the usual corbelling to the dome
impossible, stalactite pendentives led forward from the angle of the octagon. Such a
technique was imitated one hundred fifty years later by the Persian architects constructing
the dome of Soltaniyeh.® The fact is that before the construction of Soltaniyeh, the outer
shells were probably made of wood.” Beyond the Iranian world, it is true that the highest
and largest dome ever constructed in ancient world is that of the Pantheon in Rome
(erected between 120-124 A.D.), but there is no apparent use of parallel shells.® The 30 m
high cupola covering the Ghubbat-al Sakhra or the Dome of the Rock (built in 691-692
A.D.) has also a double-shell dome but it is in timber and not in masonry.” The cupola of
Santa Maria del Fiore known as the Duomo was built on a 13" century cathedral in
Florence is the most similar edifice to the Dome of Soltaniyeh. The construction of the
cathedral began in 1296 by the Florentine architect Arnolfo di Cambio, but the
construction of its cupola remained a problem for more than one hundred years. The
project was finally entrusted to Flippo Brunelleschi, who erected a double-shelled dome
with a height of 39 m. The dome, erected between 1420 and 1436, was one of the most
impressive architectural achievements of the 15" century. As Piero Sanpaolesi has
demonstrated, the dome of Santa Maria del Fiore, with its use of double-shelled structure,
may have been inspired by that of Soltaniyeh. In fact, the both constructed in brick have
been erected on a central plan organized with chapels going round the lower part of the
building. The dome of Soltaniyeh, being in an sphero-conical form, has been built on an
octagonal infrastructure. The same plan is observed in Santa Maria del Fiore with the
difference that the dome follows the same plan (octagonal) as the base with eight ribs
holding the structure. The construction system of Soltaniyeh built almost a century before
could be known in Italy by the time Brunelleschi began constructing the dome of Santa

Maria del Fiore.'°

> R. Ettinghausen and O. Grabar, The Art and Architecture of Islam 650-1250, pp. 270-271, figs 285-286.
8 E. Schroeder, “The Seljiiq period”, p. 1015.

" Ibid., p. 1019.

® Sir Banister Fletcher, 4 History of Architecture on the Comparative Method, pp. 157-158, 161-162.

’K. A. C. Creswell, 4 Short Account of Early Muslim Architecture, pp. 29-30.

10p. San Paolesi, “La Cupola di Santa Maria del Fiore ed il Mausoleo de Soltanieh”, pp. 221-260; idem,
Progetto di Restauro del Mausoleo di Olgeitu a Soltanieh, pp. 18-20.
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The popularity of the double dome in Iran, which really began in the Fourteenth
century, resulted from a union of symbolic, aesthetic, and practical consideration. In the
field of symbolism, the dome presents a replica of a celestial world, and it is a concrete
symbol of civil and spiritual authority.'" As for the aesthetic considerations, the double-
dome on a building allows an accentuation of the height in relationship to lower parts of
the building. However, at Soltaniyeh, the union between the height of the dome and the
substructure of the monument is reached a perfect proportional harmony. Consequently,
the dome chamber with its lush interior decoration produces the impression of being
dissolved in the sky as the dome does in the exterior of the monument, which is covered
with blue tiles. Such an interior effect has also been produced in Europe, either with the
introduction of a double-shelled dome as inspired by the Persian double-domes (at Santa

Maria del Fiore and later at Saint Peter) or by ceiling paintings (Palazzo Farnese).

2c. Authenticity/Integrity

There are two bulks of documents bearing testimony on the authenticity of the
monuments in Soltaniyeh.

The first group is the inscriptions carved on different surfaces and panels of the
mausoleum of Oljaytu. Aside from inscriptions relating verses from Koran, there are two
significant inscriptions mentioning the date and the name of the builder belonging to the
first phase of the construction. The first one is engraved on eastern portal outside the
facade of the monument; this inscription being in the form of a purely decorative design
repeating the name of Ali and Muhammad, and bears the date of 710 H. (A.D. 1311). It
gives the date when the external decoration work of the monuments was finished. The
other inscription has been left on the intrados of the eastern portal of the second storey,
which has the date of 713 H. (A.D. 1314). There is a fragmentary inscription with the
name of “Soltan Mohammad” (Oljaytu) followed by “whom God expands his living and
makes his son victorious” The name of Soltan Oljaytu is repeated seven times on the first
storey portico, and on the sidewalls of the south-eastern portico.

Contemporary histories and primary sources, and travellers’ accounts constitute

the second bulk of evidence on the authenticity of the Dome of Soltaniyeh and its

''D. Wilber, The Architecture of Islamic Iran, p. 65; A. Daneshvari, Medieval Tomb Towers of Iran, p. 36.
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surroundings. Eye-witness documents describing Soltaniyeh have been left by five
contemporary Persian chroniclers: Abiil-Qasem al-Kashani, Abdillah ibn Fazlollah
Shirazi known as Wassaf-e Hazrah, Hamdollah Mostowfi Qazvini, Shams-eddin Amiili
and Fakhr-eddin David Banakati. All were employed in the Ilkhanid bureaucracy and
therefore predisposed to describe the city in glowing terms. The first, al-Kashani,
provided the longest description in his Tarikh-e Oljaytu (History of Oljaytu) written in
738 H (A.D. 1337)."* Wassaf (The Panegyrist) being a scribe in the state bureaucracy
under the vizier Rashid-eddin Fazllolah wrote in 663 H./A.D. 1264 the closest
contemporary account of the construction of Soltaniyeh. > Hamdollah Mostowfi’s books,
Niizhat-ol Qolib (Hearts Bliss) and Tarikh-e Gozideh (Selected History) are
indispensable sources of information on the site. Mostowfi was a state accountant and
had access to official documents.'* Amili, who was an instructor at Soltaniyeh, described
the city in his encyclopaedia, the Nafa'es ol-Foniin fi ‘ara’is al-Uyiin. He mentions that
the vizier Khwajeh Rashid-eddin himself contributed to the building activities of the new
capital by funding the construction of a whole district with its urban facilities."”. Finally,
Banakati (died in 730 H./ A.D. 1329/30) included a few notes about Soltaniyeh in his
comprehensive history named the Rowzat-ol Albab fi Tavarikh al-Akaber va al-Ansab.'®
Hafiz Abro’s history written few decades after the Ilkhans also provides important
information on the events occurred between 703 and 781 H./ A. D. 1303 and 1379, i.e.
the last years of the Ilkhanid period.'” There is also Muhammad Mirkhand who wrote on
Soltaniyeh and its pasture a century after the end of the Ilkhans.'"® Khand Mir’s famous
history. Habib al-Siyar, composed a century later, bears extra information on the site and
its surroundings, including valuable details on the state of preservation of the dome and

its architectural features.”

1> Kashani, Tarikh-e Uljayti.

13 Wassaf, Tarikh-e Wassaf, p. 477.

4 Hamdollah Mostowfi, Nozhat al-Qolub, p. 59; Tarikh-e Gozideh, p. 607.

' Shams-eddin Amiili, Nafa 'is al-Finin fi Ara-es al-Oyiin, pp. 295-296. The author was a professor of
theology teaching at Soltaniyeh at the time of Oljaytu.

' Banakati, Tarikh-e Banakatt, p. 475.

17 Hafez Abro, Zeyl-e Jam’e al-Tavarikh-e Rashidl, p. 8.

'8 Muhammad Mirkhand, Tarikh-e Rozat al-Safay-e Naser, p. 427.

' Ghiyas-eddin Khandmir, Habib al-Siyar fi Akhbar-e Afrad al-Bashar, vol. 3, p. 196.
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Moreover, there are abundant narratives which have been left by various
European travellers who visited Soltaniyeh since the 15" century.”’ The most truthful
account ever left belongs probably to the Spaniard Roy Gonzales de Clavijo, who set out
from Europe on a special mission to the court of Tamerlan, and visited Soltaniyeh in
1404. He wrote that “Sultaniyah is a very populous city, but not so great as Tabriz;
though it is a more important centre of exchange for merchants and their goods”.*! A few
years later, when the Venetians then in conflict with the Ottomans, attempted to gain
support in Oziin Hasan tribes in Iran. Josafat Barbaro and then Ambrosio Contarini came
to Iran and visited Soltaniyeh in 1473-74, and left accounts of their visit.”> One of the
most striking documents on Soltaniyeh is the illustrations of Soltaniyeh (fig. 4) painted
by Nasih al-Salah al-Matraki for the Sultan Suleyman the Magnificent in order to
illustrate and report to him the towns and places he and his army had passed through or
camped at during the progress of his first campaign eastward from Istanbul to Persia in
1534-36.%

In the course of the 16™ and 17" century, an intense wave of European merchant
travellers and diplomatic messengers came to Iran. They were a diverse group of
European nations. The Italian Pietro della Valle visited Soltaniyeh in 1618 and left a
comprehensive account of his visit.** Others like Adam Olearius sent by the Duke of
Holstein visited Soltaniyeh in the time of Shah-Abbas II, between 1635-1639. The
celebrated French jeweller and traveller, Jean Chardin, left an illustrated account of the
site during his stay in Iran between 1673 and 1680.° The Dutch Corneille Le Bruyn’s
account is also noteworthy for his drawings of the mausoleum of Oljaytu.”’ The travellers
of the 19™ century are important not only for their description of the site but also for their

art historical approach to the monument. Mid-nineteenth century travellers like Charles

2 An exhaustive list of these account has been gathered by A. Godard, “The mausoleum of Oljeitii at
Sultaniya”, p. 1107, note 7; and in Sheila Blair, “The Mongol capital of Sultaniyya, ‘The Imperial’ ”, pp.
140-142.

*! Clavijo, Embassy to Tamerlane, pp. 158-159.

22 J. Barbaro — A. Contarini, Travels to Tana and Persia, pp. 69 and 128; see also, A. Gabriel, Die
Erforschung Persiens, chapter 6.

# The illustrations are presented in Istanbul University Library Yildiz T 5964, folios 31b and 32a, with an
introduction by H. G. Yurdaydin, Beyan-i menazil-i sefer-i ‘Irakeyn-i Sultan Siileyman Han.

* P. della Valle, Viaggi, Rome, 1745, vol. IV, pp. 62-63.

* A. Olearius, Voyages and Travels, pp. 250-252.

%% J. Chardin, Voyages, vol. I1, pp. 378-379.

7 C. Le Bruyn, Reizen over Moscovie door Persie, p. 125.
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Texier and Eugéne Flandin provided romantic description and views of the city and its
monuments, whereas late-nineteenth century explorers such as Marcel and Jane
Dieulafoy, and Friedrich Sarre presented more skilled architectural drawings.*®

The sources mentioned above all witness on the authenticity and genuine remains
at Soltaniyeh as the remains of the Mongol capital of the Ilkhans constructed in the early

years of the fourteenth century.

2d. Criteria under which inscription is proposed (and

justification for inscription under these criteria)

From what has been written above, it follows that Soltaniyeh may meet the justification

for criteria ii and iv:
Criterioniii

- Development of architecture as one of the first, if not the first, example
of double-shelled domes, which paved the way in erecting very elevated

domes on religious monuments.

- A decisive step in decoration of monuments, where tiles are extensively

used both in the interior and the exterior of the building.
Criterion iv

- An outstanding case of an original town planning satisfying both the
natural and social needs of a cosmopolite society. Soltaniyeh is a rare, if not
unique, example of an architectural complex created in relation with its

surrounding landscape (the site and the Pasture). The two interrelated components

28 J. Morier, A Journey Through Persia, pp. 257-259; R. Ker Porter, Travels, vol. I, pp. 257-280; H. de
Hell, Voyage en Turquie et en Perse, vol. 11, pp. 95-97 ; Ch. Texier, Description de I’Arménie, la Perse, et
la Mésopotamie, vol. 11, p. 76, pl. XLII ; E. Flandin et P. Coste, Voyage en Perse, vol. I, pp. 202-204, pls
XI-XII ; J. Dieulafoy, La Perse, pp. 88-92 ; M. Dieulafoy, “Mausolée de Chah Khoda-bende”, pp. 97-104,
145-151, 193-197, 241-243 ; F. Sarre, Denkmdiler, vol. 1, p. 16, pls XIII-XIV.
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were taken in consideration to meet the needs of nomadic peoples (Mongols and

their followers) as well as a sedentary (Persian) society often in total opposition.
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DESCRIPTION
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3a. Description of Property

The site contains two major ensembles of distinct but interrelated remains, one
natural, and the other manufactured. The first one is, in fact, the remains of the Pasture
surrounding the site of the ancient city. The second ensemble consists of a series of five

groups monuments and remains including Oljaytu’s mausoleum.

L. The Pasture

II. The Mausoleum of Oljaytu and its surrounding citadel.

III.  Remains of the old city of Soltaniyeh.

IV.  The Mausoleum of Soltan Chelebi Oghlu

V. The Mausoleum of Molla Hassan Kashi.

VI.  Remains of ancient pottery and brick kilns

VII. The remains of Ghazan’s tomb at Tappeh Nur and its adjacent remains
known as Tappeh Nur Kuchak.

VIII. Qush Khaneh

IX.  Tappeh Dur

X. Emamzadeh Dur

XI.  Fenjanabad

XII.  Karvangah lands

XIII.  Seh Tappeh

XIV. Tappeh Qal’eh

XV. Mostafa Khan site

I. The Pasture
(fig. 3)

The Pasture of Soltaniyeh mentioned in contemporary historical texts as the
Ghonqur Olang or the “Prairie of the Alezans” or the “Falcon’s Hunting Ground”. This
fertile meadow land had previously an area of 35 km? with a length of 20 km and a width
of about 2 km (for the present surface and limits of the Pasture land, see the map in fig.

3).
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II. The Mausoleum of Oljaytu
(figs 3, 4-36).

The focal point of the city was the mausoleum of Oljaytu, which was built

between A.D. 1302 and 1312. The monument consists of a huge drum surmounted by a
large dome, and an adjacent four columned hall in the northeast corner. Annexed to the
south of the domed hall is the room called torbat-khanhe; below the latter piece is a crypt
(sardab). The drum on an octagonal form is composed of two parts: lower and upper. It
has an interior diameter of 26 metres and its walls are 7 m thick. The north wall is
extended on either side to meet extensions of the east and west walls, forming two
triangles in which there are stairs leading to the gallery that runs around the building
below a great stalactite cornice. A third stair leads to the upper platform that carries the
dome and the surrounding crown of eight minarets, just out on the northwest side. On
each of the eight sides of the main room, which is domed, there are two-storied arcades,
the upper storey forming a kind of tribune. The outside gallery below the great cornice
constitutes the third storey, but it does not open into the building. The dome crowns the
monument above the stalactites which are based on the upper part of the octagonal drum.
It is a thick heavy dome, built on corbels on a wall of 7 metres thick, which is quite
sufficient to take up the thrust without any pinnacles. The thrust of a dome with such a
high curving profile is slight. The dome having a span of 25 metres rises from the upper
terrace to a height of some 50 metres above the ground level. Thus, the dome is
independent from the lower part of the building. It is standing on an immense platform
without any buttresses, without any mouldings at the base, or any extra thickness.”

The eight minarets entirely in brick around the dome have no structural function,
and they are purely decorative.’® The one at the north-eastern corner has been better
preserved. The others have been object of restoration during the past years. Each minaret
has an octagonal base with a diameter of 2.40. Then it gets a round form at the upper part.
Each one had originally a height of 15.5 metres; to this height an extra 3 metres should be

added for crowing capitals.

¥ Godard, op. cit, p. 1155.
* Ibid.
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On the side opposite the entrance, that is forbat-khaneh, are the burial chapel and
cenotaph of Oljaytu. It is a rectangular addition which was originally covered with a
dome. The plan of the forbat-khaneh is, in fact, a trapezoid, and hence its construction
had been part of the original plan.’’ The main hall is 17.60 m long and 7.80 m wide; its
height is 16 m. The building has been vaulted. In the southern wall of the building, there
is mihrab that was once richly decorated with stuccos, tiles and also inscriptions. There
are still remains of a Koranic inscription in Kufic on one of the walls. The building was
designed to be the tomb of the Ilkhan. So, it is, in fact, the real burial place of the
monument.

Under the forbat-khaneh lies a crypt called sardabeh that can be reached by means
of a stairway in the southern part of the torbat-khaneh. The sardabeh comprises small
niches and rooms of different sizes. According to Hafez Abro, Oljaytu was buried in the
sardabeh.*

The decorations of the mausoleum are another important part of the monument,
which is one of the most decorated buildings ever constructed in Iran. Two phases of
decoration can be observed in Oljaytu’s mausoleum. The outside of the dome is entirely
covered with turquoise blue tiles. A wide band of square Kufic around the drum makes a
transition between this light blue and the lapis lazuli blue of the main stalactite cornice.
The minarets and the fagcade of the arcaded gallery are decorated with interlaced patterns
in lapis lazuli, turquoise, and white, and beige. The vaults of the gallery have very
elaborate designs painted in distemper in rust, vermilion, and deep garnet. The decoration
of the exterior of the monument probably belongs to the first phase of decoration,
especially those of the side walls of the highest gallery level.

The first decorative ensemble executed for both the interior and the exterior of the
building was certainly related to the presumed for converting the monument to a shrine of
Shi’ism.”> Most of the wall surfaces had a revetment of light buff fired brick laid in
common bond, in some cases combined with a diagonal square pattern, in some cases
spelling out words in Kufic including the name of Ali. This kind of decoration can be

seen in the four niches in the domed chamber from the level to a visible height of at least

*! Sanpaolesi, Progetti, p. 11.
32 Jam’e al-Tavarikh, p. 100.
3 Wilber, op. cit., p. 140.
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7 m above the floor. In the large niches the decoration is more elaborate, consisting of all-
over geometrical patterns of specially cut brick, thin light blue glazed strips. Across the
corner angles are flat surfaces displaying a composition in light and dark blue faience.
The whole surface of the large niches are also decorated in patterns in faience. At higher
levels of the chamber, other elements of the first period can be seen. There are spandrels
of the eight major arches of the chamber which are fully decorated with blue tiles. Above
the spandrels, the remains of an inscription in band encircling the chamber.

The second phase of the decoration belongs to the period when the use of the
monument as a Shi’i shrine was given up after a few years. The entire interior of the
chamber was redecorated. A dado about 4 m. high was applied which is, in fact, a
continuous surface of hexagonal light blue glazed tiles. Above the dado the entire wall is
covered with a thick coating of white plaster displaying traces of polychrome ornament
and inscriptions.

Perhaps the most effective and unusual features in the entire decoration of the
building are the vaulted ceilings of the eight open galleries of the second storey, access to
which were longtime was impossible due to the collapse of the stairs leading up to
them.** Vaults, soffits, and sidewalls are all covered with plaster into which have been
incised brick patterns, bond markings, and simulated end plugs of fine quality.

The surrounding area of the mausoleum is, in fact, a stone terrace in the form of a
citadel with its outside moat covering an area of 18 hectares. There was originally a moat
outside the citadel. The moat was 30m wide ad was at a distance of 17m from the walls
of the citadel. The moat has been in contemporary sources.” Archacological excavations
revealed the remains of the citadel that consists of a stone platform (295 x 315 m) with 16
towers and a gate. The height of the walls of the citadel can reach 6m.”® The remains of
the citadel were first reported by Ker Porter in 1817, who published a drawing of the

remains.’’

3 Pope, op. cit., p. 1343.

* Jam’e al-Tavarikh, p. 3.

3¢ M. Mehryar, A. Kabiri, and F. Towhidi, “Barresi va peygardi mogadamati dar borj-o baruyeh arg-e
shahr-e gadim-e Soltaniyeh”, pp. 209-264.

%" Ker Porter, Travels, vol. 1, 279-280.
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II1. Remains of the old city of Soltaniyeh
(figs 3, 37-40)

According to contemporary sources, it was Arghun who decided first to build a
city in the plain of Soltaniyeh because of the presence of the pasture.”® These sources also
refer to the construction of an organized city at the time of Oljaytu comprising different
quarters of mosques, schools, hospital, bazaar, and caravanserai.’” Archaeological
excavations carried out in the area outside the mausoleum of Oljaytu yielded vestiges of
the old city (stone structures, architectural units, and pottery and ostraca mentioning one
of the important neighbourhoods of the mausoleum, that is Abvab-ol Barr).** The
vestiges have been since conserved and are now in the protected area of the core zone of

the mausoleum of Oljaytu (see map)

IV. The Mausoleum of Soltan Chelebi Oghlu
(figs 3, 41-43)

A few hundred meters southwest of the mausoleum of Oljaytu lies the monument
known as the Mausoleum of Sultan Chelebi Oghlu who was a disciple of the celebrated
Jalal-eddin Rumi, the great Persian philosopher and mystic. It was adjacent to a badly
ruined complex comprising elements of ivans and arcades, constructed in rubble masonry
and arranged around a central open court. The complex was a khaneqah and is dated 733
H./ A.D. 1333. The tomb tower is octagonal and has a crypt below chamber. It displays
no apparent plan relationship to the khaneqah, just a few meters away, and might be
earlier, later, or contemporary with the complex. The tomb is near enough to the
mausoleum of Oljaytu to have fallen within the limits of the imperial. It does not seem
likely that the tomb was built after the khaneqah: conditions were unfavourable to
architectural activity in Azerbaijan after 1335; all the stylistic features common to the
structure may be found in monuments of this region dated before 1335; and if it were
later it should have a closer architectural relationship to the larger structure. It appears

probable that the tomb was erected before the khaneqah and the site of the khaneqah was

¥ Jam’e al-Tavarikh, p. 65.
39 Nafyes-ol fonun, vol. 2, p. 258.
*'S. Ganjavi, “Barresi va peygardi dar Soltaniyeh”, pp. 74-75.
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chosen because of the sanctity of the tomb. *! The date of 1330 is suggested as the date of
the tomb tower. Archaeological excavations uncovered a big part of the ensemble known
as khaneqah, which can be, in fact, a real place of brotherhood and pilgrimage.*
Foundation and base of at least three courses of cut stone (two courses now
visible above ground level to a height of 1.20 m.). Each side of the structure has a pointed
arch recessed panel within a similar splayed panel, within a rectangular frame the
spandrels of which contain hexagons once filled with a decorative motif. To 2.50 m.
above the base an elaborate brick lay which then gives way to common bond. Upper line
of rectangular panels serves as a cornice. Dome with a span of 16 m and a height of 6 m
sets back from exterior wall line on a sixteen-sided drum, then highly stilted to rise with
semicircular profile. In the interior, threshold of cut stone blocks can be seen. There is a

mihrab niche which is made of a stucco stalactite.

V. The Mausoleum of Molla Hassan Kashi
(figs 3, 44-46)

The free-standing isolated edifice located 2.5km to the south of Soltaniyeh is
known as the Mausoleum of Molla Hassan Kasht who was a religious figure and poet in
the court of Oljaytu. The monument is composed of a small esplanade serving as an
entrance, and the mausoleum itself. The mausoleum displays an octagonal plan from the
exterior though it is, in reality, a square hall with additional galleries at the corners giving
the aspect of an octagon. In each gallery, there is a narrow staircase leading to an upper
storey. The square building is roofed with a double-shelled dome, which has another
layer of blue glazed bricks consisting of vegetal and geometric designs, and inscriptions
in Kufic repeating the name of the prophet and Ali. The interior decoration of stucco

stalactites was done at the time of Fath-Ali Shah Qajar in the early 19" century.*

VI. The remains of Ghazan’s tomb at Tappeh Nur and its adjacent remains known as
Tappeh Nur Kuchak
(fig. 3,47-50)

“ Wilber, op. cit., 173.
2 Ganjavi, op. cit, 76-77.
* See, Godard, “Le tombeau de Mowlana Hassan Kasht a Sultaniye”, p. 25.
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The large mound that lies 1500 m to the southeast of Oljaytu’s Mausoleum is
known as Tappeh Nur covering an area of 1.8 hectares, with a height of 15m. The site
was the object of excavations in 1971. The excavations revealed the foundations of a
huge twelve-sided building, most probably a tomb-tower similar to Oljaytu’s mausoleum,
with additional features such as corridors, staircases, decorations, and remains of the
cupola. The foundations are in stone blocks jointed with mortar. The walls of the octagon
are in cut and finished stone. There is a first platform on top of the foundations 1.5 m
large with stone pavement. Another platform 3m large, the outer fagade of which has
been built in the form of a twelve-sided structure. The corridor 4.5m long leading to the
heart of the chamber is in communication with the exterior with a staircase, the stone
steps of which were found. The steps 2m long and 31cm high are in stone with mortar
joints. The corridor was originally vaulted. The excavations also yielded evidence for the
existing of a large dome, probably a double-shelled one. The stucco and glazed brick
decorations found in the debris of the construction. The ruined tomb-tower at Tappeh Nur
was most probably the mausoleum of Ghazan Khan, the elder brother of Oljaytu.

Recent excavations in the area of Tappeh Nur Kuchak also revealed traces of a
Prehistoric settlement which can be dated, after the pottery evidence, to the beginning of
the 4™ millennium B.C.** The pottery is much similar to those found in the Qazvin plain,

and plausibly belonged to a settlement of the same date.

VII. Ghushkhaneh
(fig. 3)

A cluster of mounds located about 2.5 km to the south-west of the modern town

of Soltaniyeh are called Ghushkhaneh. The site has an square form, and gives the
impression of a small fort. The pottery sherds typical of the Ilkhanid period are scattered

all over the mounds suggesting, at least, a 13"/14™ century date.

VIII. Remains pottery and brick kilns
(fig. 3)

* Mirfattah, “Soltaniyeh”, 156.
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The area immediately to the east of the Molla Hasan Kashi’s mausoleum are
covered with vestiges of pottery and brick kilns, which have yielded sherds and bricks
typical of the Ilkhanid period (13™-14™ centuries).

IX. Tappeh Dur
(fig. 3)

It is a small mound covered with pottery sherds and brick fragments datable to the

Ilkhanid period.

X. Emamzadeh Dur
(fig. 3)

There is an isolated mausoleum in brick to the north-west of Soltaniyeh, which is

known as an imamzadeh. The plan of the building and the finds (sherds and bricks)
suggest that it belongs to the Ilkhanid period.

XI. Fenjanabad
(fig. 3)

There is an area adjacent to the north-east periphery of Soltaniyeh which are

locally known as the Fenjanabad lands. There is still remains of ancient walls, old ganats,

and a cluster of mounds yielding the Ilkhanid pottery sherds.

XII. Karvangah area

(fig. 3)
This area lies to the north-east of Soltaniyeh beyond the limits of the Pasture

lands. There are two mounds in this area covered with pottery sherds datable to the late

first millennium B.C., and also sherds of Ilkhanid date.

XIII. Seh Tappeh
(fig. 3)

Close to the Karvangah area, there are a series of mounds covered with vestiges

of glazed tiles, bricks, and sherds of the Ilkhanid period.
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XIV. Tappeh Qal’eh

(fig. 3)
The base of the large mound at Tappeh Qal’eh has yielded sherds datable to the

Parthian period (2" century B.C. — 3" century A.D.). On top of this mound, there is the
vestiges of a mud-brick citadel built in the early 19" century under the reign of Fath-Ali
Shah Qajar.

XVI. Mostafakhan site
(fig. 3)

In the middle of the Pasture land, there are significant remains of a fort and a

circular construction in mud-brick. The area is locally known as the lands of
Mostafakhan. The area is covered with debris of bricks, mortar, and sherds of Ilkhanid
date. According to local people, there was a treasure found in the fort in the 1950s by
illegal diggers. It has also been said that during the heavy rainfalls the area can be

transformed into a real marsh land.

3b. History and Development

According to some recent archaeological finds, the plain of Soltaniyeh had been
occupied long before the Ilkhans decided to build their capital city. These finds consist
mainly of painted black on buff or light brown with geometric designs similar to those
found in the plain Qazvin and also the grey ware pottery of the first millennium B.C.*

It seems that the abundance of water and the presence of the pasture continued to
favour human occupation of the plain. Nevertheless, the major settlement activities in
Soltaniyeh belong to the Ilkhanid period (13"™-14™ centuries). In fact, the history of
Soltaniyeh as a city goes back to 1290 when Arqin Khan, the fourth Mongol ruler of
Persia, decided to build a summer residence in the Shahriiyaz area some 40 km to the
south-east of Zanjan.*® The Ilkhan was undoubtedly attracted to this area by the coolness
during hot season, as well as by the beauty of the country, the variety of hunting, and

above all the richness of the pastures which were very well adapted to horse breeding.

* Mirfattah, “Soltaniyeh”, p. 156.
¥ Zeyl-e Jam’e al-Tavarikh-e Rashidi, pp. 46, 57.
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We are informed by Hamdullah Mostowfi’s description of this new foundation that it had
a circumference of 12000 paces, and the Mongols called it “Qonqir Uliing” or the
“Pasture of the Alezans”.*’ Shortly after the construction work began, Arqun died, and
the work was momentarily halted.

His son, Qazan Khan, had a mausoleum built over his tomb, and the architectural
vestiges at Tepe Nur presumably belong to such a mausoleum.”® There is no other
information on the development of the city. This became later under the reign of his
brother and successor, Oljaytu (later Soltan Mihammad Khodabandeh), who came to
power in 703 H/ A.D. 1304. He decided to enlarge and beautify the city in order to make
it his capital, and he called it Soltaniyeh or the “Imperial”. The wall erected under Arqiin
was now planned for a new circumference of 30000 paces, and public buildings and
private houses were built. The outstanding men of his court, such as Khwajeh Rashid-
eddin, his celebrated vizier and author of a universal history, greatly contributed to the
development of the city.*” The city was finished about 713 H/A.D. 1313. Again,
Mostowfi wrote that except for Tabriz nowhere else were there such superb buildings.” It
has been said that the Ilkhan who had just converted to Shi’ism had the intention to
transfer the relics of Calif Ali and his son, Hussein, from Iraq to Soltaniyeh. Percy Sykes
following Texier writes that Oljaytu built his tomb expressly for the bodies of Ali and
Hussein, and that it became finally his own mausoleum only because the original
intention was not carried out.’’ Godard countered this idea without providing further
argument against it.”> The article by Tahsin Yazici in the Encyclopaedia Iranica on
Rumi's grandson, Aref Celebi (son of Soltan Walad), who died in A. D. 1320, mentions
Aref's third journey to Persia during the reign of Oljaytu. Ahmad Aflaki (died in 1360)
who was Aref's disciple, wrote a treatise entitled Managqib-i arifin (written in A.D. 1318-
19). In this treatise which is a very contemporary source, Aflaki points out that Oljaytu
changed religions several times before settling on Shi‘ism, at which point he decided to

disinter the bones of Calif Abu Bakr from his tomb next to that of the Prophet in Medina.

4 Nozhat al-Qolib, p. 97; Zeyl-e Jam e al-Tavarikh-e Rashidi, p. 8.

* The remains have also been attributed to Arqiin’s mausoleum, see Ganjavi, “Kavosh dar tappeh Niir-¢
shahr-e tarikhiy-e Soltaniyeh”, pp. 169-196.

* Nafa’is al-Finiin, 295.

30 Nozhat al-Qolib, ibid.

3! Texier, op. cit., p. 76; Sykes, A History of Persia, vol. 2, p. 153.

>? Godard, “The mausoleum of Oljeitii at Sultaniya”, p. 1111.
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When Soltan Walad got wind of this in Konya, he decided to send Aref to Tabriz,
presumably to dissuade Oljaytu from doing so. The decision was put into effect after the
death of Soltan Walad in 712 H. /A.D. 1312-13 and Aref's succession as head of the
Malawiyya order. Aref set out from Konya in 715 H. and reached Soltaniyeh in 716
H./A.D. 1317. He spent a year there, before setting out back to Konya and dying en route.
So, now the question is whether the Ilkhanid rumour of disinterring Abu Bakr's bones got
mixed up (or metamorphosed) in the Safavid period to the idea of disinterring Ali and
Hosayn's relics. Such a Safavid revamping of history would fit the situation; the Safavids,
after all, were very much into moving bones. How many times were Tahmasp's re-
interred? Twice? Even three times?”

Be as it may, Oljaytu’s primary intention was never realized, for he returned to
Sunnism a little while before he died. It has been said that the Caliph Ali appeared in a
dream to Oljaytu and said to him: “That which is thine shall be thine, and that which is
mine shall be mine”. Following this revelation, Oljaytu gave up his plan.>* Therefore,
Soltaniyeh was a royal tomb, albeit for a ruler who converted to Shi‘ism along the way.
What happened in the Safavid period is more complicated, but that's for the later history
of the site.

The glorious days of Soltaniyeh were not to endure, for three years later, in 716
H/A.D. 1316, Oljaytu died, and people began to leave the city. Abt Said Bahadur
retained Soltaniyeh as his capital, but the fact that after the assassination of Rashid-eddin,
the new minister, Ali Shah began to construct a large mosque in Tabriz seems to show
that the old capital was in the ascendant. After Abu Said, the Mongol power declined and
a long period of anarchy followed, during which Soltaniyeh fell into the hands of the
small dynasties such as the Soldiiz, the Jalayerids, and the Mozaffarids.

In 786 H/ A.D. 1384, Tamerlan’s army seized the city and sacked it entirely.
Because of his special veneration for sacred edifices, Tamerlan spared Oljaytu’s
mausoleum of sacrilege and plundering.

In 795 H./A.D. 1393, Tamerlan gave Soltaniyeh to his eldest son Miran Shah as part of

the “fief of Holagii”, and the city suffered a lot from this prince’s insane destructions of

>3 The information has kindly been provided by Professor Sheila Balir of the Boston College, a
distinguished authority on the history and art history of the Ilkhanid period.
> Ibid., p. 1107.
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buildings. Despite this, when eleven years later Clavijo visited Soltaniyeh, he found it
more important as a commercial centre than Tabriz, though it was not populous.®

In the course of the 16™ and 17" centuries Soltaniyeh gradually declined.
Travellers of the 17" century speak of the place as being in ruins, and Tavernier describes
the city as “a village half a league from the high road” where there had formerly been
“beautiful mosques judging from the remains”.® Chardin, in 1671, reports a similar
description.’’

In the beginning of the 19™ century, there were still the ruins of another mosque,
not far from the mausoleum.’® The materials from the mausoleum and other monuments
were little by little taken out for the construction of new buildings like that pavilion that
Fath Ali Shah built in 1809.%° Nasser-eddin Shah commissioned some restoration work at
the mausoleum of Oljaytu.®” The plain of Soltaniyeh then served as an instruction camp

for the army of the Qajar kings.”'

3c. Form and date of the most recent records of the site

Aside from the accounts and studies mentioned above, the records concerning the
site of Soltaniyeh fall into two groups, one restoration and conservation reports, the other
archaeological excavation reports (see bibliography). There is an entire series of
restoration reports housed in the Institute of Architecture, University of Shahid Beheshti
(formerly Daneshgah-e Melli). Regular reports concerning restoration work which have
been carried out after 1979 have been kept in the archive centre of the Cultural Heritage
Organization of Iran.

In 1989, a series of archaeological excavations were carried out at the area
surrounding the mausoleum of Oljaytu on the aim of finding the rest of the stone platform
of the monument (see bibliography). The reports are also kept in the archive centre of the

Cultural Heritage organization of Iran.

> Clavijo, Embassy to Tamerlane, p. 158.

> Tavernier, Les six voyages, p. 73.

°7 Chardin, Voyages en Perse, vol. 11, p. 376.

8 Dubeux, La Perse, pls 29-34.

> Morier, Journey through Persia, p. 257.

% Molkara, Abbas Mirza, Sharh-e Hal-e Abbds Mirza Molkara, p. 66.
8! Feuvrier, Trois ans a la cour de Perse, p. 103.
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3.d. Present State of Conservation

An important programme of restoration and conservation of the monuments at
Soltaniyeh was undertaken from 1969 to 1979. Since 1994, Soltaniyeh became one of the
ten comprehensive projects concerning historical sites of the country, and from that time
on an over-arching programme of research and restoration has been annually carried out
under the auspices of the Cultural Heritage Organization of Iran. So, the present state of
conservation is much better than the past, and a permanent restoration/conservation work

is being carried out at the site.
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4a. Ownership

The major monuments and their core zones belong to the Cultural Heritage
Organization of Iran as an organization functioning under the authority of the government
of the Islamic Republic of Iran. Part of the buffer and landscape buffer zones belong to

local people who use the terrains mostly for agricultural purposes.

4b. Legal status

The Iranian Cultural Heritage Organization (ICHO) is an independent directorate
within the general administrative frame of the Ministry of Culture and Islamic Guidance
of the government of the Islamic Republic of Iran. The protection of all historical
monuments of Iran is ensured by ICHO. By the Law of Conservation of National
Monuments, approved in November the 3™ 1930, all the monuments registered in the
National Heritage List are under the State's protection and supervision. In addition, a
number of other protection laws, such as the Law of Foundation of National Council of
City constructing and Architecture, Law of City constructing and Architecture, Law of
City Properties approved in September the 12", 1982, Law of Purchase of properties,
buildings and archaeological monuments as well as some chapters of the Law of City
Halls force the State or private administrations to respect registered monuments in the
National Heritage List.

Some preventive laws have also been approved to guaranty the physical
maintenance of National Monuments of Iran and preserve their cultural-historical values.
Among these laws, one may mention a parliamentary record prohibiting illegal
excavations, paragraphs of the Law of Islamic Punishments or the chapter 127 of the

Annex to the General Punishment Law in Iran.

4c. Protective measures and means of implementing them
Soltaniyeh was nominated in the National Heritage List of Iran under the item 166
as Gonbad-e Soltaniyeh.®* The site can thus benefit from a special programme devoted to

important historical sites known as national heritage. A protective core zone has been

52 N. Meshkati, A List of the Historical Sites and Ancient Monuments of Iran, p. 163.
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defined for the site. As for implementing protective measures, a metallic enclosure covers
the Mausoleum of Oljaytu. The other monuments have either their own limits (often a
mud brick wall), or are protected by means of physical enclosures. The guardians of the
site maintain a permanent control. Nine guardians employed by the Cultural Heritage
Organization are present on the site; they have the charge of surveying and protecting the

site.

4d. Agency/agencies with management authority

The Cultural Heritage Organization of Iran is the main agent with management
authority which are exercised through the director of the Soltaniyeh Project (Mr.
Mohammad-Hassan Mohebbali) in cooperation with the local office of the Cultural

Heritage Organization of Iran based in Zanjan.

4e. Level at which management is exercised (e.g. on site,
regionally) and name and address of responsible person for

contact purposes

The management is exercised on the site by the director of the Soltaniyeh Project
and also the local office of the Iranian Cultural Heritage Organization in Zanjan. Regular
inspections are undertaken by the director of the project and the staff of I.C.H.O.’s
provincial office in Zanjan. Mr. Mohammad-Hassan Mohebbali is the director of the
Soltaniyeh Project. His contact address is: The Office of Conservation and Preservation,
the Cultural Heritage Organization of Iran, the Mass’udiyeh Palace, Baharestan Square,

Ekbatan Avenue No. 15, Tehran 11416.

4f. Agreed plans related to property (e.g. regional, local plan,

conservation plan, tourism development plan)
Agreed plans related to the conservation and development of tourism at

Soltaniyeh are programmed for three phases of short, middle and long terms as follows:
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1. Plans related to the provision and equipment of the site.

Short-term (1 year):

To furnish the necessary restoration equipment and material.

To hire the necessary staff concerning research and restoration programmes.
To set up the guardians basement and air-conditioned and central heating
system.

To set up the restoration laboratory for conservation of stuccos, glazed bricks,
and pottery.

To finish the installation of water reservoir in order to provide the necessary
irrigation system for the surrounding grass lands of Oljaytu’s mausoleum.

To continue the extraction of the appropriate stone for restoration work
undertaken at the platform and fortification remains round Oljaytu’

Mid-term (3 years):

To provide the site with comfort material, masonry and restoration material,
and strong transportation vehicles such as a truck and a tractor.

Maintaining the necessary experts for restoration, conservation, and research
programmes.

To provide the missing parts of the glazed decorations, especially the missing
tiles of the outer shell of the dome of Oljaytu’s mausoleum.

To purchase a terrain to install pottery and brick kilns for restoration purposes.

Long-term (5 years):

To purchase more terrains for pottery and brick kilns.
To continue the extraction of the appropriate stone for restoration of the
platform and fortified surroundings of Oljaytu’s mausoleum.
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2. Plans related to research

Short-term (1 year):

To pursue archaeological research in the area of the platform of Oljaytu’s
mausoleum in order to clarify the organization of the settlement within the
fortified enclosure of the old city.

To pursue archaeological excavations in the other areas of the plain.

Studying the finds come from archaeological excavations.

Carrying out a thorough study of the tiles, frescos, stuccos, and brick
decorations in the Mausoleum of Oljaytu and other contemporary monuments
at Soltaniyeh.

To investigate on the drainage system of the site around the Mausoleum of
Oljaytu, especially the area to the south-east of the forbat-khaneh. This is
related to the problem of humidity in the crypt under the torbat-khaneh.

To pursue the documentation concerning the site.

To investigate on the areas where the protective measures have to be taken;
this also concerns the places where the extension headquarters for research
can be built to provide more room for research facilities.

Mid-term plan (3 years):

To pursue archaeological investigations on different parts of the monuments
in order to be able to take the necessary conservation measures.

To carry out a comparative study on the architecture and the relevant
decorations at Soltaniyeh and other contemporary monuments.

To continue documentation concerning archaeological finds and remains at
Soltaniyeh.

Long-term (5 years):

To pursue archaeological research on the platform and the fortified enclosure
of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu.

To publish all archaeological reports concerning recent research projects at
Soltaniyeh.

To set up a research centre on the architecture of the Ilkhanid period at
Soltaniyeh.
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3. Plans related to restoration and conservation

Short-term plan (1 year)

To pursue the restoration work of the interior decorations of the Mausoleum
of Oljaytu.

To continue restoration work in the torbat-khaneh.

To complete the restoration of the roof covering the torbat-khaneh.

To maintain restoration of the tiles covering the outer shell of the dome of
Oljaytu’s mausoleum.

To begin restoration of tiles in the niches and stalactites (mugarnas) of the
cupola of Oljaytu’s mausoleum.

To prepare the appropriate plan for the restoration of the fortified enclosure of
Oljaytu’s mausoleum.

Maintaining the organization of the area of the fortified enclosure round the
Mausoleum of Oljaytu.

To continue to purchase terrains in the buffer zone close to the fortified
platform of Oljaytu’s mausoleum.

Mid-term plan (3 years):

To investigate on the establishment of a heating system under the cupola and
within the torbat-khaneh of Oljaytu’s mausoleum according to the
conservation problems of the interior decorations.

To prepare plans for protective measures concerning the archaeological sites
of Soltaniyeh.

To pursue the restoration inside the dome of Oljaytu’s mausoleum.

To pursue the restoration of the rest of the tiles on the dome.

To pursue maintenance and organization of the area round the mausoleum.

To maintain the restoration of the fortified enclosure around Oljaytu’s
mausoleum.

Long-term plan (5 years):

Restoration and conservation of discovered vestiges during the archaeological
excavations at Soltaniyeh.

To complete the restoration work under the dome, and its consolidation.

To complete the restoration of the outer shell of the dome and its entire
decoration.

To complete the restoration of other decorative pieces of Oljaytu’s
mausoleum.




37

4. Plans related to the development of tourism

Short-term (1 year):

To set up the lighting system of the son et lumiere inside and outside the
Mausoleum of Oljaytu.

To prepare the interior of the hall called sharbat-khaneh for visitors.

To put up detailed information panels and guide boards in different places of
the site.

To prepare or build a room for selling books, guides and postal cards.

To set up an internet network at the site.

To publish books and guides concerning Soltaniyeh.

Mid-term (3 years):

To set up the son et lumiere system in the fortified platform area.

To set up a video-projecting system for visitors.

To complete the building of the library of Soltaniyeh for housing relevant
documents.

To purchase the buildings adjacent to the core zone of Oljaytu’s mausoleum,
and transform them into tourist facilities.

To complete the construction of the entrance and its stairways.

To construct a paved way round the Mausoleum of Oljaytu according to
conservation rules respecting the authenticity of the site.

Long-term (5 years):

To prepare an exhibition hall.

To complete the lighting system of the whole area around Oljaytu’s
mausoleum.

To complete the construction of a guest-house in the restored building
adjacent to the mausoleum of Chelebi Oqlu.
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4g. Sources and levels of finance

As a ‘National Heritage’ monument, Soltaniyeh has recently benefited from the
national project of development, mainly from its parts directed towards the development
of tourism. The expenses for the restorations and the guarding of the site are mostly paid
by the governmental budget through the Iranian Cultural Heritage Organization. The
budget for the year 2003/2004 is 297000 US dollars. From this budget, a sum of 26000
USD is for archaeological research, and a sum of 16000 USD is for research on the
architectural remains and development of the modern urbanism vis-a-vis the old city. The
main portion of the standing credits and budget is spent for paying wages and expenses
like water-electricity-telecommunication-fuel and other maintenance and supervision
costs. The rest of the budget is spent for restoration, conservation, and preservation

purposes.

4h. Sources of expertise and training in conservation and

management techniques

The sources of expertise are the trained staff and experts hired by the Cultural
Heritage Organization of Iran. The supreme authority in conservation and management
techniques is the Cultural Heritage Organization of Iran, the authority of which is
exercised by the director of the Soltaniyeh Project. However, other sources may be
employed in order to complete the staffing and the group of experts. These sources can be

either private or belonging to a governmental organization such as universities.

4i. Visitor facilities and statistics

Visitor facilities have been developed in Soltaniyeh as follows:

- The whole area around the core of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu has been
arranged in order to facilitate the visiting of the site as well as its better
presentation.

- The entrance of the site is equipped with service facilities and a bookshop.

- Inside the monument, there is a guided circuit with information boards.

- The video-projecting system is now set up in order to facilitate the visiting.
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- There is an exhibition of drawings, sketches, and photographs concerning the
Mausoleum of Oljaytu and the other site of Soltaniyeh.

- The lighting system of the monument is now set up.

The number of visitors is varied according to seasons. Soltaniyeh is located in a
cold region, and the number of tourists decreases during the cold season, especially after
November, which has been estimated for 2002 to less than 1000 in December, with an
increase in March to 1900. The peak is in August and September, when the number of

visitors can reach (as estimated in 2002) 9000 in August.

Weak and strong points in the attraction of tourists are as follows:

1. Strong points:
The location of Soltaniyeh off the main road linking the capital to north-
western provinces (i.e. Zanjan and Azarbaijan) is one of the major points of
attraction for the site. The majestic dome of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu can be
seen from afar. Today, with the ingenious lighting system in the night, the
monument is an eye-catching point and can be well observed from a distance
of 50 km.

Thanks to a location in a relatively cold region, Soltaniyeh with its grass
lands and fresh weather is an attractive place during the summer.

The major point of strength is the history of the site as a unique monument
in Iran, and as an example in architectural development. This draws the
attention of scholars and students of architecture, archaeology, art history and
history to the site. The considerable number of studies in the above-mentioned
fields is a good indicator for the significance of the site and an attractive pole

in the study of architecture and archaeology.

2. Weak points:
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What is considered a point of attraction may also be a “weak” point at
Soltaniyeh. In other words, the location of the site in a cold region is the main
reason for visitors avoidance during the cold season. The cold weather is also
endangering the monuments.

The restoration work at Soltaniyeh has not yet been completed. So, the whole
area is still under restoration and research, and some of the tourist facilities such
as the preparation of the stone platform for visiting around Oljaytu’s mausoleum,
and the guest-house are still going on of development.

The governmental funds are not sufficient for an over-arching maintenance

and development of the site, and this presumably causes shortcomings.

4j. Site management plan and statement of objectives

The present management plan has been compiled based on the current situation at
Soltaniyeh. Owing to the nature of the issue, the plan no doubt will need continuous
revisions and interpretations in appropriate times and conditions. The management plan
of the site has been prepared in accordance with the status quo of the site. The plan is a
presentation of the objectives which are approved and are being undertaken for a better
conservation of the site. The plan has been approved by the supreme council of the
Cultural Heritage Organization of Iran according to restoration, conservation and

research objectives. These objectives are as follows:

1. To set up an agenda for different steps of the Soltaniyeh Project. These steps
concern mainly restoration and conservation of the site. The need for conducting
archaeological research in order to obtain a better picture of the ancient site is also
a priority in the management plan of the site.

2. To acquire the necessary expertise, material and equipment for the
accomplishment of restoration, conservation and research programmes.

3. To solve restoration and conservation problems such as the restoration of the

decorations of the dome of Oljaytu’s mausoleum.
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4. To set up appropriate visitor facilities in accordance with the conservation of the

site.

The main objectives followed in the management programme of the site of Soltaniyeh

since 1994 (when the site was considered as a national project) are those concerning

research and restoration programmes:

A. Research:

Research on the nature of decorative materials of the monuments.
Investigation on the problem of humidity and isolation measures for
preventing the infiltration of water into the monuments.

Archaeological excavations for uncovering the stone platform of Oljaytu’s
mausoleum.

Archaeological excavations on the aim of determining the chronology of the

site and its phases of settlement and abandonment.

B. Restoration:

Restoration of the big crack of the dome of Oljaytu’s mausoleum, and its
consolidation.

Restoration of the tiles at the base of the dome.

Repair of various cracks in the body of the monument.

Restoration of stalactites of the cupola.

Restoration of the exterior decorations. This includes glazed bricks, stuccos
and frescos covering the facade of the mausoleum.

Conservation and consolidation of the foundations of the monument.
Restoration of the damages staircases leading to northern and north-eastern
parts of the monument.

Restoration of the pavements in the second storey in the south and east of the
drum of the monument.

Restoration of the southern wall of the dome.

Restoration of the vaulted roof of the crypt below the torbat-khaneh.

Conservation of the discovered parts of the platform.
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- Restoration and consolidation of the minarets.
- Restoration of evacuation canals behind the stone walls and the isolation of

the structure for preventing the infiltration of water.

4k. Staffing levels (professional, technical, maintenance)

Staffing levels at Soltaniyeh are varied. The involved persons have professional
and technical level of formation for regular restoration work. Some of them have been
locally trained for daily maintenance work and protection measures. The professional
group includes the experts involved in the tasks of research and restoration works,
whereas the technical level is mainly for assisting the first group in
conservation/restoration and research tasks. The table below gives the list of the staff

involved in Soltaniyeh and their levels as well:

The personnel involved in the Soltaniyeh Project is as follows:



Activity Speciality Education/degrees Number
Director of the Expert in 1
project restoration/conservatio Architecture/doctorate
n of historical
monuments
Director of Expert in the 1
archaeological archaeology of the Archaeologist/doctorate
research relevant period
Executive director Expert in 1
of the site restoration/conservatio Architecture
n
Field assistant Expert in the 4
archaeologist archaeology of the Archaeologist
relevant period
Chief restorer Expert in 1
restoration/conservatio Conservation/restoration
n
Restorer Expert in 6
restoration/conservatio Conservation/restoration
n
Archivist Expert in archive and History 1
documentation
Guide Tourism Tourism 2
Master Stone Stone cutting Stone cutting 1
cutter
Stone cutter Stone cutting Stone cutting 2
Mason Masonry Masonry 4
Workmen - - 74
Master stucco Traditional stucco Traditional stucco 1
decorator decoration decoration
Master tile and Traditional tile and Traditional tile and glazed 1
glazed brick glazed brick decoration brick decoration
decorator
Tile and glazed Traditional tile and Traditional tile and glazed 2
brick decorator glazed brick decoration brick decoration
Master tile and Traditional tile and Traditional tile and glazed 10
glazed brick maker glazed brick brick manufacturing
manufacturing
Guard - - 9
Driver - - 1
Logistics / service - - 1
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5a. Development pressures (e.g., encroachment, adaptation,

agriculture)

The core area of the site is located within a network of modern settlement and the
development of the latter is considered as an affecting factor of encroachment for the
ancient site. However, as it is seen on the map, the core area is fully protected with a
metallic enclosure. The agriculture is not, for the moment, an affecting factor as long as it
respects the limits of the ancient pasture. The managing programme of the site has
operating in such a way that the development of the modern town can adapt to the
existing vestiges. Luckily, the pasture has been respected up to now because it is

functioning as a pasture land for the local cattle and livestock.

5b. Environmental pressures (e.g., pollution, climate, change)
There is no pollution danger, for the moment, in Soltaniyeh. Instead, climatic
pressures can endanger the monuments. The site is high altitude and has very hard
winters. There is also a considerable change of temperature during hot and cold seasons.
This produces cycles of snow and rainfall followed by frost that causes serious damage to
the monuments. The most noticeable climatic damage can be seen on the stucco and tile
decorations which have been altered by humidity and the resulted frost. The last
environmental factor is the wind which not only infiltrates deep into the structures but

also covers the exposed parts with dust.

5c. Natural disasters and preparedness (earthquakes, floods,

fires, etc.)
There are records concerning the damages caused by earthquakes in Soltaniyeh.®’
But there is no record about recent seism during the past decades. Other natural disasters

are not concerned.

5 Sanpaolesi, Progetto, p. 42.
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5d. Visitor/tourism pressures

With the over-arching programme of research and conservation of the site and the
development of tourist facilities, the number of visitors is increasing at Soltaniyeh. For

the moment, however, there is no tourism pressure affecting the preservation of the site.

5e. Number of inhabitants within site, buffer zone

There is no recent record for the number of inhabitants in the modern town of
Soltaniyeh, but the latest one going back to a decade ago has recorded the number of ten

thousand.

5f. Other
Non Applicable
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6a. Key indicators for measuring state of conservation

The regular records left both by travellers account and restoration programs
constitute the main bulk of document for measuring the state of conservation of the site.
The monument known as the Mausoleum of Oljaytu presents some helpful indicators for
measuring the state of conservation of the site. First is the physical damage of the
monument. The cracks observed in different parts of the drum and the dome, especially in
upper and outer parts of the latter are good indicators for estimating the state of
conservation of the monument. Since the restoration, work done by Italian restorers a
huge scaffold has been installed on the dome for its regular restoration. The major
concern of the restoration programme in the 1960s was to stabilize the monument. Thus,
the foundations were repaired and strengthened. The upper parts (the staircases and
storeys) were also repaired and secured. The principal work was concentrated on the
consolidation of the dome that was in danger. The other key indicator is without doubt
the state in which are found various decorative parts of the monument. The tiles once
decorating the outer shell of the dome were for long time in a poor state of conservation.
The records indicate that almost the half of the decorated parts was destroyed. In regard
to interior decorations, they were badly preserved too until the recent restorations.
Restoration work was also done at Chelebi Oqlu’s mausoleum where the adjacent

building was in a poor state of conservation.

6b. Administrative arrangements for monitoring property

A regular inspection is carried out by the staff of the provincial office of Iranian
Cultural Heritage Organization in Zanjan (Zanjan Province) in tandem with the work at
the site which is fully managed and maintained by the director of the Soltaniyeh Project
and his team. The monitoring is exercised by a permanent member of the Project (Mr.
Ghorbanzadeh, the executive director of the Project) present at the site. Regular
inspections are carried out by the director of the Project whereas the physical protection

of the site and its monuments is undertaken by the local office in Zanjan.
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6¢c. Results of previous reporting exercises

The accounts left by travellers gives an important sequence of states in which the
site was found. Other records concerning the site of Soltaniyeh fall into two groups, one
restoration and conservation reports, the other archaeological excavation reports (see
bibliography). There is an entire series of restoration reports housed in the Institute of
Architecture, University of Shahid Beheshti (formerly Daneshgah-e Melli). Regular
reports concerning restoration work which have been carried out after 1979 have been
kept in the archive centre of the Cultural Heritage Organization of Iran. In 1989, a series
of archaeological excavations were carried out at the area surrounding the mausoleum of
Oljaytu on the aim of finding the rest of the stone platform of the monument (see
bibliography). The reports are also kept in the archive centre of the Cultural Heritage
organization of Iran.

For a list of all the records concerning the site, see the History and Development,

and also the bibliography.
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7a. photographs, slides, and where available, film/video

A whole series of pictures related to the site of Soltaniyeh has been inserted in the
text with reference to the picture number. The pictures, the source of which is not
mentioned, are provided by the Soltaniyeh Project. The list of the pictures named as

figures and put at the end of the file is as follows:

Fig. 1. General map of Iran and the location of Soltaniyeh.

Fig. 2. The Province of Zanjan where in Soltaniyeh lies.

Fig, 3. Map showing the site and its boundaries, that is core and buffer zones
(prepared and compiled by Ch. Adle and the Dastour Novin Society according to
the information provided by Mrs. Behrokh Borumandi).

Fig. 4. Al-Matraki’s miniatures showing the site of Soltaniyeh in the 16" century.
Fig. 5. The Dome of Soltaniyeh in 1860, water colour by Heinrich Brugsch.

Fig. 6. The Dome of Soltaniyeh in 1884, gravure by Jane Dieulafoy.

Fig. 7. The Mausoleum of Oljaytu from the north-west (photo: Ch. Adle)

Fig. 8. The Mausoleum of Oljaytu with the lower part of the stone platform.

Fig. 9. The Mausoleum of Oljaytu from the north-east with the torbat-khaneh (a),
the discovered vestiges of the stone platform (b).

Fig. 10. General view of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu and its surrounding area.

Fig. 11. East section of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 12. West section of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 13. North section of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 14. East-west section of Mausoleum of Oljaytu (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 15. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, section of the entrance (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 16. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, plan of the ground floor (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 17. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, plan from the first storey (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 18. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, plan from the second storey (after San Paolesi).
Fig. 19. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, plan of the upper storeys (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 20. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, plan of the ring round the dome with the minarets
(after San Paolesi).

Fig. 21. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, plan of the top of the monument showing the
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cracks on the dome (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 22. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, axonometric reconstruction (after San Paolesi).
Fig. 23. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, axonometric drawing with architectural details
(after San Paolesi).

Fig. 24. Four images of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu in the present state of
conservation.

Fig. 25. The Mausoleum of Oljaytu from the north with the torbat-khaneh
building and the discovered vestiges on the platform.

Fig. 26. The interior decoration of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu, roof of the upper
storey galleries.

Fig. 27. The inscription with the name of Soltan Mohammad Khodabandeh.

Fig. 28. The Mausoleum of Oljaytu, two pictures showing glazed brick and tiles
decoration.

Fig. 29. The Mausoleum of Oljaytu, the inscription on the intrados of the vaulted
niche of the east portico mentioning the name of Soltan Mohammad
Khodabandeh.

Fig. 30. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, the calligraphic decoration of the eastern portal
repeating the name of Mohammad and Ali.

Fig. 31. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, decoration of the vaulted roof of the upper storey
galleries.

Fig. 32. Mausoleum of Oljaytu, stalactite of the niches inside the drum.

Fig. 33. Decorated vaults of the niches.

Fig. 34. Fresco decoration of the vaults.

Fig. 35. Restoration work on one of the large niches.

Fig. 36. Decoration of the niches inside the drum.

Fig. 37. Plan showing the extent of the old city with the platform of the
Mausoleum of Oljaytu (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 38. The fortified enclosure of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu (after San Paolesi).
Fig. 39. The Mausoleum of Oljaytu and its fortified platform.

Fig. 40. Restoration work on one of the towers of the fortified platform of

Oljaytu’s mausoleum.
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Fig. 41. The Mausoleum of Chelebi Oghlu (photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 42. The Mausoleum of Chelebi Oghlu, detail of the portal (photo: Ch. Adle).
Fig. 43. The Mausoleum of Chelebi Oghlu, the restored part of the adjacent
building (photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 44. The Mausoleum of Molla Hassan Kashi (photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 45. The Mausoleum of Molla Hassan Kashi, detail of the interior decoration
(photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 46. The Mausoleum of Molla Hassan Kashi, the niche in the interior

(photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 47. The remains of the tomb of Ghazan Khan at Tappeh Nur, east of
Soltaniyeh (photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 48. The stone foundations of the tomb of Ghazan Khan at tappeh Nur
(photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 49. Prehistoric vestiges found at Tappeh Nur (photo: B. Heydarizadeh).

Fig. 50. One of the prehistoric pottery vessels found at Tappeh Nur.

7b. Copies of site management plans and extracts of other plans

relevant to the site

See the Management Plan in chapter 4.
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Mausoleum of Oljaytu (after San Paolesi).

Fig. 38. The fortified enclosure of the Mausoleum of Oljaytu (after San Paolesi).
Fig. 39. The Mausoleum of Oljaytu and its fortified platform.

Fig. 40. Restoration work on one of the towers of the fortified platform of
Oljaytu’s mausoleum.

Fig. 41. The Mausoleum of Chelebi Oghlu (photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 42. The Mausoleum of Chelebi Oghlu, detail of the portal (photo: Ch. Adle).
Fig. 43. The Mausoleum of Chelebi Oghlu, the restored part of the adjacent
building (photo: Ch. Adle).
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Fig. 44. The Mausoleum of Molla Hassan Kashi (photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 45. The Mausoleum of Molla Hassan Kashi, detail of the interior decoration
(photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 47. The remains of the tomb of Ghazan Khan at Tappeh Nur, east of
Soltaniyeh (photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 48. The stone foundations of the tomb of Ghazan Khan at tappeh Nur
(photo: Ch. Adle).

Fig. 49. Prehistoric vestiges found at Tappeh Nur (photo: B. Heydarizadeh).

Fig. 50. One of the prehistoric pottery vessels found at Tappeh Nur.
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