
First Critical Response to Kaveh Farrokh’s “A Case of Historical Misconceptions”

Generally a very well researched but somewhat paranoid look at “The Question of 
Azerbaijan” ... . Thus I believe that the “Peters Map” [of Lieutenant-Colonel Ralph Peters; see 
Conclusion - Ed.] first appeared as the cover to The Atlantic, and while not a joke, was less 
than perfectly  serious. ... That said, I would not hesitate to share this article with my students 
as a nice scan of relations between (historical) Iran and Republic of Azerbaijan, as well as a 
good study of how ethnicity and language are malleable.

- Prof. Thomas Goltz (Political Science & Caucasus), Montana State University 

Second Critical Response to Kaveh Farrokh’s “Case of Historical Misconceptions”

The author has some strong points and I basically agree with the thrust of his argument. The 
idea that the region north of the Aras River was referred to normally as “Azerbaijan” is indeed 
a fiction. It was not generally referred to as a geographical unit, but, as the author points out, 
by the various khanates which made up this region. Yet the author defeats his purpose by 
broad-brush techniques, leading to some factual errors, misinterpretations and polemical 
over-reach.

Thus the author at one point [in section ‘Origins of “Greater Azerbaijan” Thesis’ - Ed.] claims 
that calling the area in the South Caucasus north of the Aras River as “North Azerbaijan” was 
a Soviet idea, and then, a few paragraphs later, attributes it (rightly) to the Mussavat 
government which preceded it by two years. 

The author cites secondary sources on Akinji [spelled Akinci by the author - Ed.] and Molla 
Nasr od-Din [spelled Mulla Nasrredin by the author - Ed.]. Having read both journals cover to 
cover, I assure you that he is mistaken on their content. Moreover, the idea that the Tsarist 
officials were backing these journals is without foundation. The editor of Akinji had warm 
relations with enlightened thinkers in Iran and showed no prejudice against Iran at all, much 
less did he attack Iranian culture. It survived on the good will of wealthy Caucasian Muslims, 
and collapsed when their limited public spirit could not bear the strain of supporting such 
an enterprise. It should be mentioned that during the journal’s existence, Tsarist Russia was 
in an alliance with Iran against the Ottomans. 

Molla Nasr od-Din was similarly not a project of the Tsarist government, which found its 
provocative attacks against the Muslim clergy (whose cooperation it sought) to be a nuisance 
and once or twice closed it down for this reason. Nor did the Tsarist government encourage it 
to attack Iran. On the contrary, it expressed its displeasure with the journal’s hostile attitude 
toward Iran. The idea that the Tsarist government was promoting pan-Turkism to defeat 
Iranian culture is similarly fanciful. The Tsarist government had a policy of malignant neglect 
towards Turkish culture, ignoring its development in the schools in favor of a policy of 
Russification."

- Prof. Evan Siegel (Mathematics, Middle East & Caucasus), New Jersey City University
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