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Abstract

Humankind has always sought to improve the world in which it lives. To this end, human beings have envisioned an ideal
world and endeavored to bring it into existence. Among Western intellectual figures, Thomas More is regarded as one of the
earliest thinkers to discuss utopia and its defining characteristics. In Persian literary culture, Sohrab Sepehri likewise
repeatedly speaks of a city that appears idealistic and virtuous. The primary objective of the present study is to compare the
approaches of these two literary figures, one belonging to Western culture and the other having developed within an Eastern
cultural context. Employing a descriptive-analytical method and drawing on library-based sources, the present study found
that the utopias envisioned by More and Sepehri share several common characteristics, including “the happiness and
dynamism of the inhabitants,” “the people’s freedom from a propensity for violence and their affinity with nature,” “the
prioritization of others over oneself,” “the possession of erudition, civility, and humanity,” “the absence of class divisions
and discrimination,” “the lack of greed among the people,” and “a profound enthusiasm for the acquisition of knowledge.”
Furthermore, the descriptions offered by both literary figures incorporate a combination of epistemological and this-worldly
concerns. The convergence between their perspectives indicates that utopian beliefs are rooted in the human condition and
are not confined to any particular spatial or temporal context.

Keywords: ideal city, utopia, Thomas More, Sohrab Sepehri, ethics.
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT
The human aspiration to transcend the

deficiencies of existing social life and imagine
a more just, harmonious, and meaningful
world has been one of the enduring concerns
of philosophy, literature, political thought, and
religious reflection. Utopian thinking emerges
from dissatisfaction with prevailing social
conditions and from the desire to
conceptualize an alternative order in which
human dignity, justice, happiness, knowledge,
and moral conduct are given priority. In
Western intellectual history, Thomas More is
regarded as one of the most influential early
theorists of utopia, particularly through his

depiction of an ideal island society organized

OLSLy &S S o 2laiSl 1) e ol it o8 ) oy oS
s Sosa b Ul Jal oa s O

(13) 55 oUls Bl B b 3 L gL

& S domi

Sl 55 ol Gl S5, Ol Glaslie s h ol s
N U RS - QU A0kl sla S5 85l (S e
O paastls Ll sb Cuased 53 a8 &8 Conl ool o
5 kis asy, oo O35 oy aolsle ol
Sl ) s (6505 S D oLl R TEIEN
dslb jaas 5 OIS Ol aesll 5 ool ‘viah_ajs
! 3 (3salade 4 3ls BMen 5 3 50 Ols 3 o3l 35
Latls o w5 paiie mmes 203 G50k s O
3 Gusbahead (Ol 5 sse les 35 00 S de Lol
Sy Caasi 93 ol IS bl il (g e D]
5 ek a0 4 g (Glol Gl 4 D)
e 31 S e OT oS s copl b sl o) Sy gine
according to rational, ethical, and communal
principles. More’s utopia is not merely a
fictional setting but also a critical response to
the political, economic, and social disorders of
sixteenth-century England, offering both an
implicit critique of contemporary institutions
and a constructive model of a better social
order (1, 2). In Persian literary culture, Sohrab
Sepehri similarly presents recurring images of
an ideal city, village, garden, or existential
space characterized by purity, peace, spiritual
awareness, intimacy with nature, and
liberation from the alienating structures of
modern life. His poetry frequently contrasts the

desirable world of light, simplicity, sincerity,

and ecological harmony with a dystopian world
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marked by darkness, violence, social
fragmentation, spiritual emptiness, and
estrangement. Previous scholarship has
examined Sepehri’s utopian imagination from
mystical, sociopolitical, comparative, and
ecological perspectives, emphasizing his effort
to establish a meaningful relationship among
the human being, nature, other people, and
the divine (4, 6, 11). However, a systematic
comparison between the utopian ideas of
Thomas More and Sohrab Sepehri has
received limited scholarly attention. The
present study therefore seeks to identify the
shared characteristics of the ideal societies
represented by these two figures and to clarify
the intellectual and cultural implications of their
similarities.

The theoretical foundation of the study is
based on the concept of utopia as an imagined
society in which inhabitants live under ideal
conditions and in  which the major
shortcomings of actual social life have been
overcome. The term “utopia,” coined by
Thomas More, contains a semantic ambiguity
between “no place” and “good place,”
indicating both the fictional and aspirational
dimensions of the concept (2). Utopian
literature may therefore be understood as a
form of philosophical, religious, political, or
literary representation that constructs an
imaginary world superior to existing reality and
uses that world to evaluate, criticize, or
transform the present (12). In this framework,
utopia is not necessarily confined to political

institutions or economic arrangements; it may

also encompass moral Vvirtues, social
relationships, patterns of knowledge, spiritual
attitudes, and the relationship between
humanity and nature. Iranian utopian thought
has similarly been shaped by longstanding
ideals of justice, moral perfection, collective
well-being, and the virtuous  city,
demonstrating that the desire for an ideal
society is deeply rooted in Eastern as well as
Western intellectual traditions (1, 7). Sepehri’'s
poetic utopia is particularly notable for
combining  mystical insight, ecological
sensitivity, ethical simplicity, and an implicit
critigue of modern social conditions. His vision
is not constructed through a detailed political
constitution comparable to More’s island, but
through symbolic images of gardens, villages,
flowing water, sunlight, birds, children, and
enlightened human relationships. Scholars
have shown that Sepehri’'s ideal world is
simultaneously personal and social, mystical
and material, local and universal, and that it
reflects a silent objection to the political and
cultural conditions of his era (3, 10, 11).
Accordingly, the comparison of More and
Sepehri makes it possible to examine whether
utopian ideals transcend geographical,
historical, and cultural boundaries.

Methodologically, the study employs a
descriptive-analytical design with a
comparative orientation and is based on library
research. The principal corpus consists of
Thomas More’s Utopia and Sohrab Sepehri’'s
poetic collection Eight Books. The units of

analysis include those passages in More’s
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work and those poems or poetic fragments in
Sepehri’s oeuvre that explicitly or implicitly
describe the characteristics of an ideal society,
a virtuous community, an ideal human
relationship, or a desirable mode of life. The
identifying

recurrent utopian themes in both works,

analytical process involved
categorizing them according to conceptual
similarity, and comparing their moral, social,
cultural, and epistemological implications.
Particular attention was given to thematic
correspondences rather than formal literary
similarities, since More’'s work is a
philosophical and political prose narrative,
whereas Sepehri’'s representation is poetic,
symbolic, and often mystical. The research
also draws on earlier studies of Sepehri’s
utopianism and comparative literature to
contextualize  the findings. Previous
comparisons of Sepehri with other Persian,
Arab, and Western writers have demonstrated
that his utopian vision is characterized by
humanism, romanticism, spirituality, and the
rejection of oppression, poverty, and alienation
(6, 8, 9). Similarly, studies of More’s ideal
society have emphasized the centrality of
communal property,  justice, rational
education, moderation, and the regulation of
social conduct, while also drawing attention to
tensions between human dignity and social
control in his model (2, 5). By placing the two
works within a shared thematic framework, the
present study identifies seven principal areas
of convergence: happiness and social vitality,

nonviolence and love of nature, prioritization of

others, civility and humanity, the absence of
class discrimination, freedom from greed, and
commitment to knowledge.

The findings indicate that the first major
commonality is the importance of happiness,
vitality, and meaningful enjoyment in the ideal
society. More’s inhabitants pursue happiness
through a combination of religion, reason,
virtue, and legitimate pleasure, rejecting both
excessive austerity and superficial
gratification. Happiness is treated as a moral
and philosophical objective rather than as a
merely private or temporary emotion, and a
good society is one that enables individuals to
live peacefully, rationally, and joyfully (2).
Sepehri similarly associates ideal life with light,
music, freedom, openness, and spiritual
freshness, while his dystopian images are
characterized by darkness, silence, anxiety,
lifeless spaces, and the absence of warmth
and intimacy (13, 14). A second shared feature
is nonviolence and respect for nature. More
opposes unnecessary kiling because it
weakens human compassion and insists on
maintaining a healthy, clean, and orderly
environment  (2). Sepehri’'s  ecological
consciousness is even more explicit: nature is
treated as a living and intelligent presence,
animals are worthy of care, and human
spiritual well-being is inseparable from
harmonious interaction with water, soil, trees,
birds, and rural landscapes (13). The third
commonality is the prioritization of others over
oneself. More’s utopians consider service to

others, care for the sick, maintenance of public
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infrastructure, and sacrifice for the common
good to be forms of piety and humanity.
Sepehri likewise imagines a morally awakened
individual who brings light, hope, beauty, and
compassion to the poor, the sick, the
marginalized, and the emotionally distressed.
In both works, the ideal society cannot be
achieved through individual prosperity alone;
collective well-being is a necessary condition
of genuine happiness and moral fulfillment.

The analysis further demonstrates that More
and Sepehri attach central importance to
civility, education, humanity, equality,
moderation, and knowledge. In More’s
account, Utopus transforms an uncultivated
population into a civilized and humane
community through institutions, laws, and
moral education, suggesting that the essence
of an ideal society lies not in military power or
material wealth but in cultural refinement and
rational conduct (2). In Sepehri’s poetic world,
authenticity replaces hypocrisy, children
possess deep understanding, poets inherit
wisdom and light, and language is purified of
insult and hostility (13). Both writers also
criticize class inequality. More describes cities
with similar architecture, common laws,
shared language, and relatively equal
standards of living, while Sepehri depicts
poverty, deprivation, labor, and unfulfilled
desire as signs of a dystopian social order. His
images of empty boats, weary workers,
longing, and death reveal the destructive
psychological consequences of economic

inequality (13). Another point of convergence

is the rejection of greed. More’s communal
system eliminates the fear of deprivation and
therefore reduces accumulation, competition,
and selfish ownership, whereas Sepehri
associates the ideal village with limited
consumption, modest boundaries, and the use
of nature only according to genuine need (2,
13). Finally, both thinkers regard knowledge as
indispensable to human flourishing. More’s
inhabitants are tireless in intellectual activity,
welcome skilled and knowledgeable visitors,
and apply science to improve social welfare.
Sepehri’'s “garden of knowledge” similarly
symbolizes an environment in which
awareness, insight, and spiritual
understanding surround human life. Although
More’'s epistemology is more rational,
institutional, and practical, and Sepehri's is
more intuitive, poetic, and mystical, both
consider ignorance incompatible with the ideal
society.

In conclusion, the comparative examination of
Thomas More’s Utopia and Sohrab Sepehri’'s
poetry reveals a substantial convergence
between two utopian visions that emerged
from different cultural, historical, and literary
contexts. Both figures imagine an ideal society
founded on moral Vvirtue, happiness,
compassion, social responsibility, equality,
moderation, intellectual development, and
respect for the natural world. Their approaches
differ in form and emphasis: More presents a
structured social and political model in prose,
whereas Sepehri constructs a symbolic,

spiritual, and ecological vision through poetry.
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Nevertheless, both reject violence, greed,
discrimination, alienation, and ignorance as
major obstacles to human flourishing. The
central shared principle in their thought is the
primacy of ethics, and their proposed path
toward the ideal society involves the
simultaneous cultivation of the self, care for
others, reverence for nature, and commitment
to knowledge and spirituality. The similarities
between their views suggest that utopian
aspiration is not confined to a specific
civilization, geographical region, or historical
period, but originates in a universal human
desire to overcome suffering and construct a
more dignified form of collective life. Sepehri’s
repeated use of dystopian imagery also gives
his poetry a particularly comparative function,
encouraging readers to measure the existing
world against a morally superior alternative.
More, by contrast, develops his ideal society
through a more systematic description of
institutions and communal arrangements.
Taken together, their works show that the
imagination of a better world requires attention
to both material and cognitive needs and that
an authentic utopia must integrate social
justice, ethical conduct, spiritual depth,

ecological harmony, and intellectual freedom.
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