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ABS TRACT: This research seeks to answer what process should be done for a comprehensive analysis and s tudy 
of producing urban space. The research method of the present s tudy is influenced by the qualitative nature of the 
research ques tion and to explain a conceptual framework. It has been prepared based on the analytical-descriptive 
method and sources. Data collection was done by documentary and library methods, and a three-s tep process was 
performed. In the firs t s tage, document analysis and direct observation of urban spaces and review of some of the lates t 
research and global experiences of urban space production have been used, which makes the reliability and validity of 
the research guaranteed by triangulation of evidence sources. In the second s tage, an analytical framework related to 
producing and reproducing urban space, which includes four general layers, has been developed by summarizing and 
analyzing them. Then, in the third s tage, the sub-layers of this framework with emphasis on power relations (influence) 
of related actors have been refined, and the proposed model of space production has been developed. The production 
and reproduction of space in the city consis t of 4 layers. These four s tages mus t be examined to s tudy the production 
or reproduction of a specific area. 1-Geographical context (natural context), 2-Time, 3-Formal urban planning sys tem, 
4-Social organization or networks of actors (or s takeholders). In this s tudy, a model for s tudying the production of 
different urban spaces has been proposed from the collection of findings and analyses.
Keywords: Space production, Space production process, Urban space, Lefebvre, Space production layers.

INTRODUCTION
Urban space has always been a place of many opportunities 
and challenges that people mus t cons tantly interact with its 
s tructures in their daily lives. These fundamental interactions 
raise various issues in urban spaces (Giroux, 2015, 1). 
According to (Shokri Firoozjah & Adabi Firoozjaei, 2020), 
it requires accurate knowledge of the phenomenon. Studies 
show that urban spaces within emerging economies have 
changed completely through political, economic, and cultural 
fluctuations by changing their organization and functions, as 
has happened in developed cities (Mandeli, 2019). Urban and 
public spaces and their personalities changed because they 
no longer acted as facilitators of social interactions and were 
merely dedicated to useful purposes. Thus, they los t their 
his torical role as places where people could mingle (Hall, 
2002).

*Corresponding Author Email: rafiei_m@modares.ac.ir

                      
International Journal of  Architecture and Urban Development
 Vol. 12,  No.2, P 31-44. Spring 2022

On the other hand, the weakness of local management and 
the limitation of legal power caused the change of character of 
urban spaces and their deterioration. These have changed the 
socio-spatial context, los t the sense of local identity, created 
unusable urban spaces, and have raised major ques tions 
about how such spaces respond to people's needs and wishes 
(Mandeli, 2010). However, many authors agree that socio-
economic changes can be unders tood through changes in the 
organization of urban space (Harvey, 1973; Lefebvre, 1991). 
According to Lefebvre, the method of production is important 
in determining how space will be seen (Asadi Mahal Chali, 
2018, 19). Many of these ways of imagining, perceiving, and 
living in space reflect the unequal dynamics of human society. 
Space can be considered economically as a form of ownership, 
especially through the concept of land, as the s trategic military 
issue of the earth, and it can be unders tood as a political 
conception of territory (Asadi Mahal Chali, 2018, 45).
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Examining the exis ting literature and researches and theories 
proposed by different thinkers of the world, the fact becomes 
clear that various elements are involved in the production and 
reproduction of urban space, and produced or reproduced urban 
spaces are cons tantly changing and evolving due to various 
factors in the dimensions of place, time and political factors and 
power s tructures and governance and economic conditions and 
capitalis t, social and cultural factors and the environment. And 
the set of relationships between different actors causes different 
developments in these spaces. Therefore, the analysis and 
s tudy of the production of urban space, which is a completely 
interdisciplinary subject with many different, complicated, and 
interrelated aspects, city designers mus t accept the fact that 
expert planning, as a fixed form of the physical dimensions 
of a place, cannot prepare the city development to address 
all possibilities (Wiese et al., 2014). Therefore, the s tudy, 
discovery, and awareness of the relationships and currents that 
occur in these spaces, in other words, research in producing 
urban space, can have more effective and useful effects in 
planning and guiding these spaces. Given this issue, the 
importance of this point becomes clear that to plan and achieve 
urban production and development for all s trata, it is necessary 
to s tudy and explore the unique way of producing space and 
power relations of actors in each place and time. For this s tudy, 
it is necessary to define and formulate a framework and basic 
indicators taking into account the set of factors influencing the 
production of space in the city to help planners analyze how to 
produce urban spaces and determine urban space development 
goals in individual areas.
It is necessary to move away from general and vague s tudies 

to unders tand these complexities. By focusing and highlighting 
an area of these dimensions in each research, finally, a more 

complete and better unders tanding can be achieved. As a 
result, urban planning will have more desirable action, and the 
production of urban spaces will be more desirable, humane, 
and jus tice-oriented. Accordingly, this s tudy seeks to provide 
a general framework for the s tudy and analysis of all types 
of urban space in the next s tep, and it is focused on the field 
of urban space production actors and their power relations in 
that they are manifes ted as a result of their spatial reflection 
and influence in space. And it refines the proposed framework 
and completes it with the perspective that ultimately provides 
a model or pattern of production and reproduction of urban 
space to be used in the analysis and s tudy of various urban 
spaces. Because, as Patsy Healey emphasizes, planning 
sys tems and actions play an important role in supporting local 
communities in managing their collective action, especially in 
achieving quality of life, social economy, and social equality. 
An environment in their common spaces (Healey, 2006), from 
this perspective, seems necessary to pay special attention to 
the process and manner of production of urban spaces. ( Fig.1)

Research Background
Various researchers have conducted s tudies in this field in 

the conflict of production, reproduction, management, and 
guidance of urban space. One of the mos t important of these 
s tudies is that of Matthew Carmona. Carmona et al. (2008, 
66-67) provide a conceptual framework of public space 
management that includes the four main components of 
"regulation," "inves tment," "maintenance," and "coordination." 
This framework provides a useful tool for analyzing public 
space management activities. But the disadvantage of this 
framework is that it does not explain the relationships of 
competing s takeholders in shaping public space. In particular, 

Fig.1: Theoretical framework of research
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it fails to explain how the general public participates in the 
process. In addition, the role of different planning and design 
sys tems - an important determinant of how to create and use 
public space - is not well described in the framework. Carmona 
(2014), in another s tudy on public spaces in London, introduced 
a new theory of urban design process called "continuity of 
shaping space." He based his theory on time and place, a 
continuous and dynamic process. Carmona argues that places 
are formed for use or formed through their use, meaning that 
even unconscious interventions such as those of ordinary users 
are part of shaping and transforming trends. The Carmona 
model has three layers power, politics, and place. It places great 
emphasis on contextual factors, his tory, and power relations. 
The Carmona model has three layers power, politics, and place. 
It places great emphasis on contextual factors, his tory, and 
power relations. This model (Carmona, 2014) shows four types 
of processes of shaping a place: "design, development, space 
(or place) in use and management" by emphasizing that these 
processes are circular and, in practice, they often overlap. 
Patsy Healey, a Dis tinguished Professor in the School 

of Architecture, Planning and Landscape, University of 
Newcas tle, UK, who is currently working on management 
transformation processes and the nature and function of 
s trategic spatial planning, argues in her book (Planning 
Participatory: Shaping places in scattered communities), 
emphasizes the analysis of 4 items and pays attention to 1- 
context, 2- process, 3- approach to social theory and power, 
and 4- development of ins titutionalism (Healey, 2003). Eissa et 
al. (2019) address this issue in a s tudy that how the remaining 
spaces are intervened through formal and informal processes. 
By taking a qualitative approach, the paper arrives at an 
analytical framework. The proposed framework examines the 
views of previous scholars through Lefebvre's point of view. 
The framework also tracks the allocated space-time factor in a 
three-phase interval representing the metamorphic acquisition 
process (Eissa et al., 2019). Shen et al. (2021) have theoretically 
and practically cons tructed an analytical framework called the 
Urban Reproduction Engine Model. The city government and 
the urban regeneration operator act as dual engines of urban 
regeneration. This dual-engine increases social capital in the 
recons truction process and promotes government, companies, 
residents, social organizations, and financial ins titutions (Shen 
et al., 2021). Spyra et al. (2021) analyzes land cover changes 
related to peri-urban open spaces in the case s tudy regions and, 
using their research results, provided recommendations for 
regional policy-makers who are willing to pay more attention 
to the protection of peri-urban open spaces (Spyra et al.,2021).
research by Kheyroddin and Hedayatifard, aims to conduct 
the conceptual and methodological framework for the analysis 
of the exclusive space production as a social phenomenon in 
North of Iran with the help of critical realism perspective in 
discursive ins titutionalism approach. This could be a significant 
guideline for further spatial evolution in coas tal urban areas 
(Kheyroddin & Hedayatifard, 2018). Lee critically examines 

theories on the production of space by considering how urban 
forms are produced through socio-spatial processes.
The paper argues that urban design should facilitate assemblage 

thinking, addressing multi-layered significance and human 
value of space and a unified vision and socio-economic goals of 
cities (Lee, 2022). Ghulyan presents a comprehensive review 
of the applications of Lefebvre's artis tic theories of space in 
Turkey. This paper maps related s tudies through intensive 
search and literature screening, research topic, geographical and 
his torical scope, and the conceptual framework and concepts 
used in presenting Lefebvre spatial frameworks' general trends 
and application patterns. This article presents a comprehensive 
review of Lefebvre's theory of space production in Turkish 
texture. This scientific s tudy is a "map" of applying Lefebvre 
theories of space in the Turkish texture (Ghulyan, 2019). The 
initial propositions of "space production" have been developed 
by a wide range of scientis ts (Brenner & Elden, 2009; Elden 
et al., 2003; Gottdiener, 1987, 1993; Kipfer, 2002; Merrifield, 
2013; Shields, 2005; Soja, 1996; Stanek, 2011). Thus, today, 
Lefebvre's theoretical concepts of space have become the core 
of any research on the theoretical and practical aspects. With 
the popularity of Lefebvre's theory of space production in space 
and space research, especially in research that begins with the 
use of different Lefebvre concepts in specific cases, one can find 
a variety of interes ting interpretations and contextualization 
related concepts. The theory of space production by Lefebvre 
(1991) consis ts of two main frameworks related to s tructure: 
the firs t refers to the periodicity of the space framework and 
includes absolute space, sacred space, his torical space, abs tract 
space, paradoxical space, and differential space, and the second 
refers to the three spatial frameworks which include spatial 
methods (perceived space), representations of space (imagined 
space), and representational space (lived space). It can be seen 
that the triple spatial framework is the mos t common reference 
to Lefebvre concepts (Baş, 2010; Çınar, 2014; Gegelioğlu & 
Aydınlı, 2014; Karakaya, 2010; Turhanoglu, 2010; Batuman, 
2003; Baydar et al., 2016; Ağlargöz, 2016; Yildiz, 2016).

Theoretical Framework
Production and reproduction of space: Production" has several 

meanings and definitions in various sources. But its relatively 
comprehensive meaning can be considered as follows: A process 
and the output of a process. These two aspects of production 
are relevant to many activities in such spaces because they 
often have a hidden and illegal side (Farabi-Asl et al., 2021). 
Reflecting on the concept of reproduction or recons truction, 
basically, in any geographical space, natural and human 
processes and currents in it and outside causes dynamism and 
change (recons truction) to become an intrinsic element of a 
space. (Shokouei, 2014, 213). Therefore, recons truction is 
a qualitative change from one situation or pattern to another 
(Lashgari Tafreshi, 2017). 
His torical time or periods (one of the main layers of the space 

production process): What is interes ting and important in all 
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eras is that in each period, according to the time and conditions, 
new urban spaces of that period have been created and also the 
previous urban spaces have evolved. Combining the concept 
of space with these complexities has made thinkers unable to 
define it fully. It can be inferred that space is a relative and 
ambiguous concept whose boundaries of analysis are infinite. 
Space is a vas t space full of various meanings, symbols, and 
signs. It can be said that space is a flowing and ever-evolving 
concept rather than something quantified and measurable 
(Rafieian et al., 2017; Tavassoli & Bonyadi, 2007). According 
to Harvey, human evolution has been nothing but the his tory 
of transforming the natural environment into an artificial 
environment. Hence any attempt (intellectual-practical), 
inevitably from "dialectical action" with -and- based on space 
and the generalization of "ontology," "epis temology," and 
"methodology," is in the context of the his torical geography 
of the city. She presents such an unders tanding concept of 
incomprehensible language under the title of "dialectic of social 
processes - spatial forms" (Hataminejad and Shurcheh, 2015:1). 
Cities have undergone a fundamental transformation over time 
and following the economic and managerial conditions and 
derived from the ideology of the ruling sys tem. In other words, 
in each period, different political, economic, and social forces, 
with a special mechanism, have influenced the organization 
and spatial s tructure of the city and have sought to produce 
urban spaces in line with their views and ideas (Tavakolinia & 
Zarghami, 2018). In other words, it can be said that the built 
urban environment is mainly the physical product of a social, 
economic, and political process (Munshifwa & Mooya, 2014 ).
In her attempts to link urban planning theories with action 

and what is happening in reality, Patsy Healey examines urban 
complexities, relationships and actions, and spatial s trategies 
that coordinate with the time factor (Healey, 2018).On the other 
hand, it has a special emphasis on processes and their discovery 
and identification. In her famous book, Collaborative Planning, 
Healey argues that all planning activities involve some 
interactive relationships and a kind of governance process, 
and she s tates that in her work on policy implementation in 
the 1980s, she has identified different types of these "process 
forms" (Healey, 1990). This book aims to discuss process forms 
in economic, social, and environmental dynamics and translate 
them into ins titutionalized governance processes. She has tried 
to provide an approach to evaluate process forms in terms of 
material consequences and their possible effects on people's 
sense of themselves (identity) (Healey, 2003). The development 
of space created by different elements to meet human needs 
creates a continuous evolution of space over time. Therefore, 
this approach deals with individual and group experience, 
from physical and social aspects of public space. Individuals 
and groups share experiences and interpretations that share 
common social, cultural, and physiological characteris tics 
and needs and should be reflected in the physical urban space 
inappropriate elements (Widiyas tuti, 2013). Unders tanding 
the urban space during certain periods provides significant 

information. Unders tanding this trend through important 
his torical periods is important concerning the development of 
a city (Widiyas tuti, 2013). Therefore, the s tudy of his torical 
periods and attention to the time factor are the main items in 
the analysis of urban space production. 
Geographical context: Human societies' beliefs, thoughts, 

and actions combined with the natural context are the source 
of meaning and identity for a space. Thus the geographical 
ecosys tem includes deformed space inhabited by humans 
and human ins titutions. These changes' direction, extent, and 
intensity are regulated, managed, and controlled by actors and 
decision-making ins titutions (Lashgari Tafreshi et al., 2017). 
In general, space results from the interaction of biological and 
natural foundations and political and cultural s tructures and the 
product of power, decision, and management. The influence 
of these components on each other is one of the sources 
of spatial differences. Therefore, the characteris tics of the 
power governing space are one of the mos t important factors 
determining the performance and progress of a space (Lashgari 
Tafreshi et al., 2017). After examining eleven cities-regions in 
the world, Simmonds and Hack Conclude that the process and 
even the spatial organization form of the metropolitan area take 
on a specific and local form under the influence of two specific 
factors and cons traints: Physical factors related to the natural 
context and political factors, or more precisely the prevailing 
governance culture in each metropolitan area (Simmond &  
Hack, 2000, 260-261). 
Space production and its processes and relationships from 

Lefebvre's perspective (the mos t cited theory of space 
production in recent decades): It is very important to know 
and analyze space through the goals and processes that have 
consolidated it. These goals and processes are prepared and 
implemented by exis ting s tructures, laws, and ins titutions that 
greatly impact creating injus tice (Rafieian et al., 2019). Thus, 
the production of urban space is a complex and multifaceted 
concept that has been the subject of various approaches and 
interpretations, the mos t central of which is Lefebvre's triple. 
Lefebvre links space production with time and politics and 
analyzes the social process of space production in three parts: 
spatial routine, spatial representations, and representation 
spaces (Table 1). Thus, he considers space a social product 
that arises from human relations with each other (Fanni & 
Mahmoudi, 2018). 
Lefebvre's fundamental preoccupation with space analysis 

attempts to reconcile two dis tinct and competing perceptions: 
mental and physical space. In other words, from Lefebvre's 
point of view, space is neither purely mental nor objective, but 
rather it is a social reality that can be called a set of relationships 
and forms. His three concepts express the same attention. Space 
is the dialectical product of spatial practices, representations of 
space, and spaces of representation. Lefebvre argues that valid 
knowledge of space mus t address the issue of space production 
and therefore mus t consider both representational spaces and 
representations of space, but mos t importantly, mus t address 
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their interrelationships and their connection to social practice 
(Lefebvre, 1991, 36; Zhelnits, 2014, 115-117). For Lefebvre, 
space is also a hegemonic tool that the ruling class uses to 
produce to reproduce its domination. Space is a social product. 
Therefore, the space produced in this way is also used as a tool 
of thought and action, and in the same way that it is a tool of 
production, it is also a tool of control and thus domination and 
power (Lefebvre, 1991, 41). For Lefebvre, space is not neutral 
and is produced by power processes. Mechanisms of power 
for the reproduction of social relations create segregation 
and hierarchy in urban spaces (Shalchi et al., 2016). Lefebvre 
believes that each community creates its own space according 
to its production method. Thus, each action society has a 
specific space that creates a specific space (Sharepour, 2014: 
172), which means that spatiality is the objectification of 
social aspects. All the activities of different groups are part 
of the process of self-allocation. The level of agency and 
activity of individuals and the possibility of being present in 
each of the three spaces, which are essential components of 
space production, varies depending on the contexts provided 
by the mentioned spaces (Yazdanian and Dadashpour, 2016). 
Lefebvre claims that the bourgeoisie and its political creature, 
the government, produced and took over urban space and then 
used it as the mos t important ideological weapon of power 
(Jacobs, 2008, 26), cited in (Khojamlee et al., 2016). 
Classifying Urban Space Generation Data to Create an 

Analytical Framework: To unders tand many aspects of a 
complex world, we need to expand our conceptual frameworks 
to accommodate dynamic requirements and robus tness 
(Mitchell, 2012). Complex realities simply require a complex 
intellectual apparatus. Cities are always in a certain place and 
at a certain time. (Radovic, 2016). The city is nothing beyond 
its spaces, so each city space is produced and reproduced in its 
own time, place, and geography. Until recently, many sciences 
have adopted "s trategies involving reductive explanations 
to simplify many of the complexities of nature to unders tand 
them" (Radovic, 2016). The problem is, of course, even more 
apparent in s tudies of built environments because they involve 
both the complexities of environmental sys tems and the 

relationships between human and social power. It is precisely 
this excellent quality that creates the layer that produces human 
context (Radovic, 2016). The human mind works primarily by 
trying to impose the meaning of the world through the use 
of cognitive classification and categorizations (Widiyas tuti, 
2013); in the case of urban space production, achieving a 
process with the categorization of influential factors can be 
helpful in the s tudy, discovery, and recognition of urban space 
production, which is also the purpose of this s tudy. As found in 
the research, one of the mos t important factors emphasized by 
thinkers, which is effective in the production and reproduction 
of urban space, is the factor of the geographical context. The 
next item emphasized by researchers and experts is the factor 
of time. On the other hand, in addition to these natural factors, 
human groups play a dynamic and ever-changing role in this 
cycle by taking advantage of the laws and under the banner 
of political and economic elements. Therefore, in general, the 
mos t important, general, and comprehensive items emphasized 
on the production and reproduction of urban space can be 
summarized in four items:1-Geographical background or space 
2- Time (or his torical periods) 3- (official) planning sys tem 4- 
Network of actors.
The important point in the item or layer of actors and the 

planning sys tem that is often involved in politics, whether 
involuntary or not, is the issue of power and access to power. 
In access to power, power sources or tools of power are often 
variable rather than s table (Parent & Deephouse, 2007). 
Therefore, it is necessary to be cons tantly aware of the power 
relations between the actors concerning the actors. What 
happens in the background of power relations and s tructures 
is that without deceptive ideas, power relations and s tructures 
are not produced and reproduced. Without collective s tructures 
of power, these ideas, contrary to real needs and interes ts, will 
not be formed and disseminated (Lukes, 2014, 10). In other 
words, the proceedings and actions of the actors are done by 
using the sources of power available to influence and change 
the direction that is in line with the real needs of society. In 
the literature on the discourse of power, it is argued that there 
are three dimensions of power (Lukes, 1974:11). The firs t 

Perceived spaceImagined space (representation of space)Living space (representational space)

-The material dimension of 
activity
-Perception by the five senses
-The objective and concrete 
aspect of space

Abs tract space-
-Paper space and three-dimensional drawings
-Image of space
-At the level of discourse and speech
-Descriptions, definitions, and espe-
cially scientific theories of space
Fields of architecture and geographical plan--
ning
Corporate space, planners, politicians-

-The symbolic dimension of space
-Refers to a superior power, logos, govern-
ment, masculine or feminine principle
-The mediator through which the body interacts 
with other bodies (Gottdiener, 1993, 131)
-Community Relations
-The matter is lived
-Social memories
-Spatial experiences

Table 1: Components of Lefebvre's theory of space production (Shiee et al., 2017)
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dimension is what is visible; the second dimension includes 
the rules, modes, media, and methods that es tablish or provide 
a platform for what is visible; and the third dimension is deep 
social s tructures that are based on rules (Lukes,1974) cited in 
(Kivits, 2013). In this evolutionary trajectory of power, in the 
1970s, the sociologis t Steven Lukes, by emphasizing the role of 
ideas and beliefs in shaping the basic desires of others, presents 
the third face of power, and he highlights "real interes ts" as a 
radical concept of interes ts. Urban space-producing discourses 
are produced by urbanites with significant sociopolitical power 
in their respective fields who use dis tinctive discourse tools 
to enhance the usefulness and efficiency of discourse, Using 
their power and influence to have a hegemonic influence on 
urban public space development (Mullenbach, 2022), and this 
power does not come from wealth per se. Power resides in 
the ownership of space and control over spatial arrangements. 
Hence, the tenants do not have access to power even though 
they may have considerable wealth and cannot access the 
supers tructure of community power (Suryanarayan, 2021).

 MATERIALS AND METHOD
The present research method is influenced by the qualitative 

nature of the research ques tion. To explain a conceptual 
framework, it has been prepared and adjus ted based on the 
s tudy of sources and the analytical-descriptive method. In 
other words, this research follows an exploratory-descriptive 
perspective by adopting qualitative research methods to deepen 
and imply the researched phenomenon (Marshall & Rossman, 
2006). A multi-method approach includes library s tudies and 
brains torming, semi-s tructured interviews with urban planners 
and experts to develop a framework for urban space production 
analysis. It has been developed through three consecutive, 
empirical s teps (Fig 2).
Step 1: To collect the required information and in line with 

the explanatory purpose of the article, Library s tudies and 
s tudy of global experiences in the production of urban spaces 
and direct observation of urban spaces done. And then, using 
brains torming among experts, to identify the main factors 
influencing the production of urban space, a general lis t of key 
factors was identified. This attention ensures the reliability and 
validity of the research by triangulating the sources of evidence 
(Creswell, 2014:43). In other words, a multiple case s tudy 

of research orientation was adopted through data collection 
methods to ensure triangulation of different sources of 
evidence (Eisenhardt, 1989). Step 2: Interviews with selected 
urban management and urban planners were performed 
to complement the lis t of factors identified in Step 1. The 
interviews were semi-s tructured. The draft framework from 
s tep one and the three resulting ques tions identified through 
the brains torming served as a basis for the ques tions to the 
interviewees as the interviewees had different backgrounds and 
experiences related to the production of space; consequently, 
the ques tions and follow-up ques tions varied. An analytical 
framework related to how urban space is produced and 
reproduced, including four general layers, was developed 
by summarizing and analyzing them. Step 3: the sub-layers 
of this model or framework, emphasizing related actors' 
power relations (influence), were examined. Triangulation of 
collected data (Mathison, 1988); Data from brains torming, 
Semi-s tructured interviews, and conversation sessions were 
combined to the final framework, and the proposed model of 
space production was developed to facilitate urban planners to 
grasp the complex set of issues related to how urban space is 
produced in urban areas. It can be used to analyze and discover 
what is behind the production of urban spaces. Also, it can 
be used to better plan, manage and direct the reproduction 
of these spaces and make these spaces more responsive and 
efficient for different s trata. The framework was validated by 
submitting the obtained results from the previous s teps to the 
participants (20 experts) and obtaining final comments through 
virtual conversations (via WhatsApp and Skype messengers) 
and face-to-face conversations.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
By reviewing interior and foreign researches and examining 

the opinions of thinkers of different periods during the 
evolution of urban planning theories, as well as by considering 
and examining the processes of production and reproduction 
of several urban spaces in times and place, it is revealed 
that different factors are influential in the production and 
reproduction of space. Although, according to Harvey, the 
production of each space causes the production of space 
differently, it is not only the production method that affects the 
type of space but in the production of any space in the city; 

Fig.2: Research Methods 
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there are four main factors or layers that the overlap of these 
four layers creates its current space. This flow can be s tated in 
the following process: to examine a particular area's production 
or reproduction, these four s teps (Figure 3) should be examined 
as follows in that area. These influential layers are: 
1. Geographical context (natural context): Each area, based on 

the geography of that area, has a form and characteris tics. For 
example, a piece of fores t or desert land or plain;
2. Time: Different his torical periods, through their passage, 

have created changes in this area or, in other words, the exis ting 
context.
3- Formal urban planning sys tem: The process of preparing 

the plan, approving the plan, and implementing the plan is done 
by specialized agents involved in urban planning and urban 
management under the exis ting macro-planning sys tem of the 
country at a time.
4- Social organization or networks of actors (or s takeholders): 

During the mentioned processes, which means during the 
process of preparing a plan, approving a plan, and implementing 
a plan, various actors in different fields, by creating a network 
of interrelationships, influence the production or reproduction 
of the space of the desired area. These actors, with different 
powers, have different influences at different levels, and the 
relationships they form with each other fluidly transfer power 
(and, in other words, the ability to do what they want). 
 These actors use resources or tools or (according to Hillier) 

mediators to exercise their power according to their motives, 
interes ts, and benefits. These four layers are in a dialectical 
relationship, and none of them alone creates a space. As 
Harvey has pointed out, time and space cannot be unders tood 
independently of social action, and power relations and 
social and economic factors are embedded in spatial actions. 

Therefore, we encounter the triples of these layers in a specific 
geographical space, and each of these four layers can be 
the subject of an independent s tudy. (Figure 4) and (Figure 
5) illus trates this process. As mentioned in the Theoretical 
Foundations section, examining the power relations of urban 
space production actors, these three levels of the urban 
planning sys tem in Iran (plan preparation, plan approval, and 
plan implementation) can be considered similar to Steven 
Lukes's three-dimensional power model. Perhaps it is safe to 
say that the actor layer is the mos t important or effective layer 
of this 4-layer model of production and reproduction of space 
in the city because, in fact, each of the other layers also makes 
sense with this layer, and the slightes t change in this layer, that 
is, a change in the type of change in the approach of the actors, 
will have a fundamental impact on the production method 
and the planning sys tem in different periods. A review of the 
texts and opinions of contemporary thinkers shows that it is 
important that a fundamental change has taken place in the role 
and position of these space production actors. Among the main, 
powerful, and influential actors are the government in different 
periods. But gradually, and especially in the contemporary era, 
a change in the concept of power has emerged alongside the 
change in the concept of the s tate as an actor in power.                                                                                                                                     
These four layers of space production can be considered 

in relative conformity with Lefebvre's triple view of space 
production (Figure 6); thus, the firs t and second layers are 
related to Lefebvre's firs t view, that is, the spatial routine, 
the third layer (formal planning sys tem for preparing a plan-
approval of design and execution) is related to Lefebvre's 
second view on space production, which is the representation 
of space, and the fourth layer (actors), is related to Lefebvre's 
third view, the space of representation.

Fig. 3: 4layer process of space production under the influence of influential factors 
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Fig. 4: The process of space production under the influence of influential factors

Fig. 5: Layers of space production under the influence of influential factors 
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CONCLUSION
This should be considered that in previous research, a model for 

examining the production and reproduction of different types of 
urban spaces has not been presented from the perspective of this 
research. In this s tudy, a model for examining the production 
of different urban spaces is sugges ted from the collection of 
findings and analyses. In other words, the four-layer process 
of space production, which was discussed in the previous 
section, is examined here with emphasis on the power relations 
of the actors, and sub-layers or sub-items are also discussed 
(Figure7). The proposed model includes four main components: 
1- Geographical context 2- Time (his torical periods) 3- Actors 
(s takeholders and influential people), 4- Governance s tructure 
and sub-components related to each. This model or framework 
places particular emphasis on underlying factors.
Over time, numerous s takeholders and influential people 

(actors) influence the production and reproduction of urban 
space. The power of actors in the production of urban space 
is manifes ted in their influence in the creation and formation 
of space. This influence occurs through the action of each 
actor. The action takes place under the influence of thought and 
approach and the actor's goals, interes ts, and benefits through 
(or using) tools or sources of power, including material, formal 
and legal sources and informal sources. 
Explanation of the sub-indicators of the proposed model: 

The tools or sources of power of the actors mentioned in this 
model are defined in the form of (Table 2), and examples of 
each are mentioned. 
Urban space production actors are classified into three groups 

based on two criteria: "sources of power" and "legal and social 
s tatus": 1- Government ins titutions (ins titutions of government 

sys tem, government ins titutions, urban management 
ins titutions including municipality and city council) 2- Private 
sector (capital owners and professionals) 3- People and civil 
society (citizens, informal ins titutions (NGO), mass media). It 
is worth mentioning that this classification that the Author has 
done and used in the present s tudy summarizes the collection of 
literature and research of researchers and thinkers who directly 
or indirectly express themselves in the field of influential actors 
in the production of space. They have commented on the results 
of their work, and the Author has explained them in detail in 
her doctoral dissertation. 
What is fundamental and very influential in urban space 

production is how the actors of these three classes participate 
in urban space production? Does a class or element of classes 
dominate the res t of the actors and exert more power and, in 
other words, does it have more influence in the produced space, 
or do they produce and reproduce space based on collective 
needs and desires in a balanced network of interactions? The 
type of this participation and the amount of presence and 
involvement of each of the s takeholders and influential people 
in this process are significant cases in reviewing the process 
done or being done in the relevant urban space. One of the 
main influential factors in this process, in the production of all 
urban spaces in the world, is the governance s tructure, which, 
in context, has a significant impact on how other actors act 
and how effective they are. The governance s tructure is rooted 
in contextual indicators such as political infras tructure and 
economic context. At any time and place, the government or 
sys tem that governs society, based on its ideology and thinking 
in a way which it sees its benefits, controls and regulates the 
environmental behavior of people in society, which is done 

Fig. 6: Correspondence or relative alignment of the 4-layer process of space production with the triple space production of Henri Lefebvre 



40

                      
 In

te
rn

at
io

na
l J

ou
rn

al
 o

f  
A

rc
hi

te
ct

ur
e 

an
d 

U
rb

an
 D

ev
el

op
m

en
t

Vo
l.1

2,
  N

o.
 2

, S
pr

in
g 

 2
02

2

by using tools such as cultural laws and promoting its values 
in line with its ideology. Sometimes it is accompanied by 
encouraging and providing incentives, sometimes by punishing 
in case of violation of cultural laws that dominate the space, 
and sometimes by promoting values. The mentality of citizens 
in society, or the collective mentality and perception of a space 
that arises under various factors, including the regulation of 
the behavior of individuals in society by the government, is a 
determining factor in how they use or behave in that space. It 
can be considered one of the tools and sources of governance 
power in producing urban space. Position (or political s tatus) 
and hierarchy (or legal s tatus) are among the main sources of 
power for the ins titutions of the sys tem of government.
On the other hand, at some point in time, governing ins titutions 

form alliances with each other based on the alignment of their 
interes ts, or, as Patsy Healey says, joint ownership of results 
that can be agreed upon as much as possible. And within 
this network, they interact and cooperate in providing secure 
common interes ts. This alliance exis ts as long as its common 
interes ts and goal exis t. However, after its elimination, the 
nodes (members) of the network and the relations between 
the network members disappear or change. Areas of action or 

influence of urban space production actors include the following 
areas (Table 3). These actions result from the actors' interes ts, 
needs, and interes ts, including organizational interes ts, 
economic or financial gain, social capital, and commitment.
On the other hand, this conflict of interes ts between the actors 

creates conflicts and disrupts many logical affairs and planning 
with social and urban considerations. In many cases, it leads to 
adverse consequences for the city and its citizens. It is to the 
benefit of certain groups, and in some cases, to their detriment.
This is where the importance of managing this conflict 

of interes t becomes apparent. On the other hand, the 
urban planning sys tem, or in other words, the managers of 
space production, to control and direct the production and 
development of urban space, use the formulation and approval 
of laws, rules, and official documents, which have been the 
source of power for actors in this s tructure. In implementing 
these laws and regulations, wherever there is a conflict of 
interes t between actors, the law itself is circumvented by 
resorting to legal actions. Therefore, as a result of the use of 
s takeholders and influential people from the sources of power, 
of which ownership, budget, capital, and wealth are the main 
sources of power of the actors, these acts of power have led 

Fig.7: Model or flowchart of production and reproduction of urban space (with emphasis on the power relations of actors) 
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to the spatial reflection of these actions or the impact on 
space. And power itself is reproduced in a reciprocal cycle. 
The cycle of influence of the actors causes the production and 
reproduction of the urban space. It also causes the reproduction 
of the power of the actors in power (sovereignty).
The model or framework presented in Figure 5 shows a general 

process used in all urban spaces to analyze and evaluate how 
they are produced and reproduced. It can be said that this process 
is the result of a combination of formal and informal processes. 
In the formal sector, the main actors are the government, the 
government, and the private sector, which create the space 
from planning to physical development. Informal process, all 
activities, and actions performed by individuals and groups or 
families and social networks with actions based on individual 
motivations and s trategies, the intensity or weakness of such 
actions in any society is to some extent influenced by the 
political context of that society. Thinking on this point that 

the importance of paying attention to the process of urban 
space production and trying to formulate a model or model 
for s tudying and analyzing urban spaces in the field of urban 
planning knowledge is because the unders tanding of how 
actual action and processes have occurred or those which are 
in the process, helps the management of s takeholders and the 
conflict of their collective and individual interes ts. Therefore, 
the management of s takeholders and influential actors in 
producing a space managing that space knowledge of these 
issues will lead to more effective and efficient actions of 
planners, designers, and city managers.
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Power sourcesDefinitionSamples

Material 
resources

Resources that are physically and non-physically available 
to individuals, organizations, and ins titutions and can be 
owned and transferred

Such as capital or wealth, budget, information, knowledge, 
tools and equipment, ownership.

Official and 
legal sourcesCus toms and official authorities approve some sources.Such as rules, regulations, official documents, position, 

and hierarchy.

Informal 
sources

Some sources do not exis t in cus tom but are created infor-
mally and due to various factors

Such as social networks, the actor’s position in the 
network, social s tatus, reputation, personal power, rent, 
lobbying.

Areas of ActivityThe role of each domainField Activis ts

DecisionsPlanning and design (design preparation)Consulting Engineers - Urban Designers and Planners

Decision makingApproval of the plan - the legislatorIslamic Consultative Assembly - City Council - Supreme 
Council of Urban Planning and Architecture

PerformanceOperationalization and spatial reflectionMunicipality – Contractors.

Space userConsumption or use of spaceCitizens and space users in general

Space managementSpace monitoring and rehabilitationTehran Municipality - Minis try of Interior-Environment 
Organization

Space controlRecovery and pathology of space and cre-
ating spatial coordination based on spatial 
development

Superior documents and rules and regulations.

The municipality and all relevant organizations based on the 
above documents and the implementation of exis ting laws

Space monitoringTraining on the elements of implementa-
tion and observing the principles in the 
implementation

Municipality-police force-guards

Non-Governmental Organizations and Public Participation 
(Citizens)

Monitoring and protection of 
land use

Field visits and continuous monitoring of 
various violations and abuses of space

Article 7 Commissions - Article 5

And implementation of the municipality and the Supreme 
Council of Architecture and Urban Planning.

Table 2:  Tools or sources of power for actors 

Table 3: The role or areas of action in the production and reproduction of urban space 
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