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Our Vision: 

 

In the beginning all people were one nation (Holy Qur’an, 2:213) 

Throughout human history, peace has always been the ‘primary 

state’ and war the ‘accidental state’. Peace is beautiful, 

compassionate and constructive, while war is fearsome, 

merciless and destructive. Unfortunately, despite this, war has 

been one of 20th century’s most major problems, and has proved 

to be the symbol of the beginning of the 21stcentury. As 

portrayed by the contemporary history of international relations, 

particularly in the Middle East and Central Asia, war is not the 

solution, nor is it constructive or helpful in solving problems; 

rather, it causes problems and is the root of the continuation of 

violence, instability and insecurity. 

War is not the solution to the differences between governments 

and nations. Only with peace which is based on justice, i.e. ‘Just 

Peace’, can we reach a stable and permanent solution to our 

differences. Diplomacy and constructive dialogue which take into 

consideration the rights of both parties, is the only path to 

establishing ‘Just Peace’, stability and world security. Our aim is 

to change international relations with the active participation of 

nations on the basis of ‘Just Peace’. 

Let there be a group among you who will invite others to good. 

(Holy Qur’an, 3:104) 

We, as part of the international network of intellectuals, are able 

to play an important and constructive role in the establishment 

of mutual understanding, of dialogue and in the reduction and 

amelioration of global problems. Our intention is to provide 

solutions and means for the positive and just cooperation of 

nations with each other, and to reach this end independent of 

governments, through a realistic understanding of nations and 

governments from each other, and through clear, truthful and 

constructive dialogue. 



 

The Principles of Establishing ‘Just Peace’: 

1. Establishing justice between the countries of the South 

and the North. 

2. Mutual respect between different nations and different 

governments. 

3. Respecting and considering the valid interests of all 

parties which have a vested interest in any given conflict. 

4. Thinking globally and acting against extreme nationalism. 

5. Realistic understanding of the realities of the world. 

6. Upholding and respecting human rights and the principles 

of democracy. 

7. Accepting and moving towards the destruction of weapons 

of mass destruction throughout the world/on a global 

scale 

Our priorities in the current situation are to analyse the issues 

and problems of conflict-zones such as those of the Middle East, 

the Persian Gulf and Central Asia. 

Our tools for aiding in the establishment of world peace are: 

1. Inviting and facilitating for intellectuals from different 

parts of the world to engage in dialogue with each other. 

2. Dialogue between intellectuals and international 

organizations. 

3. Preparing the groundwork for dialogue between on the 

basis of mutual respect between opposing governments. 

4. Organising international scientific conferences dealing 

with regional and global issues. 

5. Publishing scientific research work on peace studies in the 

form of books and journals. 

6. Providing education internationally on the culture of 

dialogue, understanding, compromise, justice, freedom 

and spirituality. 

We are a private, non-governmental organisation. Our offices 

are based in Europe and the Middle East. 
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The Geopolitics of Crisis in Central Asia and 
Caucasia: An Iranian Perspective 
 
Kafkazli Seyed Javad 
International Peace Studies Centre (IPSC)  
  
Abstract 
 

This paper explores the geopolitics of crisis in Caucasia and Central 
Asia. It is argued that the architects of Iranian foreign policy are 
operating within an outdated frame of reference which is of a 
Eurocentric nature. This referential point of departure needs to be 
debunked as it would create a space for more innovations in the 
Eurasian context where complex agents are working with very 
ingenious schemata. Further the author has suggested a tentative 
roadmap which could be useful in unearthing the complexities of 
geopolitical challenges that may appear in the fabric of ethnic 
constellation in the near future in the region.  

 

Introduction 
 
The Soviet Union's dismantlement in December 1991 was the most 
significant development in global politics of the second half of the 20th 
century. The USSR's demise fundamentally altered the character of the 
international political system and equations of power among its major 
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players. (Hunter, 2010. p. vii) In other words, the two final decades of 
the twentieth century, according to most analysts, should be regarded as 
the age of tremendous geopolitical changes and the crises these changes 
have generated on the global stage. These changes have undoubtedly 
their roots in the fall of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and 
consequently the end of the Cold War, however the outcome of the fall 
of USSR has become more important than the fall itself. After the end 
of the Cold War, there are still serious disagreements over whether new 
geopolitical order is a multi-powered and multi-polar or an order which 
leans towards the hegemony of liberal democracy that heralds the end 
of the age of ideological and geostrategic conflicts. (Wa'zi, 2008, p. 12)  
 
With regard to this new geopolitical order, there are two major trends 
the first of which could be represented by Cohen (Hashemi, 2005) who 
is of the opinion that the new order has a multi-powered and multi-
polar nature, while Fukuyama (Hashemi, 2005) as the representative of 
the second trend sees the hegemony of liberal democracy as the new 
order and believes that the age of ideological and geostrategic conflicts 
has come to its end. (ibid, 2005, Pp 10-18)  
 
According to realist theorists, although the Cold War is already over 
the competition between superpowers is still the main issue on a global 
scale. (Collins, 1973) Perhaps, the only or the most significant 
difference between the new order and that of the past is that in the new 
order the competition between superpowers has become both 
substantially-related and geographically more focused and well-
measured (e.g. in Afghanistan where NATO and Russia as two major 
historical rivals are cooperating while attempting to neutralize each 
other), and to this very reason competition in one area does not 
necessarily lead to competition in all areas and geographic regions like 
the Cold War era (e.g. in Georgia where Russia and USA had a proxy 
war while at the same time both USA and Russia were having meetings 
on how to curb the Iranian Nuclear ambitions). (Baylis & Smith, 2006, 
Pp. 19-24)  
 
Crisis in the literature of international relations is systematically 
defined as a situation within which traditional equilibrium of the 
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system undergoes fundamental changes as a result of the arrival of new 
factors such as the birth of new countries in Balkan or in Central Asia. 
The more these newly arrived factors threaten the foundations of the 
old order, the tougher the crisis is assumed to become. ( Wa'zi, 2008. p 
38) If crisis in this sense influence regional regimes and international 
regime, it will be directly related with geopolitics. (Cohen, 1991. p 20) 
Geopolitics is also influenced by crisis and has a great impact on the 
nature and intensity of crisis at the same time. Crisis in geopolitically 
less significant regions are rarely transformed into regional and 
international crisis. Nevertheless, insignificant crisis in geostrategic 
regions have a great capacity to trigger a crisis in regional or even in 
international scale (e.g. the skirmishes in the occupied territories in 
Palestine or in the south of Lebanon which have the capacity to draw 
whole region into chaos as it did in 33 days war in Lebanon in 2006). 
(Wa'zi, 2008. Pp. 12-13)  
  
The Geopolitical significance of Eurasia 
 
Different countries have always attempted to achieve or enhance power 
(e.g. China and the type of power they have strived could be 
categorized both as economic and militarily). The interaction of players 
for realizing their goals includes a large spectrum of concepts such as 
dialogue, cooperation, participation, competition, conflict and war (e.g. 
the relation between China versus Japan which includes almost all 
aforementioned levels since 1939 up to 2010). There are a wide range 
of ''complicated debates'' in the geopolitical context that is also 
applicable to other areas. It is more than a hundred years now that 
geopolitics is used as the conceptual tool in military, political and 
international relations' discourse. (Taghavi-Asl, 2008. p 25) Regardless 
of catastrophic consequences of WWI and WWII in international 
history, geopolitics seems a proper analytic tool for analyzing the 
equations of power and policymaking. From a geopolitical point of 
view, our knowledge of geographical dimensions in the process of 
research is established upon a logical order. Such process of analysis 
concentrates on numerous specific facts that occur within a certain 
course of time –with respect to existing power relationship. This 
dynamics have left its impressions on the political scene of the 
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aforementioned geographical region. Consequently conceived, 
geopolitical analysis may be deemed as indispensible for states in 
drawing up their practical policies. Eurasia as the largest territorial part 
of the world has always been of a great geopolitical significance. 
(Brzezinski, 1997. p 109) After the Cold War the superpowers' 
competitive regional policies have added to the geopolitical importance 
of the strategic region of Eurasia for the existing global order. Eurasia 
consists of previous republics of the Soviet Union, countries of the 
Balkan, the countries of the previous Eastern Block in central Europe, 
and also Iran, India, Turkey, China, Pakistan and Afghanistan. The 
critical area of Eurasia is mainly located in its central part, that is, 
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, Chechnya, Abkhazia, Ossetia, 
Qarabaq, Tajikistan, Uyghur and Tibetan regions of China, Afghanistan 
and Kurdish regions of Turkey. (Wa'zi, 2008, Pp. 17-18) 
 
The fall of the Soviet Union revived historical disputes, ethnical 
challenges and even the historical rights/claims and has led to new 
geopolitical ideas in Eurasia specifically in Balkan, Afghanistan, 
Turkish regions of China (including Tibet's autonomous region), 
Central Asia and Caucasia. (Fallah, 2010. p. 125) In other words, it 
may be deemed that the internal changes of Russia and the regional and 
international policies of the country have had a great influence upon the 
regional crisis and geopolitical changes in Eurasia. Though this paper 
will particularly focus on Russia in relation to Caucasia and regions 
where Muslims are in majority such as Volga Region, Tataristan and 
Bashkortostan.  
To elaborate on the regional crisis and geopolitical changes in Eurasia 
one needs to explore current possibilities such as ''regional integration'' 
or ''Islamic Awakening'' which have forced themselves on the fabric of 
the Russian politics.1 Though this raises a few general questions that 
ought to be addressed: 
 
1. Could Russia overcome her territorial separatist challenges? 
2. Could Russia help its allies in Central Asia and Caucasia to fight 

against the so-called extremist insurgents?  
3. Could Russia play an independent and influential role in regional 

crisis?  
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The answers to these questions are vital for the geopolitical future of 
Iran simply because they help us to have a clearer vision of the future 
of Eurasia, particularly Central Asia and Caucasia which constitute the 
natural depth of Iran in a very strategical fashion. (Wa'zi, 2008, Pp.25-
28) There is no doubt that the strategical depth of Iran is interlocked 
with the future scenarios that may unfold on Eurasian soil. I argue that 
further studies are needed in order to draw the attention of the 
architects of Iranian foreign policy who seem to be reluctant to 
recognize the significance of the 'natural' depth of such strategy, which 
may be assumed as capable of defining the future of Iran as a key 
player in the world of geopolitical chessboard. The above analysis 
brings us to the post-Cold war realities which need to be taken into 
consideration. As the post-Cold War changes have both limited 
exclusive use of military forces as a tool of national power as well as 
have changed the pattern of using military forces. (Taghavi-Asl, 2008. 
p 43) In the twenty first century, economical authority in international 
level, controlling the production, export and public services and 
investments are all of a great significance. (Wa'zi, 2008. p 24) 
Geopolitical and geostrategic regions are determined in terms of natural 
resources and gross products. (Wa'zi, 2008) Hence it may be argued 
that the Middle East and particularly Persian Gulf on account of having 
more than 60 percent of energy sources (oil and gas) will play a special 
geo-economic role in the twenty first century. Now if the strategic 
regions of Cold War time are to be associated with the geo-economic 
factor, those regions will find a unique international position and will 
consequently play a key role in the compilation of global strategies. 
(Wa'zi, 2008)  
 
For now, Iran does possess such distinctive and dangerous position due 
to being located between the two geopolitical regions of the Persian 
Gulf and Central Asia and Caucasia. (Brzezinski, 1997) In this regard, 
whilst considering Iran's position in the heartland, it may be argued that 
the crises in Caucasia, Central Asia and the Muslim regions of Russia 
could have serious consequences for the Iranian geopolitical 
considerations in the coming decades up to 2050. 
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Change in the Geopolitics of the Region  
 
Geopolitical changes in Eurasia have revived Iran's historical ties with 
the countries of Central Asia and Caucasia that have been disrupted by 
the treaties of Gulestan, Turkmenchay, Paris, and Akhal during the 19th 
and 20th centuries. While these new conditions in the region compel 
Iran to come up with a new diplomacy in its relations with Russia, on 
the one hand, and with the countries of Central Asia and Caucasia 
(particularly with Northern regions of Caucasia, Volga and Muslim 
areas of Russia), and on the other hand, to have a determinate strategy 
toward the future of the region. From a geopolitical point of view, the 
more in-depth study of Central Asia and Caucasia is needed as 
considering these regions' neighborhood with the plateau of Iran as well 
as the existing cultural overlapping, and Iran's political dominance over 
such a large region provide good opportunities for the foreign policies 
of the Islamic Republic of Iran. (Wa'zi, 2008, p.61)  
 
Regional Sources of Instability in Caucasia 
I) Different Peoples and Religions 
 
There are many ethnic minorities in Caucasia and its northern regions 
which consequently at times has given rise to major conflicts. The three 
countries located in Caucasia namely Azerbaijan, Georgia and Armenia 
have their own unique native and lingual population and even distinct 
ethnic minorities. In comparison with Central Asia where the majority 
of people are of Sunnite branch of Islam, religious plurality of the 
distinct ethnical and native minorities in Caucasia has also contributed 
to the ethnic conflict within this region. For instance, Azeris are 
Turkish and Shiite; whereas Armenians and Georgians belong to a 
branch of the Orthodox Church; Autonomous republics of Ajarya, 
Abkhazia and Ossetia have their own problems such as their respective 
desires to separate from Georgia by seeking independence. The most 
problematic region in Caucasia is the Northern Caucasia which forms 
the borders of the Federation of Russia with the countries of southern 
Caucasia and the sea borders of Russia in Caspian Sea which is as well 
shared with Iran. Northern Caucasia has more than 19 ethnic and native 
groups as well as remarkable numbers of Russians, and the minorities 
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of Cossack, Tats, Noghai and other smaller ethnic groups, which has 
made the region one of the most ethnically and lingually multifarious 
region in the world. The region has three key lingual groups. It is not 
uncommon for different minorities with the same nationality to live in 
separate territories which has complicated as well as blurred the ethnic 
and national boundaries in the region. 
 
Whilst considering geographical location and geopolitics of the region 
it ought to be noted that Dagestan, Chechnya and the Republic of 
Ingush are among the most volcanic parts of Northern Caucasia and 
this has been another source of instability and crisis in the region. The 
Russian government does not admit that the region is at the verge of 
explosion. Russia is not disposed at all to understand the regional facts 
and Kremlin does only recognize the logic of force which leads to more 
violence in the region. In other words, the identity of Caucasian people 
is not recognized by Russian authorities in Moscow and the argument is 
that there is no such thing as ''Caucasian Identity''. The systematic 
denial of Caucasian religion, identity, ethnic culture does not solve the 
problem in this region but only aggravates the state of affairs as it has 
been the case since the separation of this vast region from Iran by 
treaties of Gulestan and Turkmenchay in early 20th century.  
 
 
II) Ethnical Divergence  
 
Theorists believe that the general instability in Caucasia before the fall 
of the Soviet Union further contributed to the extermination of USSR. 
They assert that the current process of change occurring in the Northern 
Caucasia has brought the Federation of Russia in verge of another 
geopolitical fall. The present conditions within the Southern and 
Northern Caucasia demonstrate that the region now faces multifarious 
threats and divergences. We could trace security threats back in racism, 
border challenges, extremist nationalism, separatism, economic 
inequalities and hyper-inflation that have destabilized different areas of 
Caucasia in the past.  
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Islamic Republic of Iran's Policy in Central Asia and 
Caucasia 
 
The architects of Iran's foreign policy are of the opinion that Iran's 
modern history endorses the fact that Iran's national security has always 
been threatened by superpowers such as former British or Russian 
Empire. Meanwhile Russia as the northern neighbor has had a 
distinguished place in this regard by invading vast territories of Iran 
during 19th and 20th centuries. Insofar as we could say that the conflicts 
between the two countries after the Afsharid period and at the start of 
Qajar dynasty in the nineteenth century have been crucial for Iran's 
security observations. In other words, the expansionist policy of Russia 
towards Iran has meant that she lost significant swaths of territory to 
imperial Russia in the 19th and 20th centuries.  
 
Therefore, the fall of the Soviet Union and the inauguration of new 
borders not only did reduce military threats, but they gave rise to a 
variety of new opportunities for Iran. Besides common religion Iran has 
many historical, ethnical and cultural ties with the most of republics of 
Central Asia and Caucasia, though the architects of foreign policy of 
the country have so far sorely neglected the latter fact and are of the 
belief that among the countries in Central Asia and Caucasia Iran only 
shares a common language with Tajikistan and the people of Bokhara 
and Samarkand in Uzbekistan. The false assumption that Iran as a 
political reality is tantamount solely to the Persian language has 
overshadowed Iranian foreign policy in Caucasia (including southern, 
northern and far Caucasia near Tataristan and Bashkortostan and even 
the Turkish areas of Volga and Siberia) and Central Asia (and even 
regions of China where the Uyghur Turks reside) and thus has left the 
ground in favor of Turkey.2 Such outlook needs to be revised as the 
Persian Language could be seen as a constitutive element of Iranian 
identity other languages as well as identities may also have the same 
capacity to be counted among the ''foundational factors'', i.e. as key 
elements in integrating Iran and various ethnic groups in Central Asia, 
Caucasia and various parts of Eurasia. For instance, "the Turkish 
language" has a distinguished place in Caucasia, Central Asia, Turkic 
Regions of Russia and other regions where Muslim identity and 
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ethnical identity have over time overlapped each other and even 
become interchangeable. 
 

Central Asia, Caucasia and Russia Revisited  
  
These regions have an important place in the historical geography of 
Iranian civilization. Large areas of these regions were already parts of 
Iranian empires before the Qajarid treaties which were finalized in the 
20th century by the Colonial Powers. (Tale, 2002) According to the 
architects of Iran's foreign policy (Taghavi-Asl, 2008), the common 
Islamic-Iranian civilization is the historical justification for developing 
close cultural ties with the countries in Central Asia, Caucasia and 
Muslim regions within the heartland of Russia. These experts insist that 
Iran’s common culture for several thousand years with these countries 
has boosted regional ties and has created mutual understanding and 
regional stability and harmony possible in this region (ibid, 2008). Iran 
does supposedly play a key role in the process of revival of cultural ties, 
and some of theorists are of the belief that Caucasia and Central Asia is 
Iran's geopolitical depth (ibid, 2008). To put the matter differently, the 
stability and security of these republics after their independence are of 
great significance for the countries in the region, and according to the 
architects of Iran's foreign policy, Iran's national interests is directly 
related with the stability of these countries and regions (Tale, 2002).  
 
It is indeed necessary to mention that the Iranian policymakers in 
foreign affairs have implausibly neglected "northern Caucasia, Volga 
region, Tataristan, Bashkortostan, and Muslim areas within Russian 
territory" that could be seen as among Iran's geopolitical depth. (Wa'zi, 
2008, Taghavi-Asl, 2008 & Tale, 2002) Thus far the key debates within 
this paper has highlighted the significance for the architects of Iran's 
foreign policy to acknowledge the irrefutable geopolitical principle that 
one should always define a geopolitical strategy for the world they live 
in, for if they do not do so they will become themselves part of the 
strategy "the others" may develop. In other words, Iran's foreign policy 
in this respect needs to be fundamentally revised and thus redefined 
thoroughly. Of course, one should not forget the tacit factors such as 
historical disputes or lack of active engagements which have made this 
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negligence possible. As aforementioned, this negligence is, in my view, 
due to the current belief among the architects of Iranian foreign policy 
who, wrongly argue that the national identity and national security of 
Iran is or should be defined in terms of the ''Persian Heritage'' by which 
the Persian Language and Literature play the prominent roles. 
 
To debunk such mistaken assumptions we need to consult with the 
history of modern Iran which was shaped during the Safavid era. (Tale, 
2002) Since the Safavid, Iran has been a multilingual country but 
during the Pahlavi dynasty there seems to be a sea-change towards a 
Eurocentric model of defining the nation within the parameters of the 
Persianate State. (Swietochowski, 1995) This has, in my view, brought 
havoc over the self-perception and the idea of governmentality in Iran 
both internally and externally. Needless to argue that this Eurocentric 
vision of the question of nationality is not only the Achilles' heel of 
Iranian foreign policy but the whole region suffers, in my opinion, from 
this principal weakness. For instance, Turkey has more than 40% Kurds 
who are not recognized as such but their ethnicity is renamed as 
Mountainous Turks; or the Republic of Azerbaijan has 20% Persians 
(known as Lahijis or Taleshis) but they are suppressed to renounce their 
ethnicity thus consequently have adopted the so-called Azeri ethnic 
identity. 3  Similarly in Uzbekistan Iranian Tajiks in Bokhara and 
Samarkand are under pressures to define themselves along the so-called 
Uzbeki identity or in Afghanistan where Tajiks, Turkmens, Gizilbashs, 
Turks, Hazaras, Uzbeks and many other Iranian ethnic groups are 
forced to adopt the Afghan (i.e. the Pashtoo) ethnical designation or 
identity. 4  Hence it is evident why the architects of Iranian foreign 
policy need to revisit the eurocentric assumptions in their frame of 
reference if Iran is to succeed in Caucasia and Central Asia in terms of 
both long-term and short-term policy developments which they design 
within the region if Iran aspires to deepen its strategical depth as the 
heartland of Islamic World.  
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Endnotes

 
1 These are based on the author's observations in the field during these past seven 
years. 
2 I have travelled extensively to these areas and my statements are based on my own 
fieldwork in Russia, Central Asia, China and Afghanistan in the past seven years. 
3 These statements are all based on my own observations in the field. 
4 I have travelled to Afghanistan and collected the data during my fieldworks. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


