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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 Significance of Caucasia and Central Asia in Iran’s 
National Security 
 
Kafkazli Seyed Javad 
International Peace Studies Centre (IPSC) 
London, UK 

 
 
 

Abstract 
 

The separation of Caucasia and Central Asia from Iran has been 
argued to have occurred as a result of the imposed treaties 
introduced by Russia, which has in turn deteriorated the geopolitics 
of the latter in a very critical fashion. However the collapse of the 
Soviet Union in 1991 has created a favorable situation for Iran as 
well as the newly independent countries of SNG (Sodruzhestvo 
Nezavisimykh Gosudarstv or Commonwealth of Independent 
Countries). Further it is argued that the national security of Iran is 
deeply interrelated to peace within and among these nascent states. 
In view of the Iranian perspective, this paper draws attention to the 
geopolitical landscape of the Eurasian heartland by tentatively 
revealing the emergent patterns of the pan-Islamic world order in the 
heart of the Eurasian heartland. 
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Introduction 
 
Before proceeding to the main subject of this paper, I would like to 
draw attention to a part of the will which was ascribed to the Peter the 
Great and was redacted as the guideline of Tsarist politics around 1710 
B.C. (Tale, 2002).  This will in fact formed the skeleton of invasion and 
territorial expansion of Russia (which was as well referred to as the 
Containment Policy in words of contemporary strategists) until the 
disintegration of the Soviet Union in 1991: 
 

Caucasus region is Iran’s vital vessel. As soon as the jag of Russia’s 
invasion harpoon get it, the infirmity blood will go out of Iran’s 
heart and she will be so infirm that no proficient physician would be 
able to provide a cure. (Tale, 2002. Pp 13-17) 

 
Whether this plan actually belonged to Peter or the English colonialists 
it is not clear, though it was instrumental in distributing a vision on the 
future makeup of the Iranian lands as a Testament of Tsars. Moreover, 
historically Caucasia has occupied a key position in Iran’s geopolitical 
context from the dawn of Iranian history as a political entity up to this 
very day (Zargar, 2009. p 44). On the contrary, this demonstrates that 
the question of security is of great geopolitical significance and leads us 
to  recognize that Caucasus (and Central Asia) still plays an important 
role in terms of strategical depth in modern Iran’s framework as it did 
in the past (Ibid. 46). For instance, in 19th and 20th century there were 
multiple imposed Russian treaties such as Gulestan, Turkmenchay and 
Akhal (Zamani, 2005. p 161).  As a result, some scholars argue that 
Caucasia as a geostrategical region ought to be tackled in a serious 
fashion in order to protect the future of national security in Iran. (Wa'zi, 
2008. p 72) To put it differently, Caucasia is the 'breathing space' in an 
all-comprehensive fashion for the Iranian geo-culture and the same 
applies to the people of Caucasia and Central Asia, who belong to the 
same cultural geographical context.1 Caucasia and Central Asia occupy 
important loci in the Islamic Republic of Iran’s security. Caucasia, for 
instance, stretches to Russia from the north, Iran from the south, Black 
Sea and Turkey from the west and Caspian Sea from the east. The 
whole region is about 440 thousand square kilometers and only 186.1 
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thousand kilometers of it includes republics of Azerbaijan, Armenia 
and Georgia who approximately have a population of 15.720 million 
people (Wa'zi, 2008. Ch. 2). The regions of Central Asia occupy a vast 
geographical location with more than sixty millions population and 
border Iran via sea and lands. 
 
The Definition of Security: A Conceptual Makeover 
 
Most of the discussions on security are concentrated upon selected, 
predominantly normative issues: Security for whom? How? According 
to which norms? Though, minimal attention is paid to the questions 
which are equally important, such as: What security is about? What is 
the meaning of security? Is it possible to identify a set of properties 
common for all definitions of security? Subsequently two other 
questions arise: Can a broadened and deepened idea of security in 
international relations be used as a foundation of a more rigorous 
research? If the first answer is "yes" then another question must be put 
before: How may the concept of security be used as an analytical 
instrument within security theory as an appropriate vector for improved 
decision making in security policy? (Mesjasz, 2004) Within these 
discussions, the term ‘security’ may mean:  
 

-  an attribute of state, absence of military conflict - "military 
security" 

- used in a broader sense yet still referring directly to the 
phenomena taking place in international relations, or 
directly/indirectly caused by inter-state relations  

-   as a public good  
-  in a universal sense (could refer to a unit and/or a social entity) - 

human security 
 
The etymological discussions of the notion of “security” in English are 
twofold. (Liotta, 2002. p 477) In the first approach the term security is 
derived from Latin “securus"— safe, secure, “se” without + “cura” care 
— the quality or state of being secure or as a freedom from danger 
(freedom from fear or anxiety). In the classical sense security - from the 
Latin securitas, refers to tranquility and freedom of care, or what 
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Cycero termed the absence of anxiety upon which the fulfilled life 
depends (Liotta, 2002. p 477).  
 
In the second interpretation, the English word "security" originates 
from the Latin word "se-curus" (ibid. p 453). "Se" means "without" and 
"curus" means "uneasiness" (ibid. p 454). That is, "security" originally 
meant liberation from uneasiness, or a peaceful situation without any 
risks or threats. The English word "security" has a wide range of 
meaning including "to feel safe," and "to be protected" and is used to 
describe a situation without any risks or worries (ibid. p 455). 
 
In other discussions on security some classical concepts are recalled 
(Møller, 2001): "In his seminal work on Realism, Hans Morgenthau 
(1960) thus hardly bothered to define “security” (Møller, 2001. p 25). 
The closest he came to a definition was: “National security must be 
defined as integrity of the national territory and its institutions” 
(Morgenthau, 1960. p 33). In another connection, he adds “culture” to 
the list, emphasizing that the “survival of a political unit in its identity” 
(i.e. “security”) constitutes “the irreducible minimum, the necessary 
element of its interests vis-à-vis other units” (Morgenthau, 1971. p 
219). 
 
In sum, it could be argued that security, in its traditional definition, had 
two main dimensions; external orientation and military nature while the 
meaning of security in modern framework more likely refers to the role 
of “internal elements” and “economic elements” in the makeup of the 
security as a category in international relations discourse (Wa'zi, 2008. 
p 14). 
 
Geopolitical Transformations: Re-birth of  
Caucasia and Central Asia 
 
Whilst considering the geopolitics of a particular region we ought to 
focus on both the political and geographical changes that have occurred 
which may have grave consequences upon our geostrategical depth. It 
is currently evident that after the conclusion of treaties between Iran 
and Russia which finally gave birth to the Empire of the Soviet Union, 
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the geopolitical situation of Iran deteriorated very harshly (Tale, 2002). 
Nonetheless the disintegration of the Soviet Empire has given a rise to 
a set of new possibilities between Iran and the people of Caucasia and 
Central Asia. These possibilities are various but in brief one could refer 
to the creation of economic unions or even political commonwealth 
based on common cultural and religious grounds in the near future in 
this vast area. The remainder of the paper will revisit the prominent 
contours of the changes which are of great importance to the 
discussions presented in this paper.   
 
The first major evolution within the region occurred in 1992 when the 
disintegration of the Soviet Union happened which caused remarkable 
transformations in the region and international system altogether. The 
disintegration of the Soviet Union so far has  resulted in: i) the 
ineffective employ of military threats in resolving problems in 
international arena; ii) reduction  of conflicts between political units 
and states through emphasis on  cooperation and de-escalation of 
conflict; iii) the conversion of patterns of bargaining between core 
industrial world and the Third World with regards to economic issues; 
iv) international systemic change from bipolar to multipolar 
(economical-cultural) or unipolar (military) and the reappearance of the 
Central Asia (Transoxania) and Caucasus regions as geopolitical and 
geoeconomical regions. (Hashemi, 2005. p 30) 
 
The second evolution in the region’s political geography was the 
appearance of independent countries such as Azerbaijan, Georgia and 
Uzbekistan in the former Soviet Union. No doubt that these countries 
have separated Iran and Turkey from Russia in terms of geographical 
considerations though due to economical and security bonds with 
Russia and historical and cultural bonds with Iran and Turkey, they are 
considered as having a common geopolitical sphere as Iran, Turkey and 
Russia (Wa'zi, 2008. p 86). 
 
One of the most important issues in global equations is economic factor 
which has found a key importance in the postmodern/post-cold war 
description of “security” because it gives a tremendous strength in 
geopolitical calculations to every influential country’s strategic depth 
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(ibid. 30). For instance, the transport corridor project between Europe, 
Caucasus and Asia (which is as well the transport Corridor of Europe-
Caucasus-Asia) which is supported by the European Union is 
seemingly in line with applying Brzezinski’s plans to maintain U.S. 
global supremacy which one of the reasons why politicizing this 
phenomena is important. In view of this, the region is considered as one 
of the four main points of Eurasia i.e. “the area covered by the U.S. 
Global Policy Project”. (Hashemi, 2005. p 31) 
 
In other words, if Iran could revive and extend its influence due to the 
fact that the region does have an Iranian/Islamic background and was 
even part of Iran until the Russian invasion in 19th and 20th centuries, 
Iran will be able to greatly improve its power and strategic depth within 
the global equation, on the one hand, and establish a powerful bloc 
against the Euro-Atlantic powerhouse. Of course, this is an issue which 
has been considered by Euro-Asian thinkers in Russia as well but for 
reasons which we cannot explore in this paper such considerations have  
been abandoned since the second part of Putin's presidency and 
altogether during president Dmitry Anatolyevich Medvedev's reign. Of 
course, it is, in my view, no secret that the Russian Eurasianists have 
not been consistent in their Eurasianism and this is why pan-Islamism 
shall be one of the feasible paths before the people of this vast region 
which stretches from the borders of Russia to China, Mongolia, India, 
Central Asia, Caucasia, Turkey, Balkan, Afghanistan and Iran to the 
heart of the Islamicate world. 

 
Hence there is a merit in being conscious about the way in which this 
vast region presents a challenging opportunity for Iran due to the 
multifarious complexities it represents for Iran and the Central Asia as 
well as the Caucasian regions. But there are, on the other hand, great 
many extra-regional powers (such as US and EU) which pose systemic 
challenges (such as monopolizing the energy routes in Caspian Sea) for 
regional actors in various fashions. Hence, it is essential to note that 
thus far in history, the United States along with EU and Israel have put 
numerous obstruction on Iran’s influence in Caucasia and the Central 
Asian regions (e.g. militarizing the region and imposing embargos on 
the neighboring countries if they establish economic or political 
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relationships). (Fallah, 2011) It is my firm belief that the birth of the 
Central Asian and Caucasian countries has potential of giving impetus 
in generating the pan-Islamic parameters in various fields of economics, 
culture, politics, policy, education, inter-denominational dialogues 
which could in the near future lead to the reconstitution of a pan-
Islamic civilizational pole on the geopolitical map of the world. Russia 
is expected to also play a major role in the impending geopolitical 
development due to the demographic contours as well as  existing 
Muslim population which is projected to rise to seventy millions out of 
ninety millions total population by 2050. (Eberstadt, 2010) 
Consequently, this would mean that we would witness a ‘Muslim 
Russia’ on the northern borders of Iran. Now the question is what kind 
of Muslim Russia is desirable for Iran? Are we interested in having a 
'Vahabite' model of Islam on the northern borders of Iran akin to the 
one we have in the southern borders? Or a ‘reasonable version’ (i.e. an 
interpretation of Islam which is compatible with Human Dignity) of 
Islam which looks for harmony within and without Russia is more 
delightful for Iran? I leave this debate open and shall return to it later in 
the paper.  
 
Strategic Issues in Caucasia 
 
To make a sound policy one needs to have a rounded picture of the 
ground in Caucasia and Central Asia as the absence of such policy 
could have many negative or undesirable backlashes for Iran. Based on 
this self-evident assumption we have attempted to highlight the major 
issues based on the Iranian point of departure which could have 
strategical consequences in Caucasia and by extension in Central Asia 
too. I shall elaborate more on this point further if I am too vague. 
 

1. Caucasia is where Islam and Christianity encounter each other. 
Indeed, according to Huntington’s theory (1993. Pp 22-23) 
Caucasia is on the fault-lines of the clash of civilizations where 
the demarcating lines between the Turks and non-Turks are 
drawn very visibly.  

2. NATO’s inclination to expand towards the East and the attempt 
to impact the regions of Caucasia. 
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3. Encouraged conflict between the Caspian Sea countries over 
determining the legal regime and has increased tension in terms 
of how to better exploit the region’s economic resources. 
(Fallah, 2011. p 51) 

4. The Black sea and the growth of Turkey’s naval power has 
changed the power balance between Russia and Turkey in the 
Black sea and as a result has also increased the conflict between 
Russia and Ukraine over joint fleet division in Crimean 
peninsula’s ports. (Wa'zi, 2008) 

5. There is an increased international tension and debates at gas 
international consortium with regards to pipeline routes and 
offshore extraction of oil and gas resources in Caspian Sea. 
(Wa'zi, 2008) 

6. Russia has introduced a new military doctrine which supports 
its own inhabitants in the region (Taghavi-Asl, 2008). 

7. Russia’s opposition to NATO’s expansion and the convergence 
of policies of Iran and Russia for preventing NATO's expansion 
into their respective spheres of influence.  

8. Convergence of Russia and Iran in solving regional crises and 
their tendency to prevent extra-regional actors’ interference in 
the crises. (Taghavi-Asl, 2008) 

9. The question of independence and separatism of Chechnya from 
Russia, Karabakh from Azerbaijan and Abkhazia and south 
Ossetia from Georgia. 

10. Deployment of nuclear missiles from Germany and their 
reemployment in Turkey. 

11. Launching of the NATO air force bases in Turkey and Turkey's 
military cooperation with Israel. 

12. Spread of the ideology of Pan-Turkism in the region by Turkey 
13. Incompatible configuration of domestic and international 

borders in Caucasus which may potentially lead to dangerous 
crises (such as terrorism and ethnic cleansing). 

 
As the above points demonstrate, Caucasia is a geostrategic region now 
where the interests of America, Europe, Russia, Iran and Turkey have 
got intertwined very seriously. In the near future, this region will play a 
significant role both in reviving the “Silk Road” which in the past 
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linked the Central Asia, Europe, and the Near East and also the energy 
transportation, as the Caspian Sea’s energy resources is transferred to 
global markets from this route. 
 
Caucasia and Central Asia Revisited 
 
When we think of this part of Eurasian heartland it is important to 
remark that there are various dimensions which the architects of the 
Iranian foreign policy need to pay considerable attention to. Tentatively 
I present the following three points which are of crucial significance 
but by no means are exhaustive: 
   

a. Gradual transformation of the Central Asia and Caucasia 
through establishment of a buffer zone between Russia, China 
and Iran in order to have military and security interactions 
between these countries insurmountably cumbersome. (military-
security dimension) 

b. Gradually pushing the commonwealth countries towards 
forging an identity which is different from their historical 
makeup in order to transform this region into a distinct political 
configuration that in the long run shall turn into satellites of the 
West. (cultural dimension)  

c. Caucasia is currently an important part of a new space. As a 
result NATO in addition to playing a pivotal role in realization 
of oil and transit projects has developed an increased security 
interest in the region. (economic-security dimension) 

 
In a world that economic resources are the most decisive factor as a 
tool for any government in shaping their spheres of influence, one 
should not be negligent that such economic factors are still dependent 
on the availability of the raw materials which are mostly located in the 
Third World countries. For instance the Middle East's energy reserves 
are the largest reserves in the world and are of strategically importance 
to the region. As this paper highlights, most of the Middle East's energy 
resources are within the Persian Gulf which consequently bestows a 
vital significance to the region. As a result, particular strategical 
attention must be given to these vital energy resources. For instance the 
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geopolitics of the three islands of Abu Musa, Greater Tunb and Lesser 
Tunb has proven to be important as the separation of the islands from 
Iran or its control by a foreign power is accepted to instigate a change 
in Iran’s geopolitical position in the region and the world by converting 
Iran into a land ground power and the Persian Gulf into a locked sea. 
(Hashemi, 2005. p 156) 
 
Within the parameters of the modern geopolitical calculations, Iran is 
like a bridge which connects two important regions in the world, i.e. the 
Central Asia and Caucasia and the Caspian Sea to the Persian Gulf. 
This new situation has had a deep effect on Iran’s regional foreign 
policies which has been detailed by contemporary analysts on foreign 
policy of Iran. (Hunter, 2010) Moreover, the appearance of this modern 
geopolitics on the world stage and the very position of Iran – i.e. in 
being located in these two regions— have had a great impact on the 
formation of other powers’ policies in these regions and vis-à-vis Iran 
as well. 
In the overall framework of Iran’s foreign policy, the countries in 
Caucasia and Central Asia occupy a prominent importance and this 
importance is growing. These regions are considered to be remarkable 
(e.g. oil resources and security terms) from the Western perspective and 
are important to Turkey to a certain extent, but are in no way vital for 
them. However, Iran is in need of these regions as they are the 
strategical depth of Iran. 
 
Effective Factors on Iran’s National Security in Caucasia 
 
There are, at least, three crises in this region which could endanger 
Iran's political/security/economic/cultural interests: 

 
Karabakh Crisis  
It potentially has two contradictory outcomes for Iran, threatening 
national security and territorial integrity and it could be used for 
political and security presence in the act of balancing the regional 
equation. 
 
Abkhazia- South Ossetia and Adjaria Crises  
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The probable continuation of conflicts in Georgia and the spread of 
such geopolitical conflict to the rest of region could result in Iran 
losing its connecting corridors between “Iran- Armenia- Georgia- 
Black Sea- Ukraine- Russia”. 
 
Chechen Crisis  
In the eyes of the architects of Iranian foreign policy this crisis is 
not as sensitive as the Karabakh problem but it could end up 
threatening Iran’s national security (Vali, 1996). Many experts 
believe that the separation of this republic somehow – for instance, 
the question of legal status of the Caspian Sea is a question in this 
regard- will challenge the Iranian national interests. (Wa'zi, 2008) 
However, I think that this is an opportunity fraught with many 
challenges if one takes into consideration the broader pan-Islamic 
interests that could in the long-run affect the geopolitical landscape 
of Eurasian political geography in the decades to come. As this 
paper highlights, the Chechen crisis in the long run has the potential 
to disintegrate the state of Russia as we have known it since the 
time of Peter the Great (d. 1725) as this crisis is based on a religious 
movement fused with a kind of ethnic nationalism which defines its 
raison d'etre against the Russian state. I argue that the Chechen 
movement has compelled the architects of Russian politics to 
gradually consider the Caucasus region as not absolutely of vital 
importance to Russia. For instance, we can refer to Lieven (2010) 
who argues that the Caucasian crisis (read as the Islamische Frage) 
has forced the geostrategists of Russia to take a revisionist approach 
to the political history as well as state praxis of Russia vis-à-vis Iran. 
In other words, many in Russia have come to realize that the 
invasion of northern Iranian territories have not only been a grave 
mistake but in the long run could drive Russia into destruction.  To 
put it differently, he argues that 
 

“… it was … a grave mistake of Peter the Great and his successors 
ever to cross the [Iranian borders in Caucasia] …  in the first 
place … . (Lieven, 2010) 
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It is evident that the independence of Chechnya and Daghistan and their 
post-independence aspirations could not be prevented from spreading 
to the other autonomous republics such as Tatarstan and Bashkortostan, 
whose loss would as well result in Russian Federation being divided 
into two and consequently destroyed as a state. (Lieven, 2010) As a 
result the Russian realist strategists have come to realize that the fate of 
Muslim republics is not integrally linked to that of Russia as a whole 
due to the fact that these areas of the North Caucasus have been 
violently separated from Iran and 
 

… [have not] … been part of Russia for very [long time] … [and in 
fact it may be argued that], Russia might even be strengthened by 
getting rid of them. (Lieven, 2010) 

 
Geopolitics of Iran in the Light of Three Confrontations 
 
The map of Iranian geopolitics is more complex than the three key 
confrontations that will be the focus of the discussions below, however 
the following discussions attempt to demonstrate that these 
confrontations seem to be very decisive in relation to Iran's policy vis-
à-vis Caucasia and Central Asia in forthcoming years up to 2050s. I 
will argue the importance of being cognizant of the complex 
geopolitical factors that make dealing with Caucasia and Central Asia 
from Iran’s perspective such an intricate affair. In an energy-hungry 
world, where new and emerging economies become increasingly 
integrated into the global economy, developing one’s own independent 
foreign policy and energy security has become a standard practice. 
Caucasia and Central Asia are such regions. At present regional as well 
as global powers alike are actively pursuing their own energy security 
interests and that is where new disputes are emerging amongst the new 
century’s and impacting as well as shaping the internal and external 
geopolitics within the region.   
 
Iran- U.S.  
 
For instance, at present the Iran and US conflict is multifaceted as it 
comprises of geopolitical disputes regarding natural energy transfer, in 
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the realms of politics it comprises of clashes in terms of military 
approach and assumed production of nuclear weaponry, and there are 
even socio-cultural differences of opinion. The strength that Iran 
exercises in this vast area stems from the region’s common cultural 
heritage. This paper has attempted to highlight the reason why the 
notion of common heritage should be augmented and extended to other 
geopolitical spheres such as security and economy.  
 
Iran- Russia  
 
Currently, there is a temporary absence of conflict between Iran and 
Russia because Russia has conceded to compulsory agreements (such 
as the expansion of NATO in the backyard of Russia) with Iran. Such 
agreements with Iran are alleged to be an outcome of: i) the spread of 
Pan-Turkism by Turkey in Caucasus region and beyond; ii) Russia’s 
suspicion of such shift; iii) Russia’s military and political weaknesses 
against the West, and iv) a consequence  of the influence of Wahabism 
by Saudi Arabia.  
 
Iran- Turkey  
 
The two countries were rivals before the Islamists gained power in 
Turkey, however today there are ample opportunities for cooperation 
between the two countries as long as both countries respects their 
inherent differences and cooperates in redefining the regional security 
through commonwealth union—adopting a model similar to European 
Union. 
 
Conclusion 
  
In this work we have argued that the separation of Caucasia and Central 
Asia from Iran has occurred as a result of the imposed treaties 
introduced by Russia, which has in turn deteriorated the geopolitics of 
the latter in a very critical fashion. Further the author has argued that 
the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 has created a favorable 
situation for Iran as well as the newly independent countries of ex-
Soviet Republics. In addition, the author argued that the national 
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security of Iran is deeply interrelated to peace within and among these 
nascent states. In view of the Iranian perspective, this article drew 
attention to the geopolitical landscape of the Eurasian heartland by 
tentatively revealing the emergent patterns of the pan-Islamic world 
order in the heart of the Eurasian heartland.   
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Endnotes 
 
1 By travelling to these areas and studying the traditions of people of this 
region I have come to this conclusion.  
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