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GEOPOLITICS

Politica geography isthestudy of thewaysgeographic spaceisorganized within and by politica processes.
It focuseson the spatial expression of political behavior. Boundarieson land and on the oceans, therole of
capita cities, power relationshipsamong nation-states, administrative systems, voter behavior, conflicts
over resources, and even mattersinvolving outer space have politico geographica dimensions.
Contemplating the state of political geography, Richard Muir observed that “ political geography is
smultaneoudy one of the most retarded and most underval ued branches of geography and onethat offers
thegreatest potential for both theoretical and practical advance.”

From the disciplinary perspective, political geography may be defined aseither geography or political
science. Inthe perspective of political science, political geography appearsas*“the study of political
phenomenaintheir aerial context,” asonegeographer put it.

Functionsand Factors

Palitical geogr aphy isthestudy of relationshipsamong humans, their environment, and their political
ingtitutions. Thecontroversy over tates' rights, which hasbeenrevived againand againinthe US, masks
geographic problems growing out of the natural environment of the southern states, or out of natural
resources of petroleum-producing states, or out of water requirementsin dry and semiarid Sates. All these
and morerequire politica accommodation.

Thefunctionsof political geography are not confined to one state but embrace thewholeglobe. Itis
intriguing to attempt to rank the sovereign states of theworld in terms of effective national power, to
evaluate theregional importance of one state compared to its neighbors, to range over theworld and
congder theever changing power of the (British) Commonwedl th of Nations, or the French Community, to
andyzethereasonsfor politica tens onsbetween regionsintermsof environmenta differences—theseare
the substance of political geography initsbroadest terms.

The subject isalso dynamic, searching for the effects of change and therate of such change. Change
affects, in every inhabited spot, the el ementswithin the political statethat defineit, that strengthen or
weakenit, that dowly ater theimage of astateintheworld. Thenature of changeanditsvelocity areboth
littleunderstood, for humansare cursed with aloveof thefamiliar, theusual andingrained, and their grasp

isfiniteand timebound.
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Yet scholarsadmit that the political stateisin one sense an abstraction, dependent on written recordsand
some degree of respect for possession or ownership. It could not exist inaworld without other political
states. Asan abstraction, it appearsat acertainlevel of culture, marked by writtenlanguage, sedentary life,
and the need for organization. Today, in certain areas of theworld, it appearsto be only another stagein
thesearch for unity by groupsof people. Innewly born satesitisnationd unity. Thepainfully complex path
of Western Europetoward federationisamovement toward regiona unity. Thelatter’s course contrasts
sharply with theturbulent, uneasy history of newly independent nation-states of theformer Soviet Union.
Palitical geography isfunctional; it studiesthe degree of unity reached by the environment and man’s
politica inditutions. Lawsgoverning theownership of water rightsthat wereevolvedinmoist, cool northwest
Europewere unsuccessfully transplanted to theAmerican semiarid southwest. In much of LatinAmerica,
most of theland isowned by asmall wealthy class. Theresultant pressure of population onresourcesisa
continuing specter that threatensto menace the productivity of the environment and to conjureup politica
revolution.

Subordinate palitical unitsinthe state a so clash with man’suse of the environment. It can bewitnessedin
theU.S. urbantrading areasthat overlgp severd dates; interstate compactsregul ating commerce, navigation,
and transportation; and overlapping regional requirementsfor development of natural resourcessuch as
river basins. Aboveadl, thereistheincreasing roleof central political power inthemodernindustrialized
gtates, which hasbeen forced primarily by theinterregional complexitiesof economicand socid problems.
Political geography considersdifferent cultural meaningsfor similar political and geographic functions.
Attitudes, framesof reference, habits, and beliefs—all therationa e of palitical and cultural action—are
exploredfor their agreement or disagreement with the environment. America, inthe colonia period, offered
the nativeshunting and fishing; to the colonists, it offered farms, lumber, cotton, and tobacco. Theprairies
of theMidwest or of western CANADA, withthelr thick, deep-rooted grass, have adifferent meaning to
the settler today than what they had beforetheinvention of the sted plow. Theselandswerefirst unsuitable,
theninvaluable, for profitable settlements. Theformer accommodatesto local tribal government by the
patriarch; thelatter isthe agent of highly centralized, democratic government that isover 1,200 miles
digtant.

Thepolitical geographer isconcer ned with thehomogeneity and heter ogeneity in action within
andwithout thepolitical unit. Heor shemust attempt to anayzethe centrifugal and centripeta forcesacting
andinteracting at different rates.
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Evolution and Development

Humansremained apawn of their environment for thousands of years before they became sedentary.
Security lay withthetribeandidol, and fearsled to primitiveworship. Thearrival of sedentary agriculture
provided the grounding to devel op small groupings, implying an intimate association with asingle
homogeneous|andscape. Inriver valleyssuch asthe Nile, Tigris-Euphrates, Indus, and Huang, these
collectivegroupingsevolved political formsthat werelinked to the physical settingsof floodplains, the
presence of abundant water, theyearly silting of thefields, and theregularity of the sun and the seasons.
Thehold of the primeva past remained strong eveninthe Greek world of Persaninvasions, inthelifetimes
of Pericles, Plato, and Aristotle. The Greekswerethefirst known cultureto actively explore geography as
ascienceand philosophy, with magjor contributorsincluding Thalesof Miletus, Herodotus, Eratosthenes,
Hipparchus, Aristotle, Dicaearchus of M essana, Strabo, and Ptolemy. But Greek scholars began to think
logically and abstractly about themeaning of theworld around them. Both Plato and Aristotleanalyzed the
political state, itsenvironmental base, and man’srelationshipswith it. They attempted to clarify cause,
Spaceandtime.

Althoughthe palitical world of their day became complex, they agreed to find unity among environment,
man, andthegtate. Thepalis, thecity-dtate, wasther politica frameof reference. Theinfluenceof topography
infragmenting the Greek peninsulainto many small river valleys, separated by hillsand mountains but
facing the sea, has also been commented on many times. Yet, even for the Greeksit wastrue, asitis
increasingly today, that humansareactive, intelligent agents, not the pawnsof their environment.
Whenever we study thethought of other peoplein other culturesand at other times, their frameof reference
must be considered to explain their [imitations and successes. Greek thinker swere no exception. An
early comment onthepolitica environment by Aristotlewasboth nationdistic and deterministic. Heasserted
that “ the peopleof cold countriesgeneraly, particularly those of Europe, arefull of spirit but deficientin
skill and intelligence; and thisiswhy they remain free, but show no political development and faculty of
governing others. Peoplesof Asaareendowed withintelligencebut are deficientin skills. Thisiswhy they
continueto be peoples of subjectsand daves.” Aristotle's Europeanswerethose nomadic tribesin south
Russiaand the Balkansthat periodically raided the M editerranean world and threatened itscolonies. He
implied that nomadictribesarenot likely to develop ahigh degree of political organization. HisAsianswere
the peoplesof AsiaMinor and the Persian Empire. Thefirst of thesewere hisown people, inhabitants of

Greek city-statesalong thefringe of Anatolia—Yet helooked down onthem.
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Today, wewould consider thelow level of technology at that time asimportant, one that produced small
surpluses but dense populations. The size of these eastern empires contributed to the necessity for a
political organization that depended on ahighly centralized monarchy buttressed by military power.
When Aristotlewrote that the Greekswere better than barbarians of the north and theAsiansof theeast,
he emphasized theimportance of |ocation; hewaswriting about the knownworld. In addition, hebelieved
that climate had astrong influence on qualitiessuch asspirit and intelligence, for inthe Greek division of
climates, the Greek lived inthetemperate zones, the nomad in the cold regions, theAsaicinthehot aress.
Greek thinkerswere cautiousof their common nationality, but through most of theancient period they were
moreimpressed by the consciousnessof thevaueof their individua civiclife. The5th century B.C.E. was
theperiod of highest achievement in Greek politica life. Greek unity wasimposed by Philip and Alexander
of theMacedon. Theunity of which Plato wrotewas sharply limited in dimension. Hewascertain that the
city-statewastheided politica formfor humans. Later, inthe age of Caesar and Augustus, the geographer
Strabo argued that only with astrong central government with one powerful ruler could acontinental
empiresuch asRome survive and flourish. Through the centuries, humanshave atered many timestheir
viewsonthesize, structure, and functionsof the political statethat they continued to require.

These early observationson the nature of inter linkages between people, the environment, and political
ingtitutionscould not evolvein acoherent sub disciplineof politica geography. The surgeof new geography
of the 1950s and 1960s bypassed political geography. The new geography, with spatial analysisasits
theme, neoclassical economicsasitsaccounting frame, and logical positivism asits methodol ogical
underpinning, could not accommodate a political geography. Theemphasisof neoclassica economicson
the economy asaharmonious, self-regulating system, where each factor of production receivesitsfair
reward, ignored questionsof conflict andinequitabledistribution, and thefocusof logical postivismdirected
attention to verifiable empirica statementsin particular, and dataanalysisin general, and away fromthe
operation of themoreincorporea power relationswithin society.

Atruly political geography could not flourishinsuch aclimate. Moreover, theexplicit analysisof politics
wastaken over by thelast socia sciencediscipline, political science. Thisacademic assertion wasbeing
conducted by adiscipline, which according to some scholarswasadevicefor avoiding politicswithout
achieving science. Ignored by itsdisciplineand lacking any theoretica substancefrom palitica science, itis

littlewonder that political geography wasamoribund subject.
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M oder n Political Geography
Theoriginsof political geography are usually traced to Friedrich Ratzel (1844-1904), who wasthe
brilliant yet ambiguousfounder of modern politica geography. Hewasstrongly influenced by rapid, vigorous
developmentsin thenatural sciencesinthe 19th century and sought to discover therealitiesof political
society.
Ratzel and Kar| M ar x both thought that therewere natural lawsthat controlled society. Ratzel'scritics
have often disregarded hisfundamental contributionsto theeementsof poalitical geography, underestimated
theattention he gaveto thefactorsof |ocation and space, and fixed their didiking on hisattempt to develop
an anal ogy between political state and living biological organism. In hisnative Germany, the concept of
natural selectionand survivad of thefittest becamewedded to ageopoaliticd jurisdiction of nationd expangon.
A group of German geo politiciansemerged who gradually discredited hisreputation asthey abandoned
rational e and unbiased geographi ¢ thought and turned to justifications of war and conquest.
Ratzel thought that statesin all stages of development ar e consider ed asor ganismsthat standin
anecessary connection with the ground, and hence must be viewed geographically. Helinked the stateto
amobilebody, to an organism subject to the natural laws of growth and decay.
Hisorganismwasspiritual and mord. Just asan organismisborn, grows, matures, and eventua ly
dies, Ratzel argued, states go through stages of birth (around a culture hearth or core area),
expangon (perhaps by colonization), maturity (stability), and eventua collapse.
Strongly influenced by Darwinian thinking, hewasinterested in the rel ationshi ps between the
Sateandthe Earth, between paliticd inditutionsandtheir physca environment. Hismgor contribution
camewith hisrepresentation of the state asaorganism needing L ebensraum (living space) and the
competition between statesfor that space asaDarwinian contest involving the survival of the
fittest. He suggested that only asporadic absorption of new land and peopl e could stave off the
state'sdecline. Infact, Ratzel proposed ablueprint for imperialism.
Hebelieved the higher thetechnol ogical and social devel opment of the political state, thefarther
that state wasremoved from itsorganic foundations. In fact, thisthought on the analogy of an
organism and the stateisambiguous. Thetrue geographic structure of Ratzel’ sthought suffered
because of imperfect distillation from his German and from therg ection by American geographers
of any form of determinism. However, theeementsof politica geography that arethought to be of
major importancetoday were voluminoudly discussed and andlyzed by Ratzel. Thestateisnot an
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abstraction— it occupies land and water; its size, location, and boundaries are important
characteristics.
Ratzdl dsothought that the surfacefeaturesof theland together with vegetation and soil werebasic
toany political anaysis. Heemphasized theimportance of capital inlocation and function. The
beliefs of social groupsin the necessity of apolitical union based on historical, religious, and
cultural values, thetheory of centrifugal and centripetal forcesoperativeinthestate; theideaof the
ecumeneor heartland; and thevita rolesof communication and movement—all these providethe
solid substance of hispolitical geography. Helived in an erathat saw the growth of colonial
empiresto their maximum and the partitioning of virtually al theland areas of theworld into
politically controlled regions. He correctly saw that theincreasing ability to overcome spaceplaced
apremium on states of large size. Today, we speak of the continental superpowersthat have
geographic environmentsthat possessvaried and immense resources.
Inaddition, Ratzel devoted attention to rel ationshi ps between states, particularly onthe natureand
function of boundaries.
Ratzel’ sideaswere taken up by anumber of geographerswith political aswell asacademic interests,
notably Rudolf Kjellen, and Kar| Haushofer, a German who taught and was closeto Rudolf Hess,
Adolf Hitler’sdeputy inthe 1930s. They devel oped aschool of geopolitik, whosewritingswere used to
giveanintellectual rationaleto 1930s German expans onism—not only the desireto occupy adjacent
territorieswith substantial German popul ations, such asAustriaand Sudetenland, but also Russian areas
further east.

Paralld developmentsin the UK wereled by another geogr apher-politician, Sr Halford Mackinder
(1904), whose classic paper related state power to location. In an erawhen movement of heavy goods
andlargearmieswaseas er by seathan by land, maritime countrieswould dominate paliticaly, but asland
trangport wasbecoming easier, so “land-based powers’ were becoming stronger: he argued that whoever
controlled the“worldidand” (the heartland of Euro-Asia) should beableto control the globe—ageopolitica
notion that i nfluenced much strategi ¢ thinking throughout the century, until air power (and then power in
gpace) cameto dominate military strategy.

Elsewhere, political geography merged asthe study of statesand their impact on thelandscape, as
exemplified by D. Whittelsey (1939) and by R. Hartshorne' s (1950) paper on thefunctiona approach: the
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latter saw the spatia structuring of the state asaresol ution of centrifugal and centripetal forces, focused on
itscoreareaand capitd city. Many of their writingsinvolved identifying typologiesof satesand dividingthe
worldinto geopolitical regions.
Descriptive anaysesof theworld political map were continued by anumber of scholarswho at various
times posited bipolar, multipolar, center-periphery, and other structures. Other geographers devel oped
interestsin boundary demarcation and disputes, on land and at sea. This continuing strand of work on
geopoliticshad littleimpact on thewider discipline, despiteitslinksto strategic thinking. It wasalmost
entirely absent from geography in France, Germany. and Russafrom 1945 onward because of theassociation
of political geography with geopoliticsand then geopolitik. The Soviet Union, for example, blocked the
establishment of commission on politica geography withinthe International Geographical Unionuntil 1984.
Climaticvariationshaveingpired another set of geopolitical hypothesesand critiques. Internationa politica
patternshave a so been linked with the uneven distribution of thevariousraw-material srequisitesof modern
industry. Thereissomedispositionto regard areal differentialsin technology asthecritical variable, a
hypothesisthat has been linked with demographic distribution to produce aprediction that international
political patternswill ultimately be determined by thelatter. The prediction isbased on the premisethat
technological primacy will vary with relative numbers of superior scientistsand other gifted individuals
varyinginthelong runwith thesizeof population.
New Geopolitics
A reviva of interestsin political geography fromthe 1970sonward wasinitidly linked tothe quantitative
revolution,” which thewider discipline experienced in the 1960sand 1970s.
Work on Elector al Geogr aphy started then and geographersincreasingly brought their spatial
perspectiveto bear onarange of subjectsbroadly defined as” politica” and relatingin someways
to the operation of the state. L ocation and conflict (over land uses, public goods, and so forth)
became topics considered by political geographers. But apolitical |ocation theory was not as
obviousasan economic, or evenasocia, one.
New textsinthe 1970s al so stimul ated abroadening of the substantive areas of interestswithin
political geography, with chapters on the geography of law, for example, and on spatial
variationsin the operation of government programsand government spending. Both depth
and breadth were brought to the subdiscipline by thisconcern with theory, which involved moving

away from the treatment of space asagiven, asthe environment within which states operate,
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toward aperspectivethat sees space as produced and reproduced by human action—theworld
political mapisasocid production. Two* spatia takes’ wereparticularly relevant inthismovement.

*  Thefirst wasatreatment of scale. Strongly influenced by world-systemsanaysis, it wasargued
that world capitalism isorganized globally, mediated and regul ated regionally by states, and
experienced locdlly.

*  Thesecond theoretical perspectivewasintroduced to devel op the concept of territoriaity to show
how bounded spaces (including those of nation states) are crucial to the exercise of political,
economic, cultural and military powers. Theworldisamosaic of nested containerswithinwhich
power isexercised and people controlled—with the criterion for whether you are subject to a
particular ruleof law beingwhether you arewithintheterritory whereitissovereign. Thetheory is
further analyzed inthelight of increased globalization and the consequent changing role of the
territorialy defined nation state.

Themost recent areaof expansion hasbeeninthestudy of critical geopoalitics, afurther outgrowth
of the growing theoretical sophistication within human geography. AsJohn O’ Loughlin (1994)
illugtrates, thisinvol ves questioning theassumptionsupon which geopalitica srategiesarebased—
not so much the* geographicd information” employed asthe representationsof peoplesand places
(both*selves’ and* others’). Theseareinvolvedin the creation of identities: imagesof “us’ and
“them” (asinthe 1945 to 1990 Cold War in which thetwo major powersand their allieseach
created images of the other on whichto basetheir policiesand around which to mobilize popular
support). Geopolitical practicesare subjected to critical scrutiny asopposing viewsof theworld
aredeconstructed.

Political geography isnow avibrant component of itsparent discipline. Itsrenai ssance and expansion were

marked by thelaunch of thejournal Political Geography Quarterly in 1983, whichisnow published eight

timesayear (asPolitical Geography) and isthe mgjor sourcefor tracking developments.
THEHEARTLANDAND RIMLAND THEORY
Alfred Thayer Mahan

Alfred Thayer Mahan was an American nava officer who emphasized theimportance of seapower asa

major factor in geopolitics. Mahan departed in severa key waysfrom other theoristsof hisera, including
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Frederick Jackson Turner, on the concept of the frontier and Halford Mackinder with respect to the
possible demise of seapower and its replacement by land transportation power. Mahan (2008) was
convinced that beginning with the Age of Exploration, the nation-states that achieved great power status
did so because they mastered seapower. Hefurther contended that the mastery of commercial activities
that elide on seabornetransportation wascritical not only intimesof war but dsointimesof peace. Hefelt
that any country building afleet that could destroy an enemy’smain forcein asinglebattlewould become
ahegemonicforce.

To adegree Mahan (2008) based hisviewson an anaysisof the conflicts occurring from the seventeenth
through the eighteenth centuries, particul arly with respect to Great Britain and France. Itisworth noting
that Ullman (2006) claimsthat M ahan’sfundamental assumption regarding theimportance of seapower
was hisbelief that economic competition sat at the heart of al rivary between nations. One should recall

that when Mahan (2008) presented hisidess, therewerelimited methodsof communicating and transporting
ideasaswell asgoodsfrom one part of theworld to the other. Ullman (2006) argued that history has
changed Mahan’sassumptions. Economic competition no longer isleading to ascramble among the great
powersfor accessto overseas markets. The competitionswhich characterized such relationshipseven
through the nineteenth century no longer prevail. Ullman (2006) maintainsthat technology has erased any
notion of geographic bordersand control of access.

Commercia expansion through tradewas al so essential in Mahan’s (2008) viewpoint. Unlike Turner,

Mahan did not seethefrontier asafixed if dowly changing boundary that represented thefarthest reaches
of acountry’sinfluenceor its presence. Asanava officer, Mahan concelved of seapower asnecessary not
merely to military success, but asinstrumental in sharing economic success. Mahan's (2008) proposal that
countriesshould usetheir resourceswhen not at war to construct amaritime apparatus that was capabl e of
promoting commercia activitiesaswell asmilitary oneswasuniqueintheera. Believing that seapower
was central rather than peripheral to theworld history of the preceding two-and-a-half centuries, Mahan
(2008) emphasi zed the highway aspect of the seaand argued that any country that was dependent on the
world economy needed to be ableto secure accessto theworld and could only do so if no enemy fleet
dominated the seas (Friedman, 2005).

Mahan (2008) isviewed by Friedman (2005) as having influenced many policymakersintheAmerican
government during hislifetime. ThisincludesBenjamin F. Tracy, who served asthe Secretary of theNavy
inthe Harrison administration, between 1889 and 1893. Mahan’sideaswere used by Tracy to makea
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casefor developing avery large navad fleet that was capabl e of undertaking both military and commercia
activitieson behaf of the country. The Spanish-American War, said Friedman (2005), gave credenceto
many of Mahan’stheoriesand established him assomething of apunditintermsof geopalitical policymaking.
Mahan'’sinfluence on the devel opment of an extensveAmerican nava fleetisoneof hismgor contributions,
but hisrejection of Turner’sthesisregarding theinfluence of thefrontier on American character hasbeen
givenlessattention by critics. Where Mahan agreed with Mackinder isinthe belief that heartlandsdo exist
and that the borders of these heartlands are often quite dynamic—an ideathat he shared with Ratzel. What
differentiatesMahan from other thinkersishisconstant emphasison the overarching significance of sea
power and seatrangport which hefdt were destined to remainthe dominant mode of international interaction
eveninanerawhentherailroad and land transport systemswere expanding at adramatic rate.
Heartland theory- Halford Mackinder

In 1904, Sir Haford Mackinder published the Heartland theory. Thetheory proposed that whoever controls
Eastern Europe controlsthe Heartland. It al so supported the concept of world dominance.

A morerevised version explainsthat whoever controlsthe heartland, controlstheworldidand. Whoever
controlstheWorld Idand, will soon ruletheworld. In other words, the group or nation who dominatesthe
heartland, can then extend itsdomination over afar wider area. The heartland has primarily been Centra
Asia, thehigh seas, and Eurasia

TheNazi party wasinfavor of the concept during World War 11. Theideawasvery popular with the party,
and they sought to achieveit. Also, thetheory was accepted by the Soviet Union during the Cold War.
Each nation made grest territoria stridestoward the heartland, but to no avail.

Mackinder’s(1904)
political pivot of
geography made a
casefor therdevance
of geography to
datecraft. Mackinder
wasclearly adevotee
of imperidig palitics,
but one who

recognized that
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geographical boundarieswere subject to change or flux and that the map of theworld was continually
being redrawn asaconsequence of imperidism (Kearns, 2004). Geography assuchwasapivota discipline
because only through understanding itsfunctions could political actors (particularly those of the great
powersof Europe) understand theworldinwhichthey lived. Fettweis(2003)claimsthat it was Mackinder
who brought the study of geography and international politicsto public attention.

Mackinder’s(1919) discussion of the Eurasian heartlandisone of hisbest known contributionsto thefield
of geopoalitics. Fettwel s (2003)describesthistheory as positing that the important ideal areaof theworld
from astrategic perspectiveisthe heartland of the Eurasian land mass. In size, the areawas roughly
equivaent to that occupied by theformer Soviet Union. Mackinder (1919) theorized that whoever controlled
the heartland controlled theworld and that thisheartland represented the greatest natural fortresson earth.
The heartland thusbecomesakey position onthebattlefield of theworldidand and looksto be essentially
anextension of military tacticsto thegrand strategic level. Russiaplayed akey positionin thisheartland
becausewhileit was centrally |ocated between Europe and Asiaproper, it aso controlled alarge portion
of the Eurasian|and mass protected from British sea power. For Mackinder (1919), Great Britain and
other Western European countries should befearful of aGerman dliancewith Russaor aChinaorganized
by Japan. Such beliefsreflect adeep-seated great power didike of theideaof adominant East.
Mackinder (1904, 1919) a so proposed that theworld had experienced three unique geopolitica periods.
The closed heartland of Eurasiawasthe geographical pivot or location that was central to establishing
global control. Thiswas premised on the conviction that the age of maritime expl oration which began with
Columbuswasdrawing to aclose asthe nineteenth century ended. Thenext period of geopoalitica influence
would be based upon land transportati on technol ogy which would reinstate |and-based power asopposed
to seapower asessentia to political dominance. Thiswould lead to aresurgence of Eurasiabecauseit was
adjacent to the bordersof so many important countries, wasnot bleto seapower, and wasdtrategicaly
buttressed by aninner and outer crescent of land masses (Knox & Marsten, 2001). Thethird or preliminary
period of geopoalitica interaction wasaso aperiodinwhichland transportation dominated. Thus, Mackinder
(1919) proposed the periods of land, sea, and land transport again as shaping geopolitical relationships
while the heartland remained the key position on the global battlefield regardless of which type of
trangportation dominated.

Mackinder’s concepts haveinfluenced any number of subsequent theorigts, including America sGeorge

Kennan and Nicholas Spykman (although to alesser degree). Mackinder wasa so instrumental in shaping
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theviewsof Admiral Alfred Mahan who asserted that control of sealaneswould be ableto prevent any

Eurasandliancefromassuming world dominance.
TheRimland Theory- Nicholas Spykman

In 1942, Nichols Spyman created atheory which countered Mackinder’s Heartland theory. Spyman
stated that Eurasia sRimland, the coastal areas, isthekey to controlling theWorld Iand.
The Rimland containsthe Heartland. Whoever would control the Rimland, would eventually control the
World Idland. Whoever would control theWorld Island would soon control theworld.
Histheory wasinfluential mainly during the Cold War. The Soviet Union desired to control the Rimland
around them. If accomplished, the Soviet Unionwould control the heartland, Rimland, and the World
Idand.
TheRimlandisaconcept championed by Nicholas John Spykman, professor of internationa relationsat
YdeUniversty. Tohimgeopoaliticsisthe planning of the security policy of acountry intermsof itsgeographica
factors. He described the maritime fringe of acountry or continent; in particul ar the densely popul ated
western, southern, and eastern edges of the Eurasian continent.
Hecriticized Mackinder for overrating the Heartland asbei ng of immense strategicimportance duetoits
vast Size, central geographical location and supremacy of land power rather than seapower. He assumed
that the Heartland will not beapotential hub of Europe, because:

*  Western Russiawasthen an agrarian society

*  Basesof industrialization werefound to thewest of the Ural mountains.

& Thisareaisringedtothenorth, east, south, and south-west by some of the greater obstaclesto

trangportation (ice and freezing temperature, lowering mountainsetc.).

*  Therehasnever realy been asmpleland power—seapower opposition.
Spykman thought that the Rimland, the strip of coastal land that encirclesEurasia, ismoreimportant than
thecentra Asian zone (the so-called Heartland) for the control of the Eurasian continent. Spykman'svision
isat thebase of the* containment politics’ put into effect by the United Statesinitsrelation/positiontothe
Soviet Union during the post-World War 11 period.
Thus, ‘Heartland’ appeared to him to be lessimportant in comparison to ‘Rimland.’
Concept According to Spykman, “Who controlsthe Rimland rules Eurasia, who rules Eurasiacontrol sthe

destiniesof theworld.”
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TheRimland, Haford Mackinder’s* Inner or Marginal Crescent”, wasdivided into three sections:

. The European coast land;
. TheArabian-Middle Eastern desart land; and,
. TheAsatic monsoon land.

Rimland or inner crescent contains most of world's peopleaswell aslarge share of world’sresources.
Rimlandisin between Heartland and margina sess, so it wasmoreimportant than Heartland. It included
Asiaminor, Arabia, Iran, Afghanistan, South East Asia, China, Koreaand East Siberiaexcept Russia.
All theaforesaid countrieslieinthe buffer zonethat isbetween seapower and land power.
Rimland countrieswere amphibian states, surrounding the Eurasian continents.
While Spykman acceptsthefirst two asdefined, hergectsthe smplegrouping of theAsian countriesinto
one “monsoon land.” India, the Indian Ocean littoral, and Indian culture were geographically and
civilizationdly separatefrom the Chineselands.
TheRimland' sdefining characteriticisthat it isanintermediateregion, lying between the heartland and the
marginal seapowers. Asthe amphibious buffer zone between the land powersand seapowers, it must
defend itself from both sides, and thereinliesitsfundamental security problems. Spykman’sconception of
the Rimland bears greater resemblanceto Alfred Thayer Mahan's* debated and debatable zone” thanto
Mackinder’sinner or marginal crescent.
TheRimland hasgreat importance coming from itsdemographic weight, natural resources, and industrial
devel opment. Spykman seesthisimportance asthereason that the Rimland will becrucia to containing the
Heartland (whereas M ackinder had believed that the Outer or Insular Crescent would bethemaost important
factor inthe Heartland’scontainment).
Applicability
Hecalled for the consolidation of the Rimland countriesto ensuretheir surviva during World Wer 11. With
the defeat of Germany and the emergence of the USSR, Spykman’sviewswere embraced during the
formulation of the Cold War American policy of containing communist influence.
But asthe stateswithin the Rimland had varying degree of independence, and avariety of races, and
culture, it did not come under the control of any single power.
Criticism

It wasasdf-fulfilling prophecy.

In hisconcept of air power hedid not include the use of modern missileswith nuclear war heads.
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TheRimlandisnot aregion but aunit, otherwisethe epitome of geographical diversty.

TheRimland-Theory isbiased towardsAsian countries.

TheRimland-Theory doesnot takeinto thevarious conflictsgoing on betweenitsdifferent countries

(Indiavs. Pakistan, etc.)
For Spykman, Eurasia speriphery and not its core are seen asthekey to global power . Thisperiphery in
Spykman's viewpoint should beknown asaRimland. Rimland states such as Japan werelikely to become
superpowersover time. Because Rimland stateshad greater contact with the outsideworld or the countries
that werenot part of the heartland itself, they recelved moreintermsof innovation than did the heartland
countries. Rimland states al so possessed aweal th of natural resources and though Spykman agreed with
Mackinder on this particular concept, he gave greater credence to the capacity of Rimland statesto
capitalizeontheir natural advantagesand resourcesthan did Mackinder.
Spykman (1942) also took the position that the so-called offshore continents of Africaand Australiawould
play afar moresignificant rolein shaping geopoliticsthan Mackinder believed to be possible. Africaand
Austrdiawerein Spykman’sview, places possessed of enormouswedthintheform of natural resources
that werelargely ignored intermsof their capacity for achieving anything resembling superpower status.
However, Spykman (1942) a so recognized that these offshore continentshad not asyet achieved anything
of sgnificanceintermsof great power politics. It wasto the United Statesthat heturnedin hisdiscussion
of offshore continentsaswell asto Great Britain and Japan. All three of these entitieswereregarded by
Spykman (1942) asvery much capabl e of becoming world powersor, inthe case of Great Britain, having
long beenamajor imperiaist world power.
Much of Spykman's career was dedicated to challenging concepts that were advanced earlier by
MacKinder. Hefelt that controlling the heartland was going to be ultimately lesssignificant than controlling
therimland. Hea so believed that controlling Eurasiawould allow acountry or acoalition of countriesto
control the destiniesof theworld. Gray (2004) saysthat Spykman was prescient in that he predicted that
it would be Grest Britain, Russia, and the United Stateswho would be the dominant actorswith respect to
the Eurasian heartland.
In addition, Spykman (1942) saw animportant rolefor the United Statesin the future and forecast before
World War Il cameto aclosethat Japan and Germany would losethewar, that Chinawould emergeasa
major power inAsiaand that therewould be ongoing conflict between the United Statesand the Soviet

Union. Hewas convinced that conflict between the United States and the Soviet Union wasinevitable
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because both countries had grandiose ambitionsin thegeopolitica arena. Spykman (1942) believed that it
wasessentid for theUnited Statesto remain strong and determined inan effort to offset thelikely aggression
of the Soviet Union and to defend Japan against China.

Karl Haushofer

Karl Haushofer was heavily influenced not only by extensivetravelsinAsiabut by hisexposureto thework
of earlier geopolitical theoristssuch asMackinder, Mahan, Ratzel, and Kjellen . Likehispredecessors, he
wasinterested in avariety of important geopolitical concepts such asfrontiers, lebensraum, and autarky.
Haushofer (1938) described | ebensraum in much the same manner asdid his predecessors, referringtothe
need of any devel oping country for expansioninto new or neighboring territory. Heaso believed inthe
existence of an organic stateand inthe development of ageopolitik that isapolitica sciencethat iscapable
of descriptionand anaysis.

From his perspective, |ebensraum represented anew approach to colonial imperialism. Drawing upon
Ratzel, Haushofer (1938) asserted that expansionary stateswould invariably adopt animperidisticworld
view and would link colonia control of other countriesor regionsto the cause of empire. Thisdyad would
befurther reflected in hisunderstanding of autarky which hesaw asaform of tariff protectionism supportive
of acolonia or imperialistic system. He a so believed that any state would depend on adequateliving space
and that over time, the earth would not be ableto support all of the various peoplesthat it contained.
Consequently, autarky would increasingly cometo represent asysteminwhich acountry used itseconomic
power to protect itself from othersby imposing tariffsonthem.

Haushofer (1938) also contended that one of the key goals of any great world power wasto acquire
strategic control of certain key geographic areas. He made referenceto the Suez and Panama Canalsas
examplesof how and where such strategic control could beused by acolonia or imperia power to further
their own ends. Weigert (1942) haspointed out that Haushofer was absol utely convinced that the successful
country would be onethat not only imposed its economic and ideol ogical will on others, it would bethe
country that would become dominant in many different regionsof theworld and would control key shipping
lanes, portsand harbors, and traderoutes.

Weigert (1942) stated that Haushofer saw geopoliticsasthe scientific foundation of theart of political
actioninthestruggleof state organismsfor existenceand for lebensraum. Controlling key strategic areaof
theworld wasanecessary step forward in hisview becausetheworld wasdivided into aseriesof panideen

or pan-regionsthat were based upon the regional dominance acquired by agreat world power. Typical
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examplesof theseregionsincluded the British Empire and the sphere of influence garnered by the United
States asaconsequence of the Monroe Doctrine. Germany also held someoverseasterritoriesand it was
Haushofer’s contention that it wasthelogical great party to assume more and more control over these
regions

Haushofer called for the establishment of aset of frontiersthat werelesslikely to be mutable. Though he
understood Turner’s contentionsregarding the nature of thefrontier asademarcation between aheartland
and arimland or periphery, he neverthel ess believed that it was necessary for aworld power to seek
control over frontiersaspart of alarger effort of ensuring the security and stability of itsown heartland.
Therearethose who have suggested that Haushofer was somehow associated with Adolf Hitler although
thereisno real evidence supporting thiscontention or that hewasinstrumental inwriting partsof Mein
Kampf. At thesametime, Weigert (1942) claimsthat itisal but impossiblenot to recognizethat Haushofer’s
conceptsdid play arolein shaping the Third Reich’squest forlebensraum. Of course, the Third Reichwas
not a onein seeking expanded territoria control. Any number of other great powershavesimilarly attempted
to acquireadominant positionintheir own region of theworld and to usurp theterritoria prerogativesof
their neighbors

Saul B. Cohen

Saul Cohen (2003) hasfocused hisgeopolitical analysison theforcesthat have been unleashed by the
collapse of the Soviet Union and the demise of the bipolar world. He proposesthat there are anumber of
geodtrategic regionsthat are of enormoussignificancein shapinginternationd relationsat both theregiona
and global levels. He seestheseregionsasloosely conssting of the Maritime, Heartlandic, Russian, and
East Asian aswell marginalized regions such asmuch of South Americaand sub-Saharan Africa. Other
important geostrategic regionsarefound in the Eurasian heartland and intheAmericas, particularly in
North America. Cohen (2003) believesthat these geostrategic regionsare significant in that they are
centersof economic activity which are networked with one another and are capabl e of creating amap of
dynamicequilibrium.

Cohen (2003) also makes use of therelated concepts of gateways and shatterbelts. Asunderstood by
Knox and Marston (2001), ashatterbelt isaregion of theworld wherein enormouspolitical volatility exists
and wherein conflict isendemic and dominant world powersare often seen asthreatening entitieswhich
must beresisted. Cohen (2003) claimsthat the Middle East isan excellent example of acontemporary
shatterbelt wherein tensions run high and the potential for conflict that could spread outsidetheregionis

also present.
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Gateways, in comparison, are seen by Cohen (2003) aspointsof entry into autonomous or semi-autonomous
heartlands. Eastern Europe, the Trans-Caucasus, and Central Asiaare gatewaysthat have at timesalso
been shatterbelts. The difference between ashatterbelt and agateway dependson the degree of internal
stability that the region hasachieved or which it isableto maintainin theface of internal and external
ideological and economicforces.

Cohen (2003) isadamant in his contention that i deol ogical and economic forcesthat were once stifled by
the competitioninthe Cold War are now free and are becoming responsiblefor new conflictsintheworld.
Itisthiskind of tension that he seesas creating aworld that ispolarized along economiclinesaswell as
ideological lines. Where Samuel Huntington foresaw aclash of civilizationsasaconsequence of theend of
the Cold War (Knox & Marston 2001), Cohen (2003) suggeststhat globalization and the diffusion of
technology will favor accommodation even withinthehighly vol atile shatterbelts.

Cohen's(2003) andysisidentifiesanew hierarchy of geopalitica units. Theseunitsrangefrom thesubnationa
to the geostrategic and global. By emphasizing theinteraction between these units, Cohen (2003) has
essentially proposed that a new world order islikely to devel op as a consequence of new economic

activities,
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