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PREFACE

he tr990s became a turning point in the world history. In that
period took place many important events which impacted deci-

sively on the destiny of mankind and defined the main directions of
political, economic, ideological and cultural development of the con-

temporary world in the next XXI century.
Among these events, changing radically the political landscape of

the world, we would like to mention the end of the cold war, end of an

era, terrorizing during forty years the peoples of our planet by possibil-
ity of nuclear war, the dissolution of the Soviet Union, the liquidation of
the world system of socialism and its political, economic and military
structures, including Warsaw Pact military organization, ceasation of
bipolar world and formation of unipolar worid at the head of the United
States of America.

These changes aroused quite new political situation in the world
which in its tum put new tasks before the peoples, political f,orces, poiit-
ical parties, statesmen, etc.

tsut these changes did not leave the world without probiem or the

problems did not become less. On the contrary instead of old ones new
probiems appeared which make the political, economic, sociai and psy-

chological life very strained.
One of the characteristic feafures of our changing world was the

appearance on the politicai stage ofnew independent states, particular-
ly due to the collapse of the USSR, Yugosiavia, Chekhoslovakia, etc.,

and forrnation of new geopolitical regions, mainly at the space of the ex-

Soviet Union. We mean at minimum four new geopolitical zon-es: Ealtic

{Latvia, I-ithuania, Estonia), Westem (Belarus, Ukraine), Central Asian

{Kazakhstan, Kyrgizistan, Tadj ikistan, Turkrnenistan, {Jzbekistan} and

Transcaucasian which consists of Atmenia, Azerbaijan and Georgia.

-This new phenomenon requires serious study and it, we hope, will



llrcilitatc the better understanding of the problems of the contemporary
world and finding of more optirnal ways for their soiution.

Wc have to keep in mind that tirc globatr and regional issues are
cluscly interconnected and impact on each other'. The study, of the
rcgional issues plays a certain role in understanding of global problems
rrnd thc international situatron and thus it would serye for the noble pur-
posc of liquidation of dangcrous centers of conflicts and pave way for
tnutuzrl understanding and cooperation in dift"erent fields.

The paper deals with the elucidation of some principal aspects of for-
mation of the Transcaucasian-Middle Eastern geopolitical region. This
problcnt is large and complicated one and, naturally, it is not possible to
ctnbrace all questions in one paper. The author's aim is to highlight such
kcy problems as the background of the origin of the Transcaucasian-
Middlc Eastern geopolitical region, the mechanism of its action, the
rnain actors of this new region and their political ambitions, geostrate-
grc significance of the region. etc.

1. Historical, Geographical and
Political Background

Transcaucasia or South Caucasus historically always was connected
rvith thc Middic East. Indeed, it was an organic part of the Middle
Irrstcm political, economic, religious and culturai reatrities. The three
nlrin statcs ol Transcaucasia - Armenia, Alvanq (Caucasian Albania)
rrrrtl (icorgia were active factors of the Middle Eastern politicai life. The
gcoglaphicai proximity gave them an opporlunity for close and constant
t:ontlrcts, cxchange of cultural and moral valucs between them. They
irrrpactcd on cach other. Armenia, Alvanq and Georgia sometimes were
lllics ol'diffcrent states and empires of the Middlc East, somctimes they
lrpl.rcarcd in hostile camps.

'['ltc statcs of tirc region - Assyria, Babylonia, Pcrsia, Byzantine
lrrrrpilc, thc arab Khalifate, Ottoman Ernpirc ctc., playccl a dccisive roie
irr lhc dcstiny of, the Transcaucasian countrics ancl thcir pcoples. The

Transcaucasian states very often were occupied by the above mentioned
states, but every time they succeeded to restore their statehood. Anci
there were periods when they become so strong that couid keep not only
their independence, but also enlarge their territories at the expence of
their Middle Eastern neighbours.

Armenia played an outstanding role in the political life of the

Transcaucasia anci in intemational relations of the Middle East during the

Arfashid dynasty (189 B.C. - 1 AD), especially during the reign of the

Armenian king Tigran the Great (95- 55 B.C.). He had created a power-
ful state and attached to his Empire Cappadocia, Mesopotamia,
Fhoenicia, Syria, Falestine, -Iudea, etc. His realm extended from the

Caspian Sea across the Middle East to the Mediterranean Sea and to the

borders of Egypt. After defeating the Parthian king, he proctraimed him-
self "King of the Kings" and challenged the Roman Empire. For a shoft
perioci Armenia was the most powerflrl state in the Transcaucasia and the

Middle East. Arrnenia preserved its significance in furlher centuries too.
A significant roie was playing in the Transcaucasia and the Middle

East also Georgia in the XII-XIV centuries.
trn the XVII century the major part oi the Transcaucasia was occu-

pied and divided between the Fersian and Ottoman Empires. But at the

beginning of the XIX century the whole Transcaucasia was attached to
the R-ussian Empire. So during three centuries, up to tr990s, the
Transcaucasia ceased to be an independent political entity and did not
piay any role in the political life of the regron.

Despite this fact, the rich and rnultiplan relations existing throughout
ihe centuries between the Transcaucasia and the Middle East, was not
forgotten. They had ieft deep trace in the rnemory of the Transcaucasian
peoples. That is why, 'when at the treginning of the 1990s the
Transcaucasia again appeared on the politicai scene as an independent
entrt% it was so easy, even.natural, ro make bridge to the Middle East.
The peoples ol Transcaucasia were prcpared historically, geographical-
ty, politically and psychologically for close political, strategic and eco-

nomic cooperation with theiq ancient Midcile Eastem neighbors. -



2. Political Composition of Independent
Transcaucasian Entity

'l'hc wave of politicai changes which embraced the whole Soviel
I inron, swept over its southern corner - the Transcaucasia too. At the end
ol' 1980s here started organized and strong nationai movements for large

lrolitical rights and full equality, which later turned into a movement lor
lrolitical independence. During l99}-rc91 Azerbaljan, Georgia and
Anncnia had declared tireir independence. It received a juridical baclt-
ground when the presidents of Russia, Ukraine and Belarus signed a
rlcclaration in Decernber 1991, on dissolution of the Soviet Union,
strcssing that the USSR had ceased its existence and cannot be regard-
cd furlher as a subject of international law

On the base of these decisions the independence of three
Transcaucasian Repubiics was recognized by the Intemational commu-
nity. They became members of the United Nations, the European
C-'ouncil and other international organizations. Due to this fact the
Transcaucasia again appeared on the world political scene as an inde-
pcndent political entity with its own political, economic, cultural anci
cthnic-national prob lcms.

Among these problems the most dangerous and keen were the eth-
nopolitical conflicts. lhe Transcaucasia, the first in the ex-Soviet space,
bccame a dangcrous zone of ethnopolitical clashes, embracingArmenia,
Azerbaljan ancl Gcr)rgia. We mean the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict
lrctween the Azeri:, and Armenians, and the South Ossetian and
Abkhazian conflicts rn Georgia between the Georgians andAbkhazians,
Georgians and Ossct rans.

As a result of lorrg and bloody struggle tire Nagorno-Karabakh and
Abkhazia declareci llromseives as Republics, refusing to recognize any-
rnore the Azeri and ( ieorgian jurisdiction and sovereignty over them"
'fhe Nagorno-Karab;rl<h Republic did not recognize the Azeri dornina-
tion which was impr'.;ed on it in 1921-1923 by the bolshevick-commu-
nist leaders of Sovict Russia and Soviet Azerbaijan against the will of
thc iocal Armenian population which formed an overwhelming majon-
ty of that region- Nt,rv NKR has all attributes of a state : Constitutior,,
adopted by its people. Presidcni- Government, Parliament and other
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state bodies, and is functioning as a State. Under its jurisdiction are ali
internai questions: economic, sociai, educational, cultural, health ser-

l.ice, intemal security, etc.
{n the anaiogous situation is Abkhazia, rejecting the Georgian sover-

e ignty. {n the territory of Abkhazian R.epublic are acting only Abkhazian
laws and Georgia has not any influence on that Republic.

The lriagorno-Karabakh Republic and Abkhazia are not recognized
by the Intemational arganizations anci International cornmunity as an

independent states. l3ut they are de-facto independent states.
Their existence in the capacity cf de-facto independent states is a

reaiity which is impossible to ignore. It impac.is on the political situation
and formation of, political clima'te in the whoie Transcaucasia and
beyond its borders. And manv states and lnternational organizations are
obliged to take into account this pecuiiar sinlation and to contact with
the NKR and Abkhazia. We mean first of all the [-JSA, Russia and
France contacting rvith the leaders of the NKR through the Minsk group
of tr.he OSCE, the European Council, the representatives of the USA
Congress and Farliaments oi other countries, World Bank, etc.

So we can say that the Transcaucasia now consists of three de-jure
independent states {Armenia, Azerbaijan anri Georgia) and two de-facto
independent states (the NaEorno-Karabakir ltepubiic and Abkhazial.

"Ailer the collapse of the USSR, the llranscaucasia had appeareci in
the ibcus of the Middle Eastern countries, frrst of all Turkey, Iran, as

weil as Egypt, S3,ria, I-ebanon, Israei, eic" For them was openeci a new
field for politicai. econc'rrnic and strategrc activity. And they riid and con-
tinue to dcr everlthing in orcier to incorporate the Transcaucasian
R.epublics into the Middle Eastern geopolitical. economic and cuifural
structures.

Azerbaiian, Annenia and Georgia in their turn atrso aspire to estab-
iish iaree scaied cooperation rvith the Middie Eastern eountries, under-
stancXing their vital importance fbr their naiionai security, political sta-
biiity and economic developrnent.

So we can confirm that the Middle East anci the Transcaucasia are
coming towards each other.

ll,rue to this phenomenon a new situatron came into presence, f,utrly

ciifferent of the situation, "arhicir existed prior to the iiquidation of the
Soviet Linion.



First, by the collapse of the Soviet Union lrom the Middle Eastelrr
arcna had disappeared one of the superpowers, which played for a long
time very active, sometimes decisive role in the Middle Eastem affairs;

Second, the significance and role of the USA in the Middle Eastem-
Transcaucasian affairs had increased unprecedently;

Thirci, on the Middle Eastern scene had appeared three new
Transcaucasian independent countries - Armenia, Azerbaijan and
Georgia, who are still weak politicaliy, economically and from the point
of view of their military potential. They cannot represent any serious
danger for the countries of the region, as the ex-Soviet Union;

Fourth, the above-mentioned situation brought to the change of bal-
ance of forces and establishment of new balance of powers in favour of
the most powerful countries of the Midle East - Turkey and Iran;

Fifth, resulting .from the formation of, new geopolitical region and
incorporatic,n of the Transcaucasian Republics in the different Middte
Eastem structures the problems of the Transcaucasia were added to the
old problems of the Middle East. As it is well known the Arab-Israeli
conflict is the most old conflict in the world. Now to this conflict were
added the Nagorno-Karabakhian, Abl<hazian and South-Ossetian con-
flicts. It makes the region more explosive.

J. The Main Actors and
Their Geopolitical Goals

The countries, located in the Transcaucasian-Middle Eastern region,
and the states, which geographically do not belong to this region, but
have vital interests, pursue different geopolitical and economic interests.
We call them main actotrs, because they have enorrnous possibilities and
influence for the formation of the political situation in the region and the
balance of,power, they keep in their hands the keys of the conflict reso-
iution, they are capabie to define the main directions of political and
economic deveiopment and future of.the region.

Taking into consideration these factors we divide the main actors

into three groups.

In the first group we include, naturally, the three countries of the

Transcaucasia -Armenia, Azerbaljan and Georgia. We can include in
this group also two de-facto independent states of the region - the

Nagomo-Karabakh Republic and Abkhazia which are playing certain
role in the political life of the Transcaucasia.

They all had declared that one of the main aims of,their foreign poli-
cy is to have good and friendly relations with all their neighboring coun-
tries. But in fact the vectors of their policy have different directions.

Azerbaljan is openly oriented to his "elder brother" Turkey. They are

cooperating closeiy practically in all fields of political, economic and

cultural life, as well as in the military field. In fact they are allies"
The relations ofAzerbaijan with Georgia are very warm and they are

cooperating mainly in the transfering the Caspian oil from Azerbaljan
through Georgia to Turkey. This is a powerful lever in the hands of
Azerbarjan to press on Georgia, who is interested very much in the

transfering of the Caspian oil through her territory.
As for the relations of Azerbaljan with another powerful state of the

region - Iran, Azerbaljan during the presidency of Elchibey had occu-
pied an open hostile attitude towards Iran. Now it would be true to qual-
ify the Azert-Iranian relations as cool and not cordial. Between them
periodically occurred different problems and Azerbaijan every time is
looking towards Turkey and the Western countries.

Armenia is the only country in the region with whom Azerbaijan has

not established normal relations, including diplomatic ones. Moreover,
Azerbaijan together with Turkey had imposed blockade onArmenia and

the NKR, accusing Annenia in aggression and supporl of NKR in her
struggle for self-determination and freedom.

The second country of the first group - Georgia develops very close
relbtions both with Azerbaijan and Turkey. Usually their leaders qualify
their relations friendly, having strategic importance. That is why some

sources prefer to speak about the formation of Ankara-Tbilisi-Baku
axis. The realization of this project would change the balance of power
in the region in favour of these three countries which, consequently,
would be in contradiction with the interests ofArmenia, Iran and Russia.
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Georgia has good relations also with Armenia. Their ieaders constant-

Iy dcciare about brotherly relations between iwo neighboring countries.
"fhe Georgian - iranian reiations also have to be qualified as norrnal.

But the political and economic contacts between them are timited and

not devcloperi so much. The reason of it, as it seems to us" is in the

approach of Georgia to the Middle Eastern problems. Georgia is more
oriented to ihe Azeri-'furkish areai, regarding it more prefbratrle from
the point of view of trer national interests.

It is necessarv to pay attention also to the following t-act. Both
Azerbaijan and Georgia aspire to become as soon as possibie mernbers

of Western politicai" economic anri rniiitarv structures, inciuding I\ATO.
The Georgia's anci Azerbaijan's attitude ln these questions has strained
the relations wirth Russia. .Lran and some Arab countries also are worried
about tire new orientation oi Georgia ano Azerbaijan. It concerns

Amenia too.
llhe third memtler of the first group Armenia, atter be-corning an

independent state, irad declared that one i:f'her main principles of for-
cign poiitical cioctrine is to establisir anci deveiop friendiy relations with
her four nei-ghbors - Turkev. lran, Azerbai.jan and Georgia. But she did
not succeeci in this fieid and it is not her fauit"

Ar-menia has fiiendly relations cnly witl"' Iran and Georgia and their
further prcseruaticn anci development is vital for Armenia, for .irer

national security ancX econornic cieveiopment.
Armenia coutrd rrot normaiiza her :-tiations witir Turkey and

A::erbaijan. lurkey riemancis from Armenia tc pay verlr high price for
the esta'biishment of dipiomatic reiations, putting fbrwarcl tlrree precon-
drticns: a,l do not accuse Turkell for- the genocicie oi'the Annenians con-
rlucted by the 'Iurkish treader:s in 1915; b) Armenia i-las to make an cffi-
cial announcement that she has no territoriai ciaims towards Turkey (i.e.
'rVestern,Almenia which is uncier the "furkisJr domination); c) Armenia
rnust not suppori the NKR. in her struggie fcr liberation and self-deter-
l-nination, *n the contrary siie must Norce hiKR to accept the Azeri
option of the solution of the Karabakh problem, based on the principie
of, restoration of, the Azeri <iominaiion over the NKR.

Annenia" inaturaliy, rejected the Turkish preconciitions, considering
lhat not oniy Armenia is interested in ihe nclrmalization ol l'e lations, but
Tukey too. and the normalization of the Arrnenian-Turkish reia"tions is

i!:

possibie only on the principie of equality, without any preconditions.
And it is necessary to remind tirat Turkey had closed her borders with

Arrnenia, thus irnposing a biockade on her eastern neighbor.
As for Armenian-Azeri relations, we have talked aiready about it anci

there is no necessity to repeat it again.
From the three Transcaucasian R.epublics onlv Armenia has close

and friendly relations with Russia. rn 1997 they signed a Treaty of
Friendship, cooperation and Mutuai Assistance, includrng miiitary sup-
poft. This Treaty serves lor ensuring of the national security of the
Republic of Amenia. At the same time Armenia has friendry relations
with the USA and the countries of European Union, and is succesfully
developing political, econornic and cultural relations with them, but
without pretending to become a member of NAIO.

It is not difficult to note that the Transcaucasia is far to be regarded
as a united entity by its geopoliticai aims. In fact, Armenia, Azerbaljan
and Georgia pursue different poiicies and it is one of the reasons why
the the region could not be regarded as stabie.

Armenia, taking into account the existing circumstances and desiring
to change tire situation, put forward a new plan of a pact of Stability and
Security in the Transcaucasia on the base of the formula 3+2+3. The
Pact of Stability according to the suggestion of Armenia has to include
Armenia, Azerbaljan and Georgia(3) + Turkey andlran(2) + the USA,
Russia and the EU(2).

The Armenian proposal has supporters. as well as opponents.
It seems us that this proposal is realistic. The format of the Treaty

includes not only the Transcaucasian three Republics, but also two of
the most influencial countries of the Middle East and three most pow-
erful states of the contemporary worlci - the uSA, Russia and the main
Western countries, united in the EU, such as England, France, Germany,
ltaiy, etc.

on our view the conclusion of tire pact of Stability and Security
would create favourable conditions for the resolution of many
Transcaucasian problems, and open great perspectives for political and
economic cooperation, for stabiiity, peace and security in the
Transcaucasian-Middle Eastern geopolitical region.

The second group of states consists of the Middle Eastem countries
- Turkey, lran, as weli as some Arab countries and Israel.
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Turkey, taking advantage of Russia's temporarily weakness after the

collapse of the USSR, attempts to become the Transcaucasian-Middle

Eastern regional superpower, to strengthen her positions here, to push

out Russia completely from our region, to neutralize the influence of
Iran and other potential pretenders and thus to put the region ifnot under

her domination, but at minimum under her absolute politicai influnce.

Eut this is not the final aim of Turkey. Turkey regards the

Transcaucasia as a natural bridge and aspires to use it to reach ihe

Central Asia and thus to realize her Fan-Turkish dreams.

Iran also pretends to increase her role in the Transcaucasia, to

strengthen her influence and to decrease or neutralize the Turkish influ-

ence. Turkish domination and realization of the Fan-Turkish projects

represent serious danger for trran and are in contradiction with her

national interests.
It is necessary to take into consideration also the lran's strained rela-

tions with the USA. 'Turkey is the LTSA ally by NATO. Iran evaiuates the

strengthening of the position of Turkey as strengthening of the position

of the USA in the region. And trran, naturally, will undertake necessaly

steps in order to prevent the geopoliticai development in this region in

a direction unfavourable f,or lran. And one of the principal steps f,rom

her side wouid be 'co ensure at any price her political, economic and cul-

tural presence in the region, to deveiop her relations with the countries

of the region. Guicling by this principle, Iran is cautious in her policy

towards the Transcaucasian Republics and Russia. He is not going by

the way of contradiction with them and tries in every case to take into

consideration their ;t-rationai interests.

Certain interests have in our region also Egypt, Syria, tr ebanon, Iraq,

United Arab Emirates, etc. The Transcaucasia is important for them as a

bridge to Europe, as a field for economic and financial activities.

Besides that the strengthening of Turkish positions and the Turkish

ambitions to become the only regional supelpower is worrying the Arab

countries too. It is not unlikely that they would feei themselves more

secure if near their borders will arouse a new superpower with her great

geopolitical ambitions.
And the last but not the treast, the realization of the Fan-Turkish pro-

jects. We have to bear in our minds that the Arab countries remained

under the Ottoman yoke about 400 years and the Arab people has not

T4

forgotten the bloody pages of theil dark history, connected with the
Sultans rule. The rebirth of the Pan-Turkism represents great danger not
only for Russia, Armenia, Iran and other countries, but for the Arab
countries too.

In the last years. especially in 1990s, the another Middie Eastern
country - Israel became more active on the Transcaucasian scene. She
has good relations first of all with Azerbaijan and Georgia. At the same
time she makes declarations on her desire to have analogous relations
with Armenia. Armenia is ready to develop her relations with Israel in
the economic, financial and scientific fields. But until now their decra-
rations remain as good wishes, while the relations of Israei with
Azerbaljan and Georgia have already taken practical character anrj
Israel became one of the parlicipants of the economic life of these two
countries.

It is important ro note that the activation of Israel on the political
scene of the Transcaucasia is directly connected with the establishment
of military cooperation between Turkey and Israel. The formation of the
Turkish-Israeli military alliance had been perceived by the majority of
the peoples of the Transcaucasian-Middte Eastern region as a serious
menace to their national security and interests. Accordingly, they had
occupied ncgative position towards that alliance.

Now about the third group of the main actors of the Transcaucasian-
Middle Eastern geopolitical region. This group consists of Russia, the
USA and the EU.

Russia did not pay much attention to this region in the firs1 years
after proclaiming her independence, being much busy with her seriou:;
internal problems. But soon her leaders understood their mistake, espe-
cially when they noted that the place of Russia oin this important geopo-
litical region attempted to occupy Turkey, backed by the USA.

The Transcaucasia has important strategic significance for Russia. lt
is the rear of the North caucasus, a Russian region of conflicts and very
complicated inter-ethnic relations. That is why the attitude of the
'l'ranscaucasian 

Repubircs towards the events in the North caucasus is
not a sccondary question for Russia. It is also not a secondary question
lirr Russia who will become the dominating power in Transcaucasia.

From the other hand, Transcaucasia is very important for Russia
li'orn point of view of preserving and developing her ties and contacts
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with the Middle Eastern countries which once were on a very high level.
So the loss of the Transcaucasia would have catastrophic conse-

(lucnces for the Russia's national interests and would worsen her inter-
ruational positions.

The understanding of this obvious truth brought Russia to the adop-

tion of new, more active and effective policy towards the Transcaucasia

and, in consequence, towards the Middle East. it was officially declared

by the Russian govemment that Transcaucasia has vital strategic inter-

cst for Russia and she will not tolerate any attempt of pushing her out
fiorn this region and establishment of domination of any state over this
region. Russia's hint was addressed to Turkey and the USA.

But the realizalion of this policy is not so easy, first of all because of
cornplicated relations of Russia with Georgia and Azerbaijan. The atti-
tude of both these states towards Russia is hardly possible to qualify
pro-Russian. On the contrary it is rather anti-Russian, despite the fact
that on the territory of Georgia are located four Russian military bases.

We have aiready mentioned that Georgia and Azerbaijan had reoriented

fiom the tratlitional pro-Russian into the pro-Westem policy.
From the other hand, Turkey and the USA had recorded some suc-

ccsses in penetration into the political, economic-Iinanciai, and, during
thc last period, in the miiitary structures of Azerbarjan and Georgia.

So the only state in the Transcaucasia with whom Russia has ciose

liiendly reiations, remainedArmenia. The leaders of both countries usu-

ally qualify the Armenian-Russian relations as strategic. We have

already spoken about the Russian-Armenian Treaty on Friendship,
(iooperation and Mutual Assistance. trt is necessary to add that Russia

Jias a military base in Amrenia, which serves for the security interests of
both countries, for protection of the southern borders of the

Commonwealth of the Independent States(CiS).
Now R.ussia is overcoming her political and economic crisls and is

recovering her forces and significance of world power. In these circum-
stances any attempt to ignore R-ussian interests in the Transcaucasian-

Middle Eastem geopolitical region would not have any perspective.

The USA is comparatively new actor in the Transcaucasian political
scene. Despite that fact, she had deciseveiy demonstrated her geopoliti-

cal and econornic interests and ambitions in the region. The USA gov-

crnment had announced many tirnes that ihe Transcaucasia represents
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vital strategic impoftance from the point of view of the USA national
interests.

In her policy the USA is actively cooperating with Turkey. Even at
the beginning of 1990s she was acting in the Transcaucasian arena
mainly through Turkey. The American leaders regarded Turkey as a
model for the new independent ex-Soviet republics. But later the USA
had changed her tactics and started to act directly, without any medita-
tor. The USA government obviousiy understood that they were overes-
timating the potential, possibilities and significance of rurkey. From the
other hand, the USA had accumulated during the years certain experi-
ment in the Transcaucasian afEars, sufficient enough to act indepen-
dently and without Turkish consultations and recommendations.

Now the USA is an important factor in the region and her rore in the
Transcaucasia is more and rnore increasing.

New actors are also the Western states, united in the European Union
(EU), not all of them, of course, but the most powerful ones. Anong
thern the Great Britain, France, Germany and Italy. For them the
Transcaucasia is the shortest and most comfortable natural bridge, con-
necting Europe with the Middle East, central Asia and further India,
clrina, Iapan, Korea, etc. In this sense the region for Europe has strate-
gic significance.

The above mentioned states are acting as within the framcwok of the
EU, i.e. collectively, as well as individually. They are very interested in
the establishment of peace and stability ln the Transcaucasia, which
would create an atmosphere of tolerance and thus faciiitate first of all
their economic, trading and financial activities.

The EU is playing an active roie in the involvement of Armenia,
Azerbar.lan and Georgia into the European politicar, parliamentary, eco-
nomic and cultural structures, in development of democracy and demo-
cratic institutions in these Repubiics, etc.

And though the political weight of the EU in the Transcaucasia is not
yet so high as those of Russia and the USA, nevertheless, it is very
imporlant f'actor, having great potentialitv.
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4. The Greater Middle East

The collapse of the Soviet Union and the emergence of new inde-

pcndent states have radicaily changed the geopolitical situation nol only

in the Transcaucasia, but also in Central Asia and even in the neigh-

bouring regions. On the base of this new situation appeared several new

ideas, conceptions and projects, relevant to the formation of new

alliances, unions and entiiies, different geopolitical combinations, etc.

Among them the most interesting is the project on the formation of
the new Geopoliticai Macroregion - the Greater Middle East. Its idea

was generated in many institutions and research centers. But this project

was worked out in detail in the Harry s.Truman Institute for the

Advancement of Peace of the Hebrew University of Jerusalem.

This project was carried out in 1996-1997 by a group of scholars -

Prof.J.Landau, Dr.R.Enoch, Dr.V.Mesamed (The Harry Truman

Itesearch Institute for the Advancement of Feace), Frof. N"

Hovhannisyan (Institue of Oriental Studies of the National Academy of
Sciences of Armenia) and Dr. Gali Odeli ( Royal Reseach Center of

"lordan).
The analyses of the new geopolitical situation, balance of powers

and the tendency of poiitical, ethnic and economic deveiopments in the

vast territory of the Southern part of the ex-soviet Union (The

Transcaucasia and the central Asia), and Middle East, as well as glob-

a1 developments had brought the authors to the conclusion that we are

on the eve of great changes in the above mentioned region. The

Transcaucasian and Central Asian Republics became participants of the

global political and economic processes and an essential factors of for-

mation of new geopolitical structures. They are involved in the inte-

grative processes. According to the authors, a new macroregion with its

social-historical roots is evolving, which they called the Greater

Middle East.
The Greater Middle East consists of four subregions:

a) Central Asia (Kazakhstan, Kirgyzstan, Tadj ikistan, Turkmenistan,

Uzbekistan), b) Caucasus or the Transcaucasia (Armenia, Azerbaljan,

Georgia), c) Westem Asia (Turkey, Iran) and d) the Middle East (the

Arab countries, Israel and thc Palestinian entity).
The realization of this project is possible by unitrng thc

Transcaucasian and thc Central Asian subrcgions with the Western
Asian and the Middle Eastem subregions.

We would like to make an essentierl comlrrent. When wc spcak about
the formation of a ncw geopolitical macroregion and thc Greater Middle
East, it does not mean to unite the countries of the fbur subrcgions and
to create a single state. It is practically impossible, moreover, it would
be very dangerous and hazardous affair.

The integrative and formative processes of the new geopolitical
macroregion are only at the initial stagc and they develop slowly" But it
is not difficult to observe that though slowly but unevitably is going the
process of rapproachemcnt of the four subregions. There are some very
important projects, as the Silk road, pipelines, railways, etc., the imple-
mentation of which will facilitate largcly their integration and the for-
mation of the Greater Middle East.

At the samc timc we have not to fbrgct that therc are certain prob-
lems and l'actors working in oppositc direction. We cannot say that the
harmony of intcrcsts is re igning within this new geopolitical macrore-
gion. On the contrary, therc arc many problems, cven contradictions
within each subregion and between the subregions. All these, as well as

the attitude of other countrics, cspecially the big statcs towards thc
emergence of new gcopolitical rnacrorcgion, arc serious obstacles on
the way of formation of thc Greater Middle East.

Thc authors of the project rcgard the formation of the Greater Middle
East as part of globalization of the contemporary worid.

But rcgardless of the possibility of fbnnation of the Greatcr Middle
East, the Transcaucasian-Middle Eastern gcopolitical region is a reality
and plays a significant role in thc contemporary intcrnational relations.
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