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We, all having a background in academia, have recently founded an association called 
EthnoGeoPolitics. It was a good move especially because of the inertia in the academic realm 
regarding this field. We try to offer a new perspective towards the study and perhaps solution 
of global challenges. 

Ethnogeopolitics is a new concept, indicating an emerging multidisciplinary field of 
research. Its definition and scope of study depends much on those of related (sub-)
disciplines, particularly those of geopolitics.

There is no general consensus on the definitions of geopolitics and ethnopolitics, and hence 
ethnogeopolitics also cannot be easily or non-controversially defined. In order to be able to 
define ethnogeopolitics as an academic field, one has to define what is politics and political 
science, ethnicity, ethnopolitics and geopolitics. 

It is needless to say that political science is a broad field and that theoretical conceptions 
about ethnicity vary. Even less clear is the definition of geopolitics. Approaches towards 
geopolitics may be either purely academic (e.g. critical geopolitics) or policy-related, as it 
delineates and gives direction to one country’s (foreign) policy and the ways it pursues and 
safeguards its national interest and security. 

Geopolitics can be focused on military strategy, economics and natural resources, but also on 
culture. The latter focus on culture is what could be called ethnogeopolitics. In fact, 
ethnogeopolitics in a narrow sense is an intersection of ethnicity and geopolitics; that is, 
when ethnicity and ethnic identity, and in general cultural attributes of peoples, matter – 
and affect the foreign policy and security of one or more countries. Ethnogeopolitics is thus a 
good tool for understanding and explaining ethnic conflict, civil war and transnational 
political issues.

Ethnogeopolitics can also be also defined in a broad sense. It then encompasses all its sub-
elements, and what each sub-element contains. It encompasses ethnogeography, 
ethnopolitics and geopolitics, as well as ethnic studies, geography and political science in 
general. All these disciplines and subdisplines are broad, and their definitions and scopes 
vary in different schools and among different scholars.

Arguably, the difference between geopolitics and ethnogeopolitics lies in the fact that the 
latter concept approaches geopolitics at the level of peoples. States and global regimes are 
central to the traditional approaches of geopolitics. However, in ethnogeopolitics peoples 
and states interact closely with each other. It is the dialectic between them that constitutes 
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the core of ethnogeopolitics. Ethnogeopolitics can be delineated in this way, though 
definitional consensus may remain elusive, as in other social scientific (sub-)disciplines. Be 
as it may, its scope and focus will depend much on the ongoing scholarly dialogue, discourse 
and hence development. 

Ethnogeopolitcs, like any other academic filed, is dynamic and subject to change and 
conceptual and methodological development. A better understanding of this field can only 
evolve as time passes. Therefore, we encourage contributions from academics, policymakers 
and thinkers—in order to engender dialogue with each other and with us—which should 
contribute to the further development of ethnogeopolitics. Our publication, Forum of 
Ethnogeopolitics, is established for this goal.

We have chosen the name of ethnogeopolitics for our association as well, because this 
emerging and promising field is undermined by neglect and financial cutbacks in the 
academia, especially in the Netherlands. We hope that our journal Forum of Ethnogeopolitics 
can function as a forum for research findings, dialogue and discussion on ethnogeopolitical 
studies, and will contribute to the development of this field.

Forum of Ethnogeopolitics intends to break with the dominant practice among scientific 
journals. We encourage and publish critical reviews. Nevertheless, unlike the practice in 
other journals we also publish critical reviews of articles and papers. These books, reports, 
papers, etc. do not necessarily have to be published recently. Yet they have to be useful and 
conductive to scholarly dialogue, and hence also to the development of ethnogeopolitics and 
other related disciplines. In addition, we also seek response from the authors. 

Although research articles and essays in Forum of Ethnogeopolitics will undergo rigorous 
peer-review, we also welcome and publish open comments. These can be anonymous if the 
commentators wish so. Yet we encourage the commentators and reviewers to allow us to 
publicize their names under their contributions. We may also publish the peer-reviewers’ 
comments upon their consent—anonymously or otherwise—if we think that their 
comments may encourage discussion, feedback and dialogue. Nevertheless, we believe that 
open comments after the acceptance of an article is a better instrument in that regard, 
because, usually, most of the peer-reviewers’ comments will already be addressed by the 
author after he or she revised his or her article. 

We believe that an open comment system contributes to transparancy and enhances the 
quality of critical responses and reviews, produce sensible comments, and hence positively 
contributes to the scientific development of ethnogeopolitics and other disciplines. 
Everyone can freely comment on the previous articles in this or other journals. We will gladly 
publish such “free” or “open” comments if we believe they are conducive to dialogue. This 
practice fits our journal, which after all intends to be a transparent journal. Our journal’s 
format shows contributors how to present their articles, announcements, reviews and open 
comments (critical responses), and how to cite sources.

We have noticed that certain geographical regions of the world get less attention than others. 
Africa and Latin American get much attention from scholars in Europe and the USA. Also 
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South, East and Southeast Asia get fair attention from scholars from the UK, the Netherlands 
and elsewhere. Nevertheless, Central Eurasia—i.e. the Caucasus, Central Asia and the 
Iranian Plateau—does not get sufficient attention, and the facilities to study it are very 
meager. Similarly, the study of native peoples of the North Americas has a marginal position, 
even in the USA and Canada. 

Although we do not exclude the study of other regions—our association officially covers the 
study of ethnogeogopolitics anywhere in the world—we particularly encourage research on 
and discussion about Central Eurasia and Native America. We welcome comments for and 
contributions to the Forum of Ethnogeopolitcs, from policy makers, thinkers, practitioners 
and scholars, so that it becomes a valuable addition to the existing publications and 
resources on similar disciplines, fields and subjects.

Babak Rezvani     Amsterdam, March 2013

NB: Babak Rezvani formally received his Doctor degree (PhD) on February 12th 2013, at the 
University of Amsterdam, for his thesis on "Ethno-Territorial Conflict and Coexistence in the 
Caucasus, Central Asia"and Fereydan".  See Announcements below and on page 8.
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