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Abstrakt v češtině 

Tahle práce se věnuje role Arktidy během první a druhé světové války. Její cílem je 

posouzení strategického významu Arktidy založené na analýze kritických 

geopolitických teorií Sira Halforda Mackindera a Generála Karla Haushofera. Analýza 

je doplněná o historický přehled vojenských aktivit na Arktidě během dvou světových 

válek. Použitá metoda v téhle interpretativní studii Arktického regionu je komparace.  

Využíváme historicko-analytický přístup, který zohledňuje roli systémových struktur 

makrosociálních jevů a zároveň specifické chování aktérů v jednotlivých případech. Jde 

o základní pokus o komparativní historií, která je součástí této analyticko-popisné 

komparativní studie. Porovnáváme odlišné přístupy klasických geopolitických teorií 

vůči Arktickému regionu. Následně se věnujeme vojenské aktivitě od začátku první 

světové války do konce druhé světové války v Arktickém regionu. Věnujeme se 

otázkám zdrojů, mořských cest a roli Aljašky. Práce je zakončená kritickým 

posouzením přístupu geopolitických teorií k Arktickému regionu a jejich potenciální 

korelaci s vojenskou aktivitou první a druhé světové války.  

 

Abstract in English  

This work is devoted to the role of the Arctic region during World War I and World 

War II. It is aimed to assess the strategical importance of the Arctic based on the 

analysis of classical geopolitical theories of Sir Halford Mackinder and General Karl 

Haushofer. The analysis is supplemented by historical outline of military activities in 

the Arctic during world wars. The method used in this interpretative study of the role of 

the Arctic region is comparison. We use historical-analytic approach which takes into 

account the role of system structures of macrosocial features and specific behaviour of 

actors in particular cases. It is a basic attempt to a comparative history which is a part of 



 

 

the analytical-descriptive comparative study. We compare different approaches of the 

classical geopolitical theories towards the Arctic region. Subsequently, we focus on 

military activities from the beginning of the World War I till the end of World War II in 

the Arctic. We deal with significant issues such as resources, transport routes or the role 

of Alaska. The work is concluded by critical assessment of their approaches and their 

potential correlation with military operations of World War I and World War II.  
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Introduction 

 We know that the Arctic region played a major role in the Cold War. However, 

very often there is not much written about the Arctic´s significance in world politics 

before. In this bachelor´s thesis we argue that it gradually gained importance during the 

first half of 20
th

 century which was properly manifested later in the Cold War conflict. 

In this work we aim to assess its geostrategic importance in World War I and World 

War II.  

The purpose of this work is to analyse its importance during the two world wars. 

The work is composed of two parts. The first one is devoted to two theories of classical 

geopolitical thought of Sir Halford Mackinder and General Karl Haushofer. The reason 

why I chose these two political geographers is that they formed the strategic thinking 

during the Second World War which means both of them had a certain influence on the 

discourse about the Arctic region, perhaps even on particular strategies and operations. 

The second part observes historical events, such as operations and strategies in the 

Arctic region. We end it by critical assessment of influence of critical geopolitics on 

strategical thinking of two world wars using the comparative interpretative method to 

analyse the fundamental ideas behind theories and their impact during world wars. 

The analysis is based on the assumption that the Arctic was difficult to approach 

during the period from 1914 till 1945 because of the inhospitable physical conditions. 

During the World War I we do not see much of an activity in the Arctic region. 

However, we can notice an increase of war activities during the World War II which 

may be partly a result of the classical geopolitical theories and its impact. The historical 

development may imply that the classical political theory gave it much needed impulse. 

During World War I Mackinder was neglected by the academic sphere which was 

changed when the World War II came. The idea of geopolitical pivot of history was 

already well-known not only in Great Britain, but in the whole Europe, USA and 

Russia. General Karl Haushofer, whose fame and influence was during the World War 

II at its peak, was greatly inspired not only by organic theory of state, but by 

Mackinder´s Heartland theory as well.  

We aim to answer these research questions:  

Q1: Was the Arctic region an integral part of classical geopolitical theories, namely in 

Mackinder´s and Haushofer´s theories? 
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Q2: Was there an increase in military activities from World War I to World War II?  

Q3: Is the coincidence of the rise of the Arctic's role in classical geopolitical theories 

and intensification of military activity in the northernmost region observable? 

For the needs of this bachelor thesis we chose the most extensive definition of 

the Arctic region. Mainly because of the fact that during the first half of 20
th

 century 

there was a vast area of the region covered by ice which made it inaccessible. Therefore, 

the most suitable definition for this work is: the geographical one. “… on the basis of 

including everything the 66°32 minutes north polar circle.” (Hough, 2013, p.4) The area 

within the Arctic Circle which follows the northernmost tree line and includes also parts 

of Scandinavian countries. This definition is used by the Arctic Council and is respected 

by the Arctic 8 countries – USA, Canada, Russia, Denmark, Norway, Finland, and 

Sweden. (See Appendix A.) 
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Methodology  

This work is a comparative interpretative study focused on the role of the Arctic 

during World War I and II. We examine the role of the region considering classical 

geopolitical theories and practice. One of the purposes of this work is to compare the 

Arctic´s role which was changing in the eyes of geopoliticians as well as in the period 

of the two world conflicts. The main method used is based on interpretative conception 

of research which enables us to reveal specific characteristics of various cases by their 

careful comparison. (Drulák, 2008, p.64) 

The work is composed of four parts. In the first one, we analyse Mackinder´s 

and Haushofer´s works concentrating on the parts they devoted to the Arctic region. 

This part is interpretative and aims to make an overview of their works and objectively 

outline their approaches towards the Arctic region. The purpose behind this first part is 

to find out whether their theories are consistent in time from the point of the Arctic´s 

role. In the second part we compare their approaches and provide this work with 

summarizing table. The third part is devoted to reporting the military activities in the 

Arctic region during two world wars which is again concluded by comparison of the 

Arctic´s role in the history. In the last part, we propose the critical assessment of the 

Arctic´s importance during World War I and II. We analyse the geopolitical theories 

and practice that can represent a very basic attempt of comparative history. This 

approach emphasizes the role of system structures of macrosocial features. At the same 

time we take into account specific behaviour of actors in particular cases. (Drulák, 2008, 

p. 64)  
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1. Classical geopolitical theory  

Various geopolitical approaches can be recognised in the course of history. My 

work is concerned with the classical geopolitical theories considered to be the core of 

the whole geopolitical tradition that began at the turn 19
th

 and 20
th

 century. Geopolitics 

can be defined as “… the study of the political and strategic relevance of geography to 

the pursuit of the international power.”(Owens, 2015, p. 464) 

Classical geopolitical theories emerged at the end of 19
th

 century when the 

British Empire was challenged by other developing empires – e.g.: Japan, Germany or 

USA. Leading geopolitical thinkers, namely Sir Halford Mackinder, Alfred Thayer 

Mahan or General Karl Haushofer (Owens, 2015, p. 468-469), whose theories and 

works have significant importance even these days, were born in the times when the sea 

supremacy of countries had to face emerging land powers (especially Germany on the 

European continent). Because their theories are still important, they should not have 

been misinterpreted as historic ones. (Flint, 2011, p.3) Their geopolitical approaches can 

often be labelled as imperialist geopolitics because of the fact that they emerged in the 

times of increased competition between the most powerful states (empires), the above 

mentioned theories are concerned with “discovering patterns of state development and 

behaviour within a broader geographical context.” (Owens, 2015, p. 470) 

Sir Halford Mackinder
1
 is considered one of the best known and the most 

influential of geopoliticians of 20
th

 century. He was influenced by Alfred Thayer Mahan 

in the understanding of the global politics as a “closed system” within which are all of 

the countries interconnected and the main conflicts spring up between land and sea 

powers. (Heffernan, 2000, p.35)   

On the other side, a slightly different tradition of geopolitical thinking had 

emerged in continental Europe. Influenced mainly by Friedrich Ratzel and his works: 

Politische Geographie (1897) and “Laws of Spatial Growth of States”, Karl Haushofer
2
 

                                                 
1 

Sir Halford Mackinder was born in 1861 in Gainsborough, Lincolnshire. His childhood formed him into 

becoming a geographer who focused his work on imperial geopolitics of Great Britain. The period of 

British colonialism and war (e.g.: Napoleon´s surrendering in Sedan when he was only nine year old boy 

and keeping up with current political affairs in his diary). During his studies at Oxford he joined the 

Oxford Kriegspeil – War games. Mackinder as one of very few attended natural studies, after graduation 

he was ready to become a barrister, but even while doing that, he started teaching geography. His lectures 

on geography were given to the Royal Geographical Society. (Kearns, 2009, p.37) 
2 

General Karl Haushofer was born in 1869 in Munich. He became geographer when he was 50 year old 

after retirement from German army. During the First World War he served as a commander on the 

Eastern front with Rudolf Hess. After Germany´s defeat he turned to academic field at the University in 

Munich. After Beer Hall Putsch in 1923, Haushofer regularly visited Adolf Hitler and Rudolf Hess in the 
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laid foundations for Geopolitik. German geographer refined an organic view of state. 

Terms like Lebensraum or living space were fundamental for his theory. Moreover, 

Haushofer´s influence and connection with Adolf Hitler are indubitable.
3
  

Mackinder´s and Haushofer´s theories are believed to be part of classical 

geopolitical tradition.
4
 (Owens, 2015) Their interest is focused on imperial tendencies 

and aspirations of countries they came from, i.e. Great Britain and Germany
5
. Both of 

them emphasized the role of education in geography for politicians and diplomats, but 

citizens as well which could be seen in Haushofer´s special definition of geopolitics:  

“Geopolitics is the science of the conditioning of political processes by the earth. 

It is based on the broad foundation of geography, especially political geography, 

as the science of political space organisms and their structure. The essence of 

regions as comprehended from the geographical point of views provides the 

framework for geopolitics within which the course of political processes must 

proceed if they are to succeed in the long term. Though political leadership will 

occasionally reach beyond this frame, the earth dependency will always 

eventually exert its determining influence.” (Haushofer, 1928, p.27 quoted in 

Flint, 2011, p.10)  

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                                                                                                               
prison where he taught them geopolitical theory of Lebensraum and his way of thinking of Germany´s 

place in the world. Zeitschrift fur Geopolitik was a journal founded by Haushofer and served as the flag 

ship for the new school of geography in which he mixed Ratzel´s and Mackinder´s ideas.(Ò Thouthail, 

1997, p. 19-20) 
3
 „Karl Haushofer´s position in the Third Reich was shaped by his close relationship to Rudolf Hess and 

by the political standing of his sons Heinz and Albrecht in the Nazi regime. Evidence of this power is for 

example Karl Haushofer´s and Adolf Hitler´s joint role as witnesses at the marriage of Rudolf Hess. 

Through these contacts Karl Haushofer had direct influence on the policy of the Third Reich.“ 

(Wolkersdorfer, 1999, p. 148) 
4
 The classical geopolitical tradition has its root in Europe and was a response to technological changes 

(transportation revolution) and the creation of „closed political system“. Its emergence included 

antagonism between Anglo-American sea power and Russian land power. This geopolitics created two 

main strands of thought: German organic state theory and Anglo – American geostrategy. (Owens, 2015, 

p.469)  
5
 Haushofer adopted from Mackinder´s theory the struggle between land power and sea power which was  

introduced by Alfred Mahan who argued that the sea power was the key to world domination. (Owens, 

2015, p. 470 - 472) 
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1.1.The Arctic Region in thalassocratic geopolitical tradition 

 

In this part we examine Mackinder´s works focusing on the world geography 

and its implications for international politics. We concentrate on the parts 

comprehending the Arctic region in relation to the Heartland. This way we aim to 

examine his consistency in approach to the Arctic region.  

 

The following works are covered in this chapter: 

- The geographical pivot of history (published in 1904)  

- Britain and the British seas (published 1907)  

- The Democratic Ideals and Reality (published in 1919)  

- The Round World and the winning of the peace (published in 1943)  

 

Mackinder´s first paper was written in 1904 and he called it “The Geographical 

Pivot of History” which became probably his most famous work later admired by many 

geopolitical thinkers, Karl Haushofer too.    

 

1.1.1.The Heartland 

In his first published article, Mackinder provides us with a complex description 

of the history development on a map and geography´s influence on it. His major 

argument stands on the realization that while he was writing a paper, people have 

mapped the whole Earth at the beginning of 20
th

 century. “In 400 years the outline of 

the map of the world has been completed with approximate accuracy, and even in the 

polar regions, the voyages of Nansen and Scott have very narrowly reduced the last 

possibility of dramatic discoveries.” (Mackinder, 1904, p.421) Obviously, Mackinder 

emphasizes the very recent discoveries of Fridjof Nansen (1893-96 Fram expedition 

aiming to reach the North Pole) as it was supposedly the last undiscovered piece on the 

Earth. Since his argumentations stand on the conviction that people have already 

discovered everything on the Earth (no more new continents or seas), discovering the 

Arctic region was important for his theory and this information enables him to look at 

Earth as one closed system.    
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In the article he defines three epochs of history in connection with a sweeping 

story that he calls “the geographical causation of history” based on the relationship 

between geography and transportation technology. (Ò Touthail, 1997, p.17) Namely, the 

three epochs are: Pre-Columbian, Columbian and Post-Columbian. Each of them has a 

different dominant drama, mobility of power and ascendant region and power type. (See 

Table 1)  

 

Table 1: Mackinder´s epochs in the history of the world  

*Source: Ò Touthail, 1997, p.18 

 

Mackinder defines two constant factors during the history on “the stage of the 

whole world”; the Sahara desert and the polar ice. (Mackinder, 1904, p.430) 

Characteristic definition for the Pivot area is that it is “…a continuous land, ice-girt in 

the north, water-girt elsewhere, measuring 21 million square miles, or more that three 

times the area of the North America, whose centre and north, measuring some, 9 million 

square miles, or more than twice the area of Europe, have no available water-ways to 

the ocean, but, on the other hand, except in the subarctic forest, are very generally 

favourable to the mobility of horsemen and camelmen.” (Mackinder, 1904, p.431) This 

definition acknowledges that the presence of Arctic region, Northern Siberia to be 

concrete in this case, is inevitable condition for Pivotal state´s existence. Basic idea 

behind Pivot of history is that it is immune to any sea power from the North. Siberia and 

Arctic Ocean make the continent (Asia), because of its ice, inaccessible from the North. 

Moreover, there are great resources in the subarctic forest.  

EPOCH 
Dominant 

drama 

Mobility of 

power 
Ascendant region 

Pre-Columbian 
Asiatic Invasion 

of Europe 
Horse and camel 

The landpower of the Asian 

steppes 

Columbian 

European 

overseas 

expansionism 

Sailing vessels 

and sea 

transportation 

The seapower of the 

European colonial empires 

Post-columbian 

Closed space 

and the struggle 

for relative 

efficiency 

Railways 
The landpower of those who 

control the heartland 
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Figure 1: Mackinder’s ‘pivot area’, the ‘inner’ and ‘outer crescents’: Source: H.J. 

Mackinder, ‘The Geographical Pivot of History’, The Geographical Journal, vol. 24, no. 

4, 1904, p. 435.  

 

Mackinder recognizes Russia as a replacer of the Mongol Empire which implies 

Russia to occupy the best strategic position – similar to Germany´s position within the 

scope of Europe. “She (Russia) can strike on all sides and be struck from all sides, save 

the north [author´s emphasis]” (Mackinder, 1904, p.436) The Russian railways, 

especially the Trans-Siberian are the biggest challenge to the British influence on the 

Eurasian continent.  This is the important momentum of oversetting the balance of 

power that Mackinder claims to be in favour of the pivot state – Russia. Mackinder also 

appreciates Russia´s self-awareness of their limits in power overseas. “Wisely 

recognizing the fundamental limits of her power, her rulers have parted with Alaska; for 

it is as much a law of policy for Russia to own nothing overseas as for Britain to be 

supreme on the ocean.” (Mackinder, 1904, p.436)  

The major topic in Mackinder´s article is differentiating between sea power and 

land power (thalassocratic versus tellurocratic approach). His main message is the 

danger that he finds if Germany and Russia would ally. (Heffernan, 2000, p.35) We 

could see the after-effects of this alliance during the WW2.  We can say that Mackinder 

foretold the disastrous consequences of the two land-power´s alliance. Mackinder, as a 
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British geographer recognized a great challenge and danger of this alliance to the British 

Empire.  

How can be characterized the role of Arctic region in his Heartland theory? It is 

the last space on the Earth to be discovered and explored because of its hostile climate 

conditions. Only after exploration of the Arctic Ocean and the North Pole, after 

completing the map of the world, we can start calculating. The Icy Sea on his maps 

form a barrier thanks to which the Pivot state does not have to worry about any attacks 

by any sea power from the Arctic region. It is insurmountable space which provides the 

Pivot state with certainty that nobody can conquer them from the Arctic region, 

moreover it provides the state with a strategic space. Truth is, in that time, there were 

probably no researches about any predictable melting of the Icy Sea which leaves 

Mackinder with a great certitude. Mackinder does not even mention the possibility of 

North passage which can play important role for Russia´s potential to changing into a 

sea power to challenge the British Empire from the sea.  

The book called The Britain and British Seas written by Mackinder was 

published in 1907 and as Mackinder claims, it was written for the needs of foreign 

students in Britain. The book focuses on physical and human geography of Britain and 

its history. Interestingly enough, in the first parts he describes the position of Britain 

and its access to the North Sea: “A broad channel, with parallel shores trending north-

eastward, connects the North Atlantic with the Polar Sea. Iceland stands in the midst of 

this entry; Greenland defines it on the one hand, and Britain and Scandinavia on the 

other.” (Mackinder, 1907, p.3) It again shows the importance of Arctic region for 

Mackinder´s theories as he repeatedly mentions it in his works. 

In Democratic Ideals and Reality: A study in the Politics of Reconstruction 

published in 1919 Mackinder elaborates his idea about Heartland. The book is not only 

about geographical influence on world politics, but he also writes about social 

momentum that had an impact on the revolutionary idealism. He continues with chapter 

called: Seaman´s point of view which is followed by chapter called Landman´s point of 

view. In these two parts, he redefines his geographical pivot and names it Heartland 

with more specific depiction: 

 “The northern edge of Asia is the Inaccessible Coast, beset with ice except for a 

narrow water lane which opens here and there along the shore in the brief 

summer owing to the melting of the local ice formed in the winter between the 
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grounded floes and the land. It so happens that three of the largest rivers in the 

world, the Lena, Yenisei, and Obi, stream northward through Siberia to this 

coast, and are therefore detached for practical purposes from the general system 

of the ocean and river navigations.[1] South of Siberia are other regions at least 

as large, drained into salt lakes having no outlet to the ocean; such are the 

basins of the Volga and Ural Rivers flowing to the Caspian Sea, and of the Oxus 

and Jaxartes to the Sea of Aral. Geographers usually describe these inward 

basins as 'Continental.' Taken together, the regions of Arctic and Continental 

drainage measure nearly a half of Asia and a quarter of Europe, and form a 

great continuous patch in the north and centre of the continent. That whole 

patch, extending right across from the icy, flat shore of Siberia to the torrid, 

steep coasts of Baluchistan and Persia, has been inaccessible to navigation from 

the ocean. The opening of it by railways—for it was practically roadless 

beforehand—and by aeroplane routes in the near future, constitutes a revolution 

in the relations of men to the larger geographical realities of the world. Let us 

call this great region the Heartland of the Continent.” (Mackinder 1919, p.96) 

 

 

Figure 2: The Great Lowland,  [online]. In: . [cit. 2017-05-16]. Available at: 

https://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Democratic_Ideals_and_Reality:_A_Study_in_the_Politi

cs_of_Reconstruction/Chapter_4#/media/File:Democratic_Ideals_and_Reality,_1919_F

ig_15_p_97_-_from_Commons.jpg  

https://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Democratic_Ideals_and_Reality:_A_Study_in_the_Politics_of_Reconstruction/Chapter_4#cite_note-1
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Mackinder refined his concept of Heartland in 1919. Firstly, he mentions (for the 

first time) new term Heartland that replaces the Pivot Area from the original article 

written in 1904. Secondly, Heartland represents the core of World Island, and the most 

important question for Mackinder becomes: who will control Heartland and what is 

going to be his power potential like. (Volner, 2010, p.38) Mackinder also emphasizes 

the role of Trans-Siberian line running from Petrograd basically to Vologda as a big 

challenge to sea-powers.   

Mackinder revisited his Heartland theory once again in his last published article 

called The Round World and the Winning of the Peace in Foreign Affairs in 1943. He 

realizes that the term “Heartland” occurred once in the Geographical Pivot of History, 

but only as a descriptive term, not technical. Hence he defines Heartland more 

accurately and sharply by three separate aspects of physical geography that are 

characteristic for Heartland (they are reinforcing one another, and not coincident):  

- In this region, we have the widest lowland plain on the face of globe 

- There flow great navigable rivers: certain of them to the Arctic Sea and are 

inaccessible from the ocean because it is cumbered with ice, while others flow 

into inland waters, such as Caspian, which have no exit to the ocean  

- There is a grassland zone that presented ideal conditions for the development of 

high mobility by camel and horse-riding nomads (Volner, 2010, p.36-37)  

In this work Mackinder adds one more condition and special term – Lenaland. 

“Three thousand miles from Bering Strait that line will cross the Yenisei river, flowing 

northward from the borders of Mongolia to the Arctic Ocean…. Lenaland population is 

of only six millions of whom 5 millions are settled along the transcontinental railroad 

from Irkutsk to Vladivostok.” (Mackinder, 1943, p.598)  In this part of Russia are 

hidden great untouched natural resources of timber, water power and resources.   

Mackinder also names three natural barriers that have great defensive value for 

Russia. The vast area is available for defence in depth and for strategic retreat: 

“inaccessible” Arctic coast, the Lenaland wilderness and the fringe of mountains from 

the Altai to the Hindu Kush, backed by Gobi, Tibetan and Iranian deserts. The Arctic 

drainage shows most accurately the vast coherent area of Heartland (See Figure 3).   
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Figure 3: The Steppes, Source: [online]. In: . [cit. 2017-05-16]. Available at: 

https://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Democratic_Ideals_and_Reality:_A_Study_in_the_Politi

cs_of_Reconstruction/Chapter_4#/media/File:Democratic_Ideals_and_Reality,_1919_F

ig_18_p_108-9_-_from_Commons.jpg 

 

In the article written at the end of Second World War, Mackinder for the first 

time realizes that the Arctic shore is not completely inaccessible and the ice is melting 

during few months of the year, and therefore could be approached by icebreakers and 

merchant ships or airplanes. But Mackinder denies any possibility of somebody getting 

through the Arctic Ice “to the Tundra mosses and Targa forests it is impossible to face 

Soviet land-based air defence.” (Mackinder, 1943, p.600) 
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1.2.The Arctic Region in tellurocratic geopolitical tradition  

 

General Karl Haushofer started his career as a political geographer after he 

retired from German army. Likewise Mackinder, he stressed the importance of 

geopolitical education for politicians and citizens. His articles were published in 

Zeitschrift für Geopolitik.
6
  

Haushofer´s theory is based on few important geopolitical theorists: he combines 

Mackinder´s theory of Heartland, Ratzel´s theory of organic states
7
  and Kjellen´s 

8
 

Lebensraum.  

 

In this chapter we analysed the following Haushofer´s works:  

- Geopolitik des Pazifischen Ozeans: Studien über die Wechselbeziehungen 

zwischen Geographie und Geschichte (Geopolitics of the Pacific Ocean: studies 

on the relationship between geography and history published in 1924)  

- Bausteine zur Geopolitik (Elements of Geopolitics published in 1928)  

- Geopolitik der Panideen (Geopolitics of Pan-regions published in 1931)  

 

General Karl Haushofer was very much influenced by his travelling before and 

during the First World War, when he had a chance to visit six of fourteen´s maritime 

choke points, including the North Sea . Mainly fascinated by Japan and its development, 

he also got to experience parts of Siberia during his travel home on the Trans-Siberian 

Railway. (Tambs, 2002, p.XIV-XV)  

The book Geopolitik des Pazifischen Ozeans: Studien über die 

Wechselbeziehungen zwischen Geographie und Geschichte is composed of Haushofer´s 

articles that were published in Zeitschrift für Geopolitik. It can be considered one of his 

major works written for geographical education for people. One of his studies is 

                                                 
6
 Haushofer blended a policy, and make the German public aware of foreign policy debates, that ran 

paralel with Hitler´s surge in popularity and his vision of a „strong“  Germany. However, Haushofer was 

not Hitler´s „philosopher of Nazism“  as Life magazine famously declared in 1939. (Ò Touthail, 1996, 

p.115)  
7
 Friedrich Ratzel (1844-1904) published Politische Geographie in 1897 thanks to which he is known as 

„father of geography“. Based on social darwinism which was very popular in academic sphere, he is an 

author of seven laws of how states grow, the most important one thought of boundaries as „peripherial 

organs“  where happen all the transformations. (Flint, 2011, p.15) 
8
 Rudolf Kjellén (1864 – 1922) was a Swedish geographer who published The State as Living form in 

1916 in which he presents five key concepts fundamental for geopolitics: Reich, Volk, Haushalt, 

Gesellschaft, Regierung (Dorpalen, 1942, p.52-54) 
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devoted to part of the Arctic region, strictly speaking to northernmost parts of the 

Pacific Ocean and Asian continent – namely Siberia, the Bering Strait and Alaska.  

In the first part of the book Haushofer examines the question whether there is 

any geopolitics of the Pacific Ocean at all. He persuades us that the Pacific Ocean or as 

he calls it the Great Ocean, has its own geopolitics, legitimate in theory and intensively 

effective. (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.5) He shifts our attention to a different 

view of the world map whose centre is no longer the Atlantic Ocean, which is of course 

still very important, but the Pacific Ocean was going to gain importance in the future. 

 

Table 2: Historical Evolution of Humanity´s Consciousness of the Pacific Basin  

Period Knowledge Characteristic 

200 B.C.(Ptolemy´s map) -  

9
th

 century (Suleiman´s 

navigation of Pacific) or 

1275-81 (Marco Polo) 

The Pacific Basin is 

completely absent in maps 

(Ptolemy´s map) 

The Age of premonition, 

the myth of the Pacific 

15
th

 – 16
th

 century 

Pope Alexander VI in 1494 

and Pope Clement VII in 

1529 divide the Pacific 

Division between Spain and 

Portugal 

1577 – 17
th

 century 

Sir Francis Drake shakes 

the Spanish – Portugal 

monopoly 

Struggle for the Imperium 

maris pacifici 

1768-1779 The Age of Cook  

1779 - 1898 The Period of transition 

Americans, Russians, 

Frenchmen join with 

conscious geopolitical 

moves 

1901-1919 Second transition  

From 1921-22 
New Age of Self-

organization 

Finding its own laws – 

expulsion of all foreign 

bodies 

*Source: Author.  

We can notice that Haushofer´s historical timeline of Pacific Ocean is quite 

comparable to Mackinder´s story of historical development of Euro-Asian continent. 

But Haushofer goes even further and tries to predict the future development: “A future 

world-historical evaluation will probably place the end of the purely Atlantic Age at the 
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turn of the 19
th

 to the 20
th

 centuries and consider the 1895-1901 as the beginning of the 

Pacific Age.” (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.50) 

 

 

Figure 4: The Great Antithesis West-East in the future. In: Le Monde Diplomatique: 

Les atlas, un nouvel engouement de l´edition francaise [online]. 2011 [cit. 2017-04-15]. 

Available at: http://ekladata.com/v1sj4g9SDaMCdnJBk3wgOaXKlgk.jpg 

 

1.2.1.The Great Ocean 

Haushofer provides us with descriptive definition of the Great Ocean (Indo-

Pacific Ocean space):  

“The geopolitical space picture of the Great Ocean, too, is first determined by its 

shorelines – the encircling narrow coastal planes and soaring mountains which 

form its frame. The Northern threshold arcs northward with its marginal shore 

spaces from the Juan de Fuca Strait separating Washington´s Olympic 

Peninsula from British Columbia´s Vancouver in the Eastern Pacific and swings 

northward through the Gulf of Alaska, Bering Sea past the Kamchatka to the 

Tsugaru Strait (Sangar) which separates the Japanese Home Islands of Honshu 

and Hokaido (Yezo) in the west. The semi-circle is interrupted only within range 

of sight by the 92-kilometer-wide deep Bering Strait between Alaska and Siberia 

http://ekladata.com/v1sj4g9SDaMCdnJBk3wgOaXKlgk.jpg
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and closes the Pacific against the Nordic, oceanic, but mostly ice-covered waste 

of Arctic Ocean.” (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.24)  

 

Haushofer also defines the Great Ocean in relation to the Arctic Ocean. 

Therefore, we may say that his approach is very similar to Mackinder´s descriptions of 

Heartland or Pivot Area, when he puts certain emphasize on the Icy Sea in all of his 

definitions in various articles.  But Haushofer goes on and looks at the Arctic parts in a 

new way – from the point of view of human geography, not only as a physical 

geographical attribute:  

“Politico-geographically, this entire inland arc is almost completely deprived of 

self-determination because it doesn´t protect the passive vastness of this vast 

inhospitable space; cultural-geographically, its aboriginal inhabitants are in 

early and migratory stages, economico-geographically characterized by a 

gathering and hunting economy. They are scattered over a very thinly settled 

area, with nomadic nests of population. They were formerly well-adapted to 

their environment but now appear condemned to extinction by rape through a 

civilization foreign to its native way of being. The evil word is valid here, too: 

“Moro syphilized than civilized.” (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.24)  

 

According to Haushofer, the Bering Strait is a special point on the Earth where 

“we are accustomed to seeing geopolitically the greatest contrasts on the globe – 

America and Asia”. (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.24)  It is a point where the 

oldest and autarkic culture meets with the most recently opened and repopulated one.  

Haushofer in one part appreciates Mackinder´s new point of view on the world 

when redrawing the map (till then was used only the Mercator map whose centre is the 

Atlantic Ocean) in the article from 1904. Mackinder´s act shows us the possibility of 

contemplation at the Atlantic-Eurasian and the Pacific spaces.  

In the chapter called The Northern Treshold Haushofer concentrates more on the 

above mentioned Bering Strait and basically to the Arctic region which is the main 

subject of this article. He starts with definition of the area called The Northern Treshold 

of the Pacific Rim and treats it as a space with its own geopolitical identity. Then he 

concentrates on the issue of Alaska and its selling to USA. Moreover, he points out to 
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the possibility of opening the Northwest and Northeast passages. He concludes the 

chapter with geopolitical significance of this part and even mentions the Russo-Japanese 

War and German-Japanese War (both at the beginning of 20
th

 century).  

 

 

Figure 5: KARL, Haushofer. Russian edge of the North Pacific.(Haushofer (1924) and 

Tambs, 2002, p.114) 

 

Haushofer understands the northern area as one unity and does not separate it at 

the Bering Strait. “Because of the macro-form of the Pacific reminds us of triangular 

figure with a southern base of Antarctica, New Zealand and Australia with an apex, 

formed by the Bering Strait of about 75 kilometers in width. Here at the apex, Eurasia 

and Americas, West and East coast of Pacific approach each other within sighting 

distance.” (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.113)  

In the first part, Haushofer asks a rhetorical question how the physical 

geographical attributes of this territory had influenced the war and peace which were the 

consequence of the struggle for power in this zone. Based on the climatic conditions, he 

points out the disadvantage of Pacific part by comparing it to the Atlantic. It is mainly 

visible on the image of habitableness under the same latitudes.  
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Haushofer, in contrast with Mackinder
9
, explains political importance of the 

Northern sea routes if they were opened:  

“The North Pacific would be more hazardous for navigation because of greater 

ice danger, if the morphological peculiarity of the narrow and shallow Bering 

Strait did not prevent drift-ice from entering the Great Ocean from the Arctic. 

The traffic-geographic consequences of this advantageous form are far-

reaching; it makes possible moving steamship routes farther North as utilized by 

swift ships,… Here lie the ultimate cause and potential for the important 

tendency to move and shunt to the North the navigational routs, and thus shorten 

the main traffic routes in the Pacific.” (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, 

p.115)  

 

But differences in voyage time between southern and northern parts made it very 

difficult to actually use the route. In 1577, the Russian expansion to Siberia started by 

crossing the Bering Strait and establishing first settlements on Alaska. Haushofer 

explains this tendency of expansion with the theory of “Lebensraum” as the Russians 

needed more space for its people. With this notion, they did not only expand the 

Russian territory, but the boundaries of mankind as well. Haushofer understands the 

issue of Alaska as a collision of tellurocratic nation – Russia and thalassocratic nation – 

Great Britain was succeeded by USA. The Treaty from 1825 excluded Britain from 

Alaska, whereas USA got to the advantageous position. In 1867 was Alaska sold by 

Russia to the USA which according to Haushofer “put the seal on the repulse of Russian 

power to the Eurasian continental frame.” (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.116) 

We can see Haushofer´s opposite approach to the issue of selling Alaska to USA 

(compared to Mackinder´s acts of honour to Russia´s self-awareness in letting Alaska 

go because of its limited power overseas). On the contrary, he considers it as a great 

failure of Russia which was unable to realize the future economical potential of the 

territory. “If one merely tries to examine the economic value of Alaska objectively, 

which was sold on October 18, 1867, to the United States for 7.2 million dollars, there 

too, the purely economic failure of Russia becomes manifest. Because that is the 

amount which today is exceeded by the yield of the annual salmon catch.” (Haushofer 

                                                 
9
 This might be caused by the lack of information and different periods of activity of Mackinder and 

Haushofer. 
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Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.117) Then Haushofer continues his calculation 

including the Gold Rush in 1895 which exceeded the total purchase by three million 

dollars. He also realizes that the Anglo-Saxons foresighted the importance of the 

Northwest Passage, while Russians were pushed to the continental parts of Asia by 

them. 

“The tragedy of the Northwest Passage to the North Pacific access to the Great 

Ocean consists in the fact that once surmounted; it proved to be geopolitically devoid of 

application due to the tremendous hindrance to Arctic traffic. But the Northeast Passage 

along Siberia´s north coast to the Bering Strait will attain real traffic-geographic 

importance only when it is supplemented by inland waterways.” (Haushofer (1924) and 

Tambs, 2002, p.121) He also points out the fact that already in the summer in 1935 the 

first merchant ships were able to sail from Vladivostok through the Kara Sea to the 

British ports in the north. Of course, this route would also be accessible for army and 

could be used in the times of war. According to him, the Northeast Passage is more 

promising than the Northwest which depends on Russian development in various fields 

– technically, scientifically or even economically. 
10

 

The northern entrance to the Pacific Ocean is very important for Central 

Europeans because “…here alone the greatest ocean is reached by lifeline route across 

the Soviet Union which is free of Anglo-Saxons.” (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, 

p.123) He even thinks that the Passage along the Siberian coast could have been 

traversed by steamship in 10 day even before First World War. Until then, the emperors 

of Russia and Germany ignored the importance of the eastern edge of Siberia which led 

to clashes between them and Japan (Russo-Japanese War 1904-1905 and German-

Japanese War 1914).  

In the summary of the book Haushofer characterizes the South Sea (meaning the 

Pacific Ocean) as reaching from the Antarctic to the Arctic wasteland. (Haushofer 

(1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.334) We can see that the Arctic region plays an important 

role for both Haushofer and Mackinder as a concrete point on which they define certain 

places on the Earth – Heartland and Pacific Ocean.    

                                                 
10 

Haushofer´s passion for Japan and their culture can be seen in this article as well. Japan was pushed 

away from the Arctic region by Russia which caused that the Japan is oceanically and southerly oriented.  

He sees only one possible win-win strategy for both countries in cooperation and together they can 

successfully face divide et impera policies of Anglo-Saxons and China. (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 

2002, p. 121-122)
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1.2.2.The theory of pan-regions 

In Haushofer´s book named Geopolitik der Panideen we can see his most 

famous concept of dividing the world to blocks. He does not define the Earth as one 

closed system that we could see in Mackinder´s theory. On contrary, Haushofer divides 

the world into pan-regions forming their own sub-systems that are completely 

independent.  

  

Figure 6: Pan-regions  HAUSHOFER, Karl. [online]. In: . [cit. 2017-04-16]. Available 

at: http://grachev62.narod.ru/haushofer/chapt27.htm 

 

These pan-regions (See Figure 6) are transcontinental territories over which have 

the empires domination and power. (Braden, 1999, p.16) These regions are vertical, so 

that they could be divided to northern and southern part. Haushofer used the vertical 

division on purpose; till then all of the geographers (including Mackinder) used 

horizontal segmentation. The basic idea behind pan-regions is that the dominant powers 

have their own zones of impact and they are self-sufficient and like that eliminate the 

possibility of further conflict between super-powers. (Volner, 2010, p.23) 

 

 

http://grachev62.narod.ru/haushofer/chapt27.htm


21 

 

Table 3: Haushofer´s pan-regions.  

 

PAN-REGION Dominant power Territory under influence 

Euro-African Germany 
African continent and 

Europe 

Panrussian (Russo-Indian) USSR 

Eastern Europe, Siberia, 

Middle Asia and Persia, 

India 

Asia-Pacific Japan 
Far East, Southeast Asia, 

Oceania, Australia 

Panamerican USA 
Northern and Southern 

American continent 

*Source: author  

 

Each dominant empire has the territory which is rich in various resources, so that 

they would not need to go to wars because of the resources out of their sphere of 

influence. (See Table 3) 

One of Haushofer´s main contributions to German geopolitics and certain 

policies during the Second World War was Ostorientierung, which means orientation 

on the East, mainly cooperation with two superpowers, Russia and Japan. From this 

concept we can speak about Berlin-Moscow-Tokyo axis which was supposed to be the 

most successful formation of power to conquer seapowers – the USA and Great Britain. 

(Volner, 2010, p.24-25) Again, we can show how important the conflict between 

thalassocratic and tellurocratic nations was for Haushofer, as it is a central topic leaning 

through all of his works. 

In the book Bausteine zur Geopolitik published later Haushofer provides us with 

various factors that have impact on international relations, for example (such as): 

geography, race, resources and their distribution. He analyzes the historical 

development of Great Britain and Russia, as well as Japan and other parts of the Earth. 

He only partially takes into consideration the Arctic Ocean, but if he does, he only 

refers to his previous work – Geopolitik des Pazifischen Ozeans. (Haushofer, 1931, 

p.312) 
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Figure 7: One of several representations of Haushofer’s “Pan-Regions” theory. 

In: Eric Ross, academic [online]. Blog at WordPress.com, 2015 [cit. 2017-04-22]. 

Available at: https://ericrossacademic.wordpress.com/2015/03/05/of-heartlands-and-

pan-regions-mapping-the-spheres-of-influence-of-the-great-powers-in-the-age-of-

world-wars/  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://ericrossacademic.wordpress.com/2015/03/05/of-heartlands-and-pan-regions-mapping-the-spheres-of-influence-of-the-great-powers-in-the-age-of-world-wars/
https://ericrossacademic.wordpress.com/2015/03/05/of-heartlands-and-pan-regions-mapping-the-spheres-of-influence-of-the-great-powers-in-the-age-of-world-wars/
https://ericrossacademic.wordpress.com/2015/03/05/of-heartlands-and-pan-regions-mapping-the-spheres-of-influence-of-the-great-powers-in-the-age-of-world-wars/
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1.3. The Arctic Region in Haushofer´s and Mackinder´s theory  

 

In the following chapter we summarize the theories of Mackinder and Haushofer 

mainly concentrating on the role of Arctic region followed by the comparison of their 

approaches to the northernmost parts of the world. At the end, the ideas – differences 

and similarities are briefly outlined in a table (See Table 4).   

Significant for this work is that both political geographers take into 

consideration the Arctic region and devote several parts of their works to this almost 

untouched place on the Earth. They also define the territories that they focus on, in 

relation to the Arctic Ocean. Sir Halford Mackinder starts his analysis with the 

expedition to the North Pole which is very important point. Based on the recent 

discovery, he suggests that the whole globe is already mapped and therefore we can 

start thinking about it as one closed system in terms of strategies and how this system 

works. The Arctic region serves as a jumping off point for his definitions; he usually 

starts the definitions of Pivot Area or Heartland with the northernmost parts which are 

indeed the icebound Arctic Ocean and Northern parts of Siberia. On the contrary, 

General Karl Haushofer does not understand world as one closed system, he divides it 

into pan-regions instead. Certainly, Haushofer underlines the importance of Arctic 

Ocean in his analysis of Northern Threshold, the place where two different worlds meet. 

(Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.251-252)  

1.3.1. Resources  

Resources covered by ice and hidden in the subarctic forests play very important 

role for both authors.  Mackinder directly states; “Great industrial wealth in Siberian 

and European Russia and the conquest of some of the marginal regions would give the 

basis for a fleet necessary to found the world empire.“ (Mackinder, 1904, p.443) 

Undoubtedly, the German capital and Russian resources are Germany´s way how to 

achieve “world rule”. (Dorpalen, 1942, p.4) For Haushofer´s theory of pan-regions is 

the Siberian wealth inevitable for Russian empire within its sphere of influence. The 

theory is based on his assumption that if all of the empires have its own territory to take 

advantage of, it would prevent collisions and further conflicts based on their 

contradictory interests in the same resources. (Dodds, 2007, p.38)   
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1.3.2. Alaska  

The settlement of Alaska started in the wake of Vitus Bering´s second voyage in 

the first half of 18
th

 century when hunters motivated by easy sources of wealth in 

Komadorski Island and Aleutians moved to eastern regions. The expansion of Russian 

power to the northeast caused a clash with another superpower - Great Britain. They 

already had a long history of competing for markets (mainly trading fur) in other parts 

of the world. Specifically, in this part it was represented by Cook´s voyages to the 

Aleutians and the Kurils. The sea route from Kamchatka to Alaska gradually became a 

very busy trade lane. The Russian American Company responsible for commercial 

enterprise in the Russian America experienced in the beginning successful expansion 

even to other parts of America, but in the 19
th

 century they had to face serious 

communicational and supplying problems that led to a fiasco. Finally, in 1867 the 

Russian colony in America was sold for $ 7 200 000 to the United States of America. 

Russia ignored British interests in the territory and preferred the option of selling the 

possession to newly formed USA. (Chaturvedi, 1996, p.45) This was purely strategical 

move from Russia as they wanted to balance British power on the continent as they 

already owned Canada. We can contemplate completely opposite opinions when 

speaking about the question of selling Alaska to USA. While Mackinder sees it as a 

very good strategic move from Russia, Haushofer considers it to be a failure and a lack 

of foresightedness.  

 Mackinder believes that parting Alaska from Russia was the right move, being 

the tellurocratic state, focused on continental land that they can actually effectively have 

under control and defend. Alaska was too far and the sea that is separating them seems 

to be the drawback since Russia is not a sea-power that might be able to manage such an 

overseas possession. (Mackinder, 1907, p.436)  

On the other hand, Haushofer approaches the issue from completely opposite 

point of view. He criticizes the unwillingness of Russia to keep Alaska. He believes that 

this colony would bring economic gain to Russia. He claims that the price was too low 

as it was the value of a year salmon catch. Moreover, the Russians sold Alaska not long 

before the Klondike Gold Rush started at Alaska in 1896. (Haushofer (1924) and 

Tambs, 2002, p.117)  

However, both of the authors may be biased in the question of Alaska. From 

Mackinder´s point of view it seems logical as he defends British policy in the world in 
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the times when they are trying to sustain their leading position as a sea power. 

Mackinder´s approach can be recognized in the U.S. policy towards the Alaska as it was 

projected later during the World War II, for example in opinions of General “Billy” 

Mitchel, known as the father of United States Air Force who once said that Alaska “is 

the most important strategic place in the world. … Whoever holds Alaska will hold the 

world.” (Dorpalen, 1942, p.151) On the other hand, Haushofer´s approach comes across 

as more objective one as he assesses its importance from economical point as far as the 

deal goes. Nevertheless, Alaska is a valuable strategic territory because of its position 

and potential in resources for both of them. If Alaska would have stayed under Russia´s 

administration, their power could have been projected on another continent. From the 

point of view of British Empire, Mackinder feared that. Contrarily, Haushofer was in 

favour of Alaska being Russian due to potential of North-Pacific Railroad which they, 

by its selling, rejected. (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.117-119)  

1.3.3. Transport routes 

 At the times of Haushofer´s and Mackinder´s activity within the academic 

sphere, there was a little evidence of any probable use of the Northern Passages.
 

Mackinder realizes that and also points it out in the characteristic condition of the 

Heartland; its inaccessibility from coast most of the months in the year.
 11

 (Mackinder, 

1919, p.96) Haushofer goes further and even though he realizes that the passages are 

very difficult to approach or use, he speculates that if it should be accessible only if 

supplemented by inland rivers. He prefers the Northern Passage leading along the 

Russian coast of northern Siberia combined with the biggest Russian rivers. He argues: 

“Thus, the Northeast Passage is more promising than the Northwest, and this is for 

deeply seated geopolitical reasons; of course, it also presupposes a regenerated Russian 

commonwealth, technically and scientifically capable to the highest degree.” 

(Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.121)  

The aim of this chapter was to briefly summarize basic points and compare their 

different approaches to Arctic region in their geopolitical theories. We used a table to 

summarize the most important similarities and differences in their works regarding the 

strategic role of the northernmost region.  

                                                 
11

 Mackinder revisits his opinion in his last article The Round World and the Winning of the Peace (1943) 

when he says: „It is true that the Arctic shore is no longer inaccessible in the absolute sense that held until 

a few years ago.“ (Mackinder, 1943, p.600)  
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Table 4: Summary of similarities and differences in Mackinder´s and Haushofer´s 

approaches to the Arctic regions. 

 

 SIR HALFORD MACKINDER GENERAL KARL HAUSHOFER 

S
im

il
ar

it
ie

s 

- For both of them the Arctic region serves as a jumping off point for describing the 

territories of interest 

- Both of them regard Arctic region as inhospitable territories which create strategic 

advantage for the empire that is controlling it 

- Both of them stress the resources hidden in Arctic region 

D
if

fe
re

n
ce

s 

QUESTION OF ALASKA 

Russia ´s inevitable and right move. 

Reasons: 

- Tellurocratic empire is not able to 

control any territory overseas 

(considering its fundamental 

limits of power it is for Russia 

“… a law of policy not to own 

nothing overseas as for Britain to 

be supreme on the ocean.” 

(Mackinder, 1904, p.436) 

 

Russia´s mistake of 1867 blamed upon a lack 

of foresight. 

Reasons: 

- Alaska had a key and  extremely 

powerful position 

- It broke Russian extensive continuation 

of the northern wheat belt around the 

world (to the contact with Germany) 

- They lost complete control over the 

Bering Strait 

- They lost unique privileged access to 

Northeast and Northwest Passage 

- Economic failure of the deal: loss of 

future potential gains, e.g.; Gold Rush 

- The project of Bering Tunnel 

connecting the Yukon and Lena River 

was rejected 

(Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.117) 

QUESTION OF NORTWEST AND NORTHEAST PASSAGES 

Mackinder does not mention any 

possibility of using the Northern Sea 

routes 

(Mackinder, 1919,  p.96) 

 

 

 

Recognizes a great potential in the Northern 

Sea route along Siberian coast combined 

with inland rivers. 

Advantages: 

- Shorter than the great traffic routes 

in the Pacific Ocean 

- Also possible for war ships 

- Access to the Great Ocean through 

the Bering Strait 

- Possibility of creating “The Great 

Circle Route” 

(Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.115) 

*Source: Author. 
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2. World War I and World War II in the Arctic Region 

In the following chapter we discuss military activities in the Arctic of the first 

half of 20
th

 century. Subsequently, we compare its role in two world wars.  

It is crucial to remind the extremely harsh conditions for living and fighting in 

the Arctic Areas. Military operations in these parts of the world require advanced 

logistical systems, specially trained soldiers and even these do not guarantee the 

success. The soldiers have to deal with the inhospitable environment as well as the steps 

of their enemy. (Mann and Jörgensen, 2002, p.7)  

2.1. World War I in the Arctic Region  

The World War I in the Arctic was practically only about resource exploitation, 

discoveries of new islands and delimitating boundaries in some parts of the Arctic. 

When the war burst out, most of the activities in the Arctic region were stopped, since 

countries had to focus on battles in Europe. For example, Chaturvedi claims that in the 

Canadian North during the First World War and immediately after, we observe a 

general decline in activity (mainly involving research of the northern territories of 

Canada). (Chaturvedi, 1996, p.49)  

The situation in the Russian Northern Siberia gets even more complicated 

because of the Brest-Litovsk Peace Treaty signed in the March of 1918 and 

overthrowing of Tsarist´s Russia by Bolsheviks. The Soviet Union had its own plans of 

reconstruction and economical development of Siberia, but it started in 1930s with the 

focus on industrial development of the area. (Chaturvedi, 1996, p.46) 

In the European Arctic, meaning northernmost parts of Norway, Sweden and 

Greenland, there were still unresolved disputes over areas such as the Archipelago of 

Spitsbergen or John Mayen Island. Norway realized that the Great War might be a good 

opportunity to get the sovereignty over that territory that not seemed to be that 

strategically important back then. They claimed their demands on the territory, but they 

were resolved after the Great War (see the Spitsbergen Treaty). Similar intention was 

proposed by Icelanders when in 1918 the Act of Union recognized the Iceland as a 

sovereign state. (Sale and Potapov, 2010, p.34)  
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2.1.1. Sector approach
12

   

 In 1907 in Canada was discussed the territory of Canadian Arctic and Senator P. 

Porier proposed new approach: “a country whose possession today goes up to the Arctic 

regions will have a right, or should have a right, or has a right, to all the lands that are to 

be found in the waters between a line extending from its eastern extremity north, and 

another line extending from the western extremity north. (See Appendix B.) All the 

lands between the two lines up to the North Pole should belong and do belong to the 

country whose territory abuts up there. (Canada, Senate Debates, 1907, p.271; cited in 

Pharand, 198, p.10, cited in Timtchenko, 1996: 1) 

Similarly, in 1926 was agreed The Decree of USSR by the Presidium of the 

Supreme Soviet which says that all the lands between the Russian northern coast and 

the North Pole which are not “the territory of any foreign state are declared territory of 

the USSR”. (Sale and Potapov, 2010, p.67-68) The decision was in no way influenced 

by Bolshevik´s revolution in 1917 when “the USSR endorsed the decisions of the 

Tsarist regime.” (Laruelle, 2013, p.96) 

2.1.2. The Spitsbergen Islands  

Spitsbergen Islands were a special example of terra nullius which means that 

they had been taken as a land of nobody for a long time. This was going to change in 

the beginning of 20
th

 century when the discovery of coal motivated few countries to 

take action to getting the rights to exploit, namely Norway, Sweden, Russia, Germany 

and the USA. As all of them wanted the right to pursue economical activities on the 

islands, they needed to negotiate the terms on a conference. The date for the 

international meeting was set to 1914 but due to the First World War, it had to be 

cancelled. (Hough, 2013, p.10) The Treaty of Svalbard (or the Treaty of Spitsbergen) 

was eventually signed in 1920 by Norway, USA, Denmark, France, Italy, Japan, the 

Netherlands, Great Britain and Sweden in Paris. Norway got “the full and absolute 

sovereignty … over the Archipelago of Spitsbergen, comprising, with Bear Island ….” 

(The Svalbard Treaty, Article 1). The settling of the dispute did not come so far to start 

a military conflict on the Archipelago during the World War I.  

                                                 
12

 The sector approach (See Appendix B) was applicable on the Arctic Region until the United Nations 

Convention on Law of the Sea did not come in force in 1994. Nowadays, it is mainly advocated by 

Canada and Russia, as they get the biggest proportions of the Arctic Region. (Timtchenko, 1996, p.33).   
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2.1.3. The Russian Arctic  

  The Russian Arctic Archipelago, Severnaya Zemlya, had been discovered 

between years 1910 and 1915 by the Russian Arctic Ocean Hydrographic Expedition.  

They used two icebreakers Taymir and Vaygach under leadership of Admiral Kolchak. 

(Sale and Potapov, 2010, p.67) Firstly, the icebreakers were used to show off their 

power to other countries during its voyage from Vladivostok to Suez Canal. However, 

for this work is more important that in 1915 they were successful to reach Archangelsk 

from Vladivostok through Northern Sea Route. (Emmerson, 2010, p.37) 

 Emmerson claims that “Stalin was unique in thinking that the Arctic – in 

particular the Russian Arctic – was undeveloped in its economic and strategic 

potential.” (Emmerson, 2010, p.30) In the times when Russia fought in the Great War 

Stalin spent some time in Siberia which means that he experienced the inhospitable 

climate and inefficiency of administration of Tsar. When he got to the power he decided 

to change the situation and secured development in these parts. Proves of his approach 

to the Northern Siberia and the Arctic Ocean can be: the construction of Belokomor 

Canal (White Sea Canal) in 1933 or Chilingarov´s expedition in 1937 when Russian 

plane landed at the North Pole (Hough, 2013, p.23) 

In the World War I was used the Arctic convoy supply system for the first time. 

“The use of ports of Archangelsk and from 1916 ice-free port of Murmansk was 

necessitated by Germany´s control over the Baltic and Turkey´s control over the 

entrance to the Black Sea. The convoys carried significant amounts of cargo: 700,000 

tons of coal and 500,000 tons of general cargo, mostly munitions and supplies, were 

transported in 1915: and in 1917, 2,5 million tons from Britain, France and the United 

States.” (Halpern, 1994, p.135 cited in Hough and Atkinson, 2013, p.19) 

2.2. Interwar period in the Arctic region 

In the Interwar period were resolved some of the most significant disputes of 

that time; the Greenland was declared by the League of Nations in The Hague in 1933 

to be the Danish territory (Sale and Potapov, 2010, p.99), in 1929 John Mayen Island 

became Norwegian (Sale and Potapov, 2010, p.40), and few others… “Until the Second 

World War, however, the Arctic was a marginal area for the Arctic states. It was 

nonetheless a strategically important area due to rich mineral potential, especially 

Sweden and the Soviet Union.” (Powell and Dodds, 2014, p.245) 
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In the aftermath of the Great War there were two major interventions in the 

Russian Arctic. First one was in Archangelsk harbour where British and Russian armies 

met. Winston Churchill took part; “His first reacton was to regard the Bolshevik´s 

usurpation of power as an act of treachery by an ally. In a speech in December 1917, 

when he was Ministry of Munitions, he declared that “it is this melancholy event which 

has prolonged the war that has robbed the French, the British and the Italian armies of 

the prize that was perhaps almost within their reach this summer.” (Kinvig, 2006, p.9)  

The second one was American operation in Vladivostok. “President Woodrow 

Wilson's motivation for sending troops to Siberia stemmed from the same desires that 

drove him to try to impose the Paris Peace Treaty on Europe: the promotion of 

democracy and self-determination. But first and foremost, he wanted to protect the 

billion-dollar investment of American guns and equipment along the Trans-Siberian 

Railway. Vast quantities of supplies had been sent when America believed that Russia 

was capable of fighting and winning against the Central Powers in the spring of 1917.” 

(Smith, 2002) 

To sum up, in the Arctic region during First World War did not pass any military 

operations. It was still the time when some of the territorial disputes were partly agreed 

and the race of exploration went on. With the Bolshevik Revolution came two arctic 

invasions, one by British army and the second one was on American president´s 

command.  
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2.3. World War II in the Arctic region  

 In the period of World War II an increase of military activities can be observed 

in some parts of the Arctic. We still have to focus only on the borderline of the Arctic 

region because most of it was covered by ice and could not be reached due to the lack of 

technology. However, the Arctic definitely started to gain its strategic and military 

importance at the beginning of World War II.
13

   

 We start with the war activities in the European Arctic as there was so called 

Winter War where Hitler´s campaign took place. After that, we mention Alaska and its 

significance for the war and the subsequent part covers the topic of Lend and Lease 

program. In the last part we summarize and point out the role of the Arctic in a table.  

Important naval operations of World War II in the Arctic were the convoys from 

Iceland and Scotland to Murmansk or Archangelsk in Soviet Russia. Germany had its 

bases in Norway and from there they attacked allied merchant ships. Germans used 

passage from Baltic Sea through the Northern Sea and the way in between Iceland and 

Greenland to get into the Atlantic Ocean. (Roucek, 1983, p.464) Despite the Arctic 

convoys, “limited importance the Soviets still attached to the Arctic waters in military 

strategy terms” (Tamnes and Holtsmark, 2014, p.20) 

2.3.1. The European North 

 When Adolf Hitler declared unlimited war on the sea it logically included the 

northern parts of the world oceans. Very significant moment at the beginning of war 

was when Nazi submarine appeared in the North Atlantic. (Roucek, 1983, p.465) This 

specific move of German army brought the conflict to the Arctic region – the 

inhospitable territories that require new strategies due to the climate. 

Despite the very harsh climate conditions in the northernmost parts of 

Scandinavia, there were several military operations. Adolf Hitler was in his campaign 

trying to secure iron ore in the Scandinavia. (Mann and Jörgensen, 2002, p.11) The 

German strategy was also launched against the allied powers that were providing each 

other help, mainly support in supplying to USSR from USA or Great Britain. German 

                                                 
13

 The Arctic starts to play more important role in strategy after World War II, especially during the Cold 

War when the two superpowers USSR and USA are neighbouring states separated by the Arctic Ocean – 

this could be overdone by air power. (Flint, 2011, p.22)  
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strategies primarily targeted convoys and therefore the distinctive role played harbours: 

Murmansk, Petsamo
14

 or Narvik.  

 However, there were other strategic actions, for example when the British army 

purposefully destroyed a weather station built on the John Mayen Island in 1940 

because of their fear that Germany would take over it. (Sale and Potapov, 2010, p.40) 

Another one of the strategically important places was the Svalbard Archipelago which 

was occupied by Germany after the start of Germany´s attack on Soviet Union. Under 

German occupation was built a weather station and an airstrip. (Arlov, 1994, p.74) 

2.3.2. Alaska 

 On the opposite side of the region, in the northern parts of the Pacific Ocean, 

was another battlefield. Here Japanese soldiers met with the U.S. army. In these battles 

the USA had to take advantage of the very good strategic position of Alaska. When the 

Japanese offensive moves became a threat to U.S. territory (as they were too close 

occupying the Aleutians), Washington started building wartime infrastructure in Alaska 

and in northern parts of Canada. (Tamnes and Holtsmark, 2014, p.21) 

 Even though the Aleutians are not often considered a part of the Arctic region, 

they played an important role in the Battle of Midway in 1942 when the Japanese 

occupied western part of them. (Sale and Potapov, 2010, p.77) The battle was 

supplemented with a simultaneous attack on the Aleutian Islands and this strategy was 

supposed to draw US attention to the north. (Roucek, 1983, p.465)    

  Alaska was the site of Japanese invasion and served as harbour for airfields in 

the Aleutian Islands from which the Americans raid Japanese bases on the Kurile 

Islands. (Chandonnet, 2008, p.319) 

2.3.3. Lend and Lease program 

When in 1941 the Soviet Union allies with Western powers, we can see 

repeating strategy from World War I which was the transport routes through the Arctic. 

The problem looms ahead when Germany occupied Norway and they started to strike 

from there the convoys of allied powers heading to the Soviet Union. “The geostrategic 

                                                 
14

 At the beginning of the Soviet-Finnish Winter War the Soviets got back Petsamo port which previously 

belonged to them. This was fundamental step for Soviet Union as it gave them access to the Barents Sea. 

But in 1940 they signed peace treaty based on which Petsamo got back to Finland possession. (Tamnes 

and Holtsmark, 2014, p.20) 
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advantage was enhanced by the immensely improved reach and strike capability of 

German air power.” (Tamnes and Holtsmark, 2014, p.20) The Lend and Lease program 

came in force and one of the several possible routes to deliver the support is the 

northern sea route. (See Figure 8) 

 

Figure 8:  Flow of Lend-Lease Aid, [online]. In: . [cit. 2017-05-16]. Dostupné z: 

http://mrsdanielslh.weebly.com/us-foreign-policy.html 

 

 According to Mikhail Suprun, the strategy of the Allies consisted of three parts. 

Firstly, they all focused on the defeat of Germany in Europe as Churchill wanted. 

Secondly, “The strategy was about, as during the First World War, tightening the noose 

around Germany and getting the Germans themselves to overthrow Hitler's government 

so as to avoid massive human and material losses.” The Arctic region played inevitable 

role in these strategies, hence Churchill was planning to create another front in the 

north, or as he said to “roll the European map from above”.  We can also call it a 

peripheral strategy that brought the Arctic convoys to the epicentre of the war. The final 

component of the Allies´ strategy is the convoys themselves. Suprun emphasizes the 

affectivity of the Arctic convoys: “From 1941 to the middle of 1942, over 43 percent 

of all supplies to the Soviet Union were shipped by Arctic convoys. This was the 

shortest route — it took 10-12 days, which was four or five times faster than the Persian 

corridor opened in the fall of 1942 or the Far Eastern corridor that only began to be used 

in full that same fall.“ (Mikhail Suprun: Northern convoys, 2016) 
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One of the consequences of World War II was a major improvement of US- 

Canadian cooperation in the northern parts of American continent as well as their 

military assistance to Europe. “In August 1940, when the German conquest of Britain 

was a real possibility, the United States and Canada signed the Ogdensburg Agreement 

which created a Permanent Joint Board on Defence and provided for the shared defence 

of North America.” (Tamnes and Holtsmark, 2014, p.21)  

 One of the long-term intentions of world powers was to create Allied bases on 

Greenland and Iceland. The pre-war agreements concerning these strategic islands were 

renegotiated and there were built US bases on both of them. The Spitsbergen 

Archipelago became a question of interest again during the World War II. According to 

the Treaty of 1926, the Archipelago was demilitarized zone but the USSR demanded in 

the autumn of 1944 that the Spitsbergen Archipelago would be administered as a 

Soviet-Norwegian “condominium”. By these moves, the Soviets intended to improve 

their control over Barents Sea and the lanes to their ports in Northern Russia. (Tamnes 

and Holtsmark, 2014, p.21)  

 

Table 5: The presence of powers in the Arctic Ocean during World War II 

Superpowers Spheres of interest in the Arctic region 

USSR 
Murmansk, Petsamo, Northern Siberia, 

Northern Scandinavia 

USA Alaska, the Aleutian Islands 

GREAT BRITAIN North Sea route, Northern Scandinavia 

GERMANY Norway, Northern Siberia 

JAPAN The Aleutian Islands 

*Source: Author.  

2.4. Comparison of the Arctic´s role during World War I and World War II 

 We can notice some different practices in the Arctic region during World War I 

and II, but there can be found similarities as well. Firstly, in both wars the Arctic region 

was used for shipping convoys with supplies from USA or Great Britain to USSR. 

Although in the Great War the cooperation is stopped because of the Bolshevik 

Revolution. In the World War II the same Arctic harbours (Murmansk, Archangelsk) 

were used, but the program of Lend and Lease cooperation was much more strategically 



35 

 

important and extensive. Despite its higher hazardousness compared to other Lend and 

Lease routes, the Northern Sea route was the shortest one. (Mann and Jörgensen, 2002, 

p.212-213)  

 During the Great War the Scandinavian countries stayed neutral. On contrary, 

the Scandinavia became interesting for superpower like Germany in the World War II 

because Norway was territory from where they could strike the Arctic convoys. This 

way was the war brought to the Arctic region. (Mann and Jörgesen, 2002, p.11)  

 The role of Alaska changed as well. As the Great War´s main theatre of 

battlefields was primarily in Europe, the conflict did not actually strike the northern 

parts of Pacific Ocean. This had changed again in World War II when Japanese army 

got as far as to the Aleutian Islands and the USA built their bases on Alaska. 

(Chandonnet, 2008, p.319) 

 

Table 6: The outline of main Arctic´s activities in World War I and World War II  

World War I World War II 

 

- U.S. and British convoys to Murmansk, 

Archangelsk 

- Scandinavia stayed neutral 

- Alaska basically untouched by war  

- No battlefields in the Arctic  

- First successful trip from Vladivostok to 

Archangelsk by the Northern Sea Route 

 

- Lend and Lease Program convoys to 

Murmansk, Archangelsk, Petsamo 

- Battles in the northern Scandinavia 

(Hitler´s Winter War)  

- Militarization of Alaska  

- A plan of Allies to create a new front in 

the North  

 

*Source: Author.  
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3.Theories versus Practice: the Arctic Case  

 In the last part of this work we focus on the analyses of the geopolitical theories 

and the historical events in the Arctic Region. In this part we start observation of the 

connection between the classical geopolitical theories of Mackinder and Haushofer and 

the historical development during World War I and II.  

 The main cause of the conflicts was the historically and geographically fated 

imperialist rivalry between Germany and Great Britain. (Ò Touthail, 1997, p.15)The 

choice of geographers is therefore well-founded as we chose one of each tradition – Sir 

Halford Mackinder representing British strategies and General Karl Haushofer on the 

other side of the conflicts, representing German part. Moreover, their theories were 

interlocked. “The studies of Sir Halford Mackinder and Admiral A.T. Mahan, accepted 

today as basic source material by the Munich group, had preserved the detachment and 

breadth of vision indispensable in any honest survey of the forces shaping the 

international scene.” (Dorpalen, 1942, p.xiii)  

 Despite the inhospitable climate environment a limited military presence could 

be observed from the Interwar period to the end of World War II in the Arctic, such as 

Soviet takeover of Wrangel Island in 1924 or the Japanese on the Aleutian Islands in 

1942. (Zellen, 2009, p.13) However, the Arctic was not a scene of many military 

operations or battles. We must admit that the Arctic was only before its peak that gained 

during the Cold War.
15

  

 Significant for this work is the fact that Mackinder´s article “The Geographical 

Pivot of the History” published in 1904 was not that successful at that time. Only few 

politicians heard him but a few decades later came the real success
16

. Even when he 

published his book Democratic Ideals and Reality in 1919, the new discipline of 

geopolitics was dominated by optimistic approach of Wodrow Wilson who emphasized 

co-operation and peace in international relations. Mackinder´s position is completely 

opposite when he portrayed a world of sovereign states acting according to their 

interests leading to conflict and friction. (Knutsen, 2014, p.846)  During World War II 

Mackinder´s ideas were revisited by the German geopolitical school whose leader and 

                                                 
15

 „Once subjected to the hegemonic conflict between the two superpowers, hooked on the Cold Ear 

geopolitical discourse and entangled in its containmnent militarism, the Arctic experienced 

unprecendented militarization and nuclearization.“ (Chaturvedi, 1996, p.83)  
16

 „Mackinder´s theory gathered dust for years. He was completely ignored in the United States and 

Britain where Alfred Thaler Mahan´s geopolitical thought continued to prevail.“ (The View From Mount 

Olympus, 2013)  
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founder was Karl Haushofer. (Ò Touthail, 1997, p.18; Knutsen, 2014, p.847) “The 

strategic importance of the heartland for the world-conquering plans of the German 

geopoliticians is evident. Russia forms the connecting territorial link between Europe 

and the Pacific. Trans-Siberian Railway and trans-Asiatic airlines constitute the 

diameter of that vast land mass that the Eurasian continent.” (Dorpalen, 1942, p.151 - 

152)  

 As we already mentioned that for Mackinder the Arctic region serves as a 

significant strategical territory. Firstly, it provides a barrier that is insurmountable which 

means, according to Mackinder, strategic advantage for the controlling power. During 

the wars, it really showed as a place that could not be reached by any enemy. The partial 

exceptions might be the Arctic invasions to Soviet Russia shortly after the Bolshevik 

Revolution – the above mentioned Churchill´s invasion in Archangelsk (Kinvig, 2009) 

or American troops in Siberia. (Smith, 2002) This strategical advantage disappears with 

the Cold War when the Arctic is transformed into a frontal zone in the East-West 

conflict. (Chaturvedi, 1996, p.83)  

 Mackinder and Haushofer agree on the point when they assess the significance 

of mineral resources of the Arctic Region. Mackinder is aware of the resources hidden 

in the northernmost parts of the Asian continent. “The spaces within the Russian empire 

and Mongolia are so vast, and their potentialities in population, wheat, cotton, fuel and 

metals so incalculably great,…” (Mackinder, 1904, p.434)   Haushofer emphasizes it the 

theory of pan-regions when the Russia´s territory of exploitation is the Siberia.  It is 

supposed to provide enough resources for the empire. (Flint, 2011, p.16) “In parts of the 

Second World War was principally about supply and logistics. The oil fields of North 

American Arctic were put into the service of the war effort, leading to a vast northward 

extension of the transport and supply infrastructure on the American continent.” 

(Emmerson, 2010, p.106) The purpose of Germany´s operation first against Denmark 

and then against Norway was to provide a ground for air attack on British convoys. 

Second motivation for Germany was the port Narvik through which was exported iron 

ore inevitable for German machinery. (Emmerson, 2010, p.107)  

 What Mackinder did not take into consideration was the use of Northern 

passages. He states that there is no possible way of taking a use of them due to the ice. 

(Mackinder, 1943, p.600) Haushofer, on the other hand, lays a great emphasize on them, 

especially on the Northern Sea Route along the Siberian Coast. (Haushofer (1924) and 
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Tambs, 2002, p.121) The first successful trip along the Siberian coast was already in 

1915 (Sale and Potapov, 2010, p.67), although Haushofer states that in 1935 it was used 

for merchant purpose. (Haushofer (1924) and Tambs, 2002, p.121)  

 The question of Alaska is another point of disagreement between Haushofer and 

Mackinder. However, they have opposite attitudes towards the Russian-American deal 

of 1867. By dealing with that question they both show how strategically important was 

Alaska. Its significance could be observed by the fact that the USA started militarization 

of Alaska during World War II. As the Japan military power confronted American, the 

role of Alaska evolved. (Zellen, 2009, p.18) General Mitchell predicted Alaska´s vital 

role as the geographical pivot of the North Pacific, mainly its central position as an 

aviation centre. (Zellen, 2009, p.17- 18) 

 World War I influenced the Arctic region in a minor way.  The Allies used for 

the first time the North Atlantic route to deliver supplies to Russian ports Archangelsk 

and Murmansk. (Tamnes and Holtsmark, 2014, p. 15) Other than that, the Arctic states 

were not engaged in war in its northern parts. Norway, Sweden, Iceland and Canada 

stayed neutral and basically untouched by war. Greenland was considered terra nullius 

and was one of territorial disputes between Denmark and Norway, resolved in the 

interwar period when it became Danish territory. (Sale and Potapov, 2010, p.99) As the 

conflict was not brought to the Pacific Ocean, Alaska administered by the USA, was not 

affected by World War I neither.  

 During World War II, we observe increase in military activities in the Arctic 

region. It was caused by Hitler´s unrestricted war on the sea and brought the conflict to 

the northernmost parts of the Earth. World War II was in the Arctic about supplies and 

logistics. On the American continent were the oil fields put into the service of war. 

(Emmerson, 2010, p.106) Moreover, Alaska became important strategical point in the 

war against Japanese troops. Greenland and Iceland were occupied by American and 

British troops. They used them for transporting supplies and they established there 

weather stations. (Emmerson, 2010, p.106) The European Arctic region was part of the 

world conflict when one of Hitler´s campaigns took place in Norway. Finnish and 

Swedish northernmost were part of the Soviet war activities as well. (Mann and 

Jörgensen, 2003) Russian Arctic region was inevitable for Lend and Lease program 

using its ports, Murmansk and Archangelsk.  



39 

 

To conclude the potential of the Arctic Region, as projected in the geopolitical 

theories, is fully recognized by the superpowers in the World War II. During the World 

War I we cannot observe any Arctic operations which is caused by the lack of 

knowledge – the Arctic was undiscovered area and enough developed technology. This 

is changed in the World War II when key geostrategists like Haushofer have influence 

on German´s war planning.
17

 As Haushofer derives parts of his theory from 

Mackinder´s Heartland idea we could state that they indirectly influenced the Arctic´s 

significance as the founders of classical geopolitical thought drew the attention to it. 

They noticed most-valuable areas and essential potential of mineral resources much 

needed during wars.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
17

 It is known that Haushofer was part of the Nazi Party, he even had personal contacts with Rudolf Hess 

and Adolf Hitler. Haushofer introduced both of them to the Geopolitik which was subsequently 

incorporated in Hitler´s Mein Kampf. This all proves him influence on Germany´s foreign policy and 

strategy during World War II. (Dorpalen, 1942, p.19-20)  
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Conclusion  

The aim of this work was to critically assess the importance of the Arctic region 

during World War I and World War II. To fulfil this goal we firstly examined theories 

of critical geopolitics. Sir Halford Mackinder and General Karl Haushofer were 

geopoliticians who significantly influenced war strategies and way of thinking about the 

world. Both of them changed the point of view on the centre of the world – British 

geographer Mackinder drew our attention to the Heartland, Eurasian continent. On the 

other side, there is German geopolitician Haushofer who engaged in the description of 

the central position of the Pacific Ocean and its significance for world powers. As they 

pointed out the geography is an essential part of the education for everybody, hence 

they published their geopolitical theories to explain the historical development and tried 

to influence the future reallocation of the world.  

 This work is divided into three parts. In the first we addressed the geopolitical 

theories and their position towards the Arctic. In the second part we outlined major 

historical events in the Arctic during World War I and II. In each of these parts we deal 

with similar issues such as transport routes, strategical position of Alaska or the 

resources hidden under ice.  In the last part we summarize and come to conclusions.  

 In the beginning we stated three research questions that we answered in this 

work. The first one: “Was the Arctic region an integral part of classical geopolitical 

theories, namely Mackinder´s and Haushofer´s theories?” was answered in the first part 

of this work. We analysed Mackinder´s and Haushofer´s theories and came to 

conclusion that the Arctic was an integral part of them.  

 To the second research question whether there was an increase in military 

activity in the Arctic from World War I to World War II, was devoted the second part 

when we outlined history of military operations and activities. We proved that there was 

an increase of military activities despite the very harsh and inhospitable conditions. 

World War I did not touch the Arctic region, however, this changed in World War II 

when Hitler announced the unrestricted war on the sea. 

 Lastly, we answered the last and most important question of this work. Is the 

coincidence of the rise of the Arctic´s role in classical geopolitical theories and 

intensification of military activity in the northernmost region observable? We devoted 

the last chapter aiming to prove that the classical geopolitical theory had an impact on 
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the Arctic´s perception and provided an important impulse for shifting the attention of 

strategists and politicians to the northernmost region. 
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Summary 

 The aim of this work is to critically assess the Arctic´s geostrategic importance 

in two conflicts – World War I and II. Despite the popular notion that the Arctic became 

important after World War II and played important strategic role in the Cold War 

conflict. We stated three research question that were answered in the work. Firstly, we 

analysed the Arctic´s role in critical geopolitical tradition emerging in the beginning of 

the 20
th

 century. We chose two leading geopoliticians – Sir Halford Mackinder and 

General Karl Haushofer. By analysing their works we determined the role of the Arctic 

in their theories and compared them afterwards.  

 The second part is devoted to the historical events in the Arctic during World 

War I and II. We acknowledged the increase of military activities. World War I 

basically did not touch the Arctic; however in World War II we can observe several 

campaigns taking place there.  

 In the last part, we answered the last research question whether it is a 

coincidence of the rise of the Arctic´s role in classical geopolitical theories and 

intensification of military activity observable. We connected the theories and their 

approaches with the history. Based on that, we argue that the geopolitical theories of 

Mackinder and Haushofer had an impact on the role of the Arctic, namely that they 

provided a significant impulse for its involvement in strategies. 
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Appendix A.: The Arctic – various delineations of the region  

 

 

Source: http://www.athropolis.com/map2.htm  
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Appendix B.: The Arctic – Polar sectors  

 

 

 

Source: http://geo.1september.ru/article.php?ID=200700102  

*the map is complemented by translations of names by the author of this work  
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Appendix C.: Northern shipping routes  

 

 

Source:http://www.thearcticinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2011/09/Map-of-Shipping-

routes-1.jpg  
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