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How do you see the Turkish moves in Cyprus and how can Cyprus and Greece 

confront them?  

The Turkish moves in Cyprus are no different than its moves in the Eastern 

Mediterranean. Turkey under Erdogan is an aggressive, revisionist State which 

completely disregards the International Law. What is more important, as we 

saw in Syria, Iraq, Qatar, Libya, Nagorno-Karabakh and elsewhere Turkey 

wants to intervene everywhere and become a dominant power, even if its 

interventions are illegal or against the “advice” of its NATO Allies. Moreover, 

Erdogan’s rhetoric towards the other leaders who tried to stop him from moving 

to illegal actions in Cyprus was arrogant and ironic. What is extremely 

interesting is that Turkey knows that it violates the UNSC Resolutions and just 

tries to find a justification for these violations!  

Cyprus and Greece can confront the Turkish moves with the help of their friends 

and allies who are also victims or at least annoyed by the Turkish behaviour. 

Athens can start with the closure of the Turkish Consulate in Western Thrace 

and move as far as breaking off the diplomatic relations with the Turkish pariah 

state. The EU must (at last) impose crushing sanctions on Turkey. Only if 

Ankara truly hurts, politically and financially, it will re-evaluate its moves. 

Embargo of all Turkish products could be a first move and the pressure can go 

as far as forbidding Turkish citizens entrance to the EU by making extremely 

difficult and time-consuming the visa requirements. It is not wise to use military 

force at the moment but the EU countries along with strategic partners (UAE, 

Egypt, Saudi Arabia) can also create a Standing Naval Force in the 

Mediterranean Sea to protect their interests against the Turkish violations of 

international law.  

 

Do you think that the diplomatic moves will be enough?  

Turkey decided to act that way, because it is the foremost bully of the 

International Arena. It has tested the reactions of regional powers or even of 

the superpower to its moves and they are mild – I would even say they are 

moves of appeasement. When you shoot down a Russian aircraft, you support 

the Muslim Brotherhood, you continuously violate the Greek airspace with no 

military action from the Greek side and you threaten Athens with war in case it 

applies its rights according to international Law (extension of territorial waters 

to 12 miles), you buy S-400 while being in NATO and nothing happens, then 

you assume there will always be room for compromise from the rest of the 

countries which want to avoid confrontation. Hence, diplomatic moves should 

be followed by economic pressure and if that fails by military pressure.  



 

 

 

In your opinion, why did Turkey decide to act now and what is the impact on the 

already tense relations with it?  

The timing of its moves is irrelevant – Turkey makes one aggressive move after 

the other and gradually tries to change the international status quo. Just one 

remark: the main supporters of Ankara’s moves in the island are not the 

Turkish-Cypriots but the Turkish settlers, who constitute the majority in the 

occupied territories of North Cyprus.  

The Greek-Turkish relations are practically non-existent. There is an 

aggressive strong Ankara always demanding concessions from Greece and 

Greece which wants to avoid war tries to fight back diplomatically. You cannot 

have good relations with the neighbour that bullies you all the time and wants 

to steal half of your property! Furthermore, Turkey plays with fire since Athens 

have been showing self-restraint for decades. 

Consequently, I do not see any room for further deterioration of the relations 

between the countries, simply because in reality there are no relations. A 

situation like this cannot really get much worse on the ground, even if the 

diplomatic relations of the two countries are severed. I do not really see any 

point at this time of having diplomatic relations with Turkey.  

However, some might say that the situation could lead to a war. I think that both 

countries understand that this would not be to their benefit and many other 

stakeholders (like NATO countries) will definitely try to prevent such a 

development.  

 

What role can the European Union play and what is the impact of Turkish 

actions on the future of the EU?  

The European Union policies have been disappointing. With the exception of 

single countries (most notably France) there is no solidarity with either Greece 

or Cyprus. This is a mistake which might in the end be the demise of the Union 

which was born out of the dream of the creation of a United Europe. Solidarity 

and principled policies based on common values are the cornerstone of the EU. 

Hence, failure of the EU to show concrete solidarity with two of its member 

states (Greece- Cyprus) in a clear case of International Law violations by a third 

state can be detrimental.  

The EU can really exert great pressure on Ankara, especially vis-à-vis its frail 

economy. Unfortunately, so far there is no “carrot and stick” policy towards 

Turkey. It is more of a “carrot and more carrot” one. This makes Erdogan more 

arrogant and defiant and thus the EU policy needs to change immediately.  

 

Why do you think that France is the most reactive country and why is Germany 

silent? Is this related to the elections?  



 

 

France has always been the country that wanted the complete political 

integration of the EU and a truly common foreign and defence policy. 

Nonetheless, it is not only a matter of principle that France has so openly sided 

with Greece and Cyprus. Its relations with Egypt, the Turkish aggressive moves 

in Libya, the personal verbal attacks of Erdogan to President Macron are among 

the factors that have led to this result. Elections do play a role but I think that 

France would have done the same even just after its elections. For Germany 

with almost 3 million of Turkish origin citizens the case is different. They can 

play a decisive role in the elections and anyway all German leaders want to 

have peace at home, so they do not want to aggravate these citizens, whose 

allegiances many times remain with Ankara and not with Berlin.  

I strongly believe that the future of the EU after Brexit depends on the axis Berlin 

– Paris and we see that they cannot reach an agreement as to what needs to 

be done with Erdogan and his aggressive moves.  

 

What is the American position as regards the Turkish moves? Will Washington 

stand by Greece and Cyprus? 

Washington wants stability in the region. Having other issues in South China 

Sea and of course in the Gulf and the broader Middle East, the last thing it 

wants to see is the confrontation of two of its strongest NATO Allies in Southern 

Europe. Nonetheless, it is the first time in history that the American “neutrality” 

is a favourable neutrality towards Greece, for many reasons starting with the S-

400 purchase by Turkey and going to the open Turkish support for Muslim 

Brotherhood.  

Furthermore, President Joe Biden has taken initiatives concerning Cyprus and 

especially Famagusta when he was the Vice President, and his ideas were in 

the exact opposite direction of the Turkish moves. Hence, the Washington’s 

verbal support and Turkish verbal condemnation can be counted on, but I do 

not think that the US would like to be more actively engaged in the quarrel 

between Greece, Cyprus and Turkey.  

 

Will there be any bargaining over the situation in the Mediterranean?  

Diplomacy is in essence a big haggle and Turkey is quite good at it. It might 

use the Famagusta case as a bargaining chip to ameliorate its position either 

as regards the Cyprus issue or any other issue. The Americans and the 

Europeans are obviously equally eager to alleviate the situation and bargain as 

regards issues more important to them (refugee/ irregular migration issue, 

Turkish-Russian relations, and the like). The big energy game and the 

mechanisms of exploitation are anyway the most important problems to be 

solved. So, we may see some unexpected moves in the future that might seem 

irrational but that could be the result of secret diplomacy and deals behind the 

scenes.  



 

 

 

What is the position of Egypt, Israel and other Arab allies of Cyprus and 

Greece? Can they constitute a powerful and effective pressure tool?  

 

The Gulf States and Egypt are steady allies. There is a strategic partnership 

with Greece and Cyprus which starts with the principle of anti-terrorist fight and 

non-intervention in other countries that cannot tolerate the Turkish behavior and 

especially the support of Muslim Brotherhood. They also share common 

interests in Libya and they will never accept Turkey as a “regional superpower. 

They have already been supporting both Greece and Cyprus diplomatically, 

militarily and economically. Frankly, the Arab States have been much more 

supportive and consistent in their behavior than the EU countries. Egypt was 

the country that signed an Exclusive Economic Zone Agreement with Greece, 

de facto annulling the illegal Sarraj – Erdogan similar agreement.  

Israel is a different case. Greece has always been the foremost supporter of 

Palestine and had nominal diplomatic relations and there was no exchange of 

official visits in high level before 2010. Furthermore, Turkey has a strategic 

partnership with Tel Aviv. The last decade the Greek-Israeli relations have been 

dramatically improved while the Turkish-Israeli relations deteriorated. Tel Aviv 

is bound to support Greece and Cyprus in this crisis and any other problem that 

might arise between these countries and Turkey in the foreseeable future.  

Consequently, the aforementioned countries can be a very powerful tool for 

pressure against the revisionist and expansionist Turkish state.  

 

Finally, does Erdogan seek, through a hostile move towards Cyprus to win more 

voters?  

 

Turkey is a highly divided country with tensions. Any move in Cyprus or against 

Greece is bound to gather more support and acceptance due to the ultra-

nationalist feelings of a big part of the population, especially among the 

Kemalists – traditional enemies of Erdogan. However, we should not 

exaggerate the internal political support influence over Erdogan’s behavior, 

because it has been aggressive and erratic since the time that he did not need 

any “confidence vote” and he had been dominant in the Turkish political 

landscape.  


