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Στρατηγικές Σπουδές, με ειδίκευση στις πληροφορίες και την 

αντιτρομοκρατία. Έχει υπηρετήσει τη στρατιωτική του θητεία στις 

Ειδικές Δυνάμεις καθώς και στη ΝΑΤΟική βάση της Λάρισας. Είναι 

συγγραφέας σειράς διεθνών δημοσιεύσεων που θέμα έχουν την 

αντιτρομοκρατία και τη σύγχρονη στρατηγική. Τα κύρια ερευνητικά του 

ενδιαφέροντα είναι η διεθνής ασφάλεια, η Μέση Ανατολή καθώς και η 

ναυτιλιακή ασφάλεια. 
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Abstract 

 

In the present article we will present the advantages that 

Greece gains by allying herself with Israel in the fields of diplomacy, 

defense and most importantly, energy exploitation. In order to come 

to these conclusions, we firstly present the core national interests of 

Greece, followed by the grand strategy of Greece’s main antagonist in 

the region, Turkey. Then by presenting the turmoil in Israeli–Turkish 

relations that began in 2008, we highlight the benefits of an alliance 

between Greece and Israel that are mutually gained. Finally, we pre-

sent the strategic challenges that this alliance faces and we conclude 

with proposals on how these challenges can be overcome.  

 

Περίληψη 

 

Στο παρόν άρθρο παρουσιάζονται τα πλεονεκτήματα που θα 

αποκομίσει η Ελλάδα από τη συμμαχία της με το Ισραήλ στους τομείς 

της διπλωματίας, της άμυνας και της εκμετάλλευσης των φυσικών πό-

ρων της περιοχής. Για να καταλήξουμε στο συμπέρασμα αυτό, πρώτα 

θα παρουσιάσουμε τους κύριους άξονες της ελληνικής στρατηγικής 

και στη συνέχεια την υψηλή στρατηγική του κυριότερου ανταγωνιστή 

της στη περιοχή, της Τουρκίας. Κατόπιν αυτού θα παρουσιάσουμε τη 

κρίση που πέρασαν οι σχέσεις του Ισραήλ με τη Τουρκιά από το 2008 

και θα αναδείξουμε πως λόγω αυτών μπορεί να υπάρξει ένα κοινό πλαί-

σιο συνεργασίας μεταξύ της χώρας μας και του εβραϊκού κράτους, κα-

θώς και των κοινών οφελών που μπορεί αυτή η συνεργασία να παρά-

γει. Τέλος θα παρουσιάσουμε και τις στρατηγικές προκλήσεις τις ο-

ποίες καλείται να αντιμετωπίσει η συμμαχία αυτή και θα καταλήξουμε 

σε κάποιες προτάσεις βάσει των οποίων αυτές μπορούν να προσπερα-

στούν. 
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The Strategic Importance of the Greek 

Israeli Alliance 
 

 

 

Defining Alliance 
 Before looking into the specifics of a Greek Israeli alliance, we 

must first define the term ‘alliance’. This is an explicit agreement 

among states in the realm of national security in which the partners 

promise mutual assistance in the form of a substantial contribution of 

resources in the case of a certain contingency the arising of which is 

uncertain.1  

An alliance is the formalization of an already close 

cooperation between the participant states, which further assume the 

promise of forcibly pursuing their already established mutual goals. 

Thus an alliance is usually formulated after a net of common interests 

is established.  

The first remark that we need to make is that alliances are 

always realized with the national interest of each participant state in 

mind, whether that interest is objective or perceived by the political 

elite. From that we can conclude that each member state has to make 

a contribution that is vital to the other members and that as these 

contributions become more crucial, the alliance by extension 

becomes more stable.  

 Furthermore, an alliance is created in the light of a common 

threat and this threat must be reflected on all members’ national 

interests. A classic example of that is the formation of NATO, when a 

                                                 
1 See Steffan Bergsmann, “The Concept of Military Alliance”, published in Small States and 

Alliance, Physica-Verlag, Vienna, 2001.  
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potential Soviet aggression could easily thwart any defensive effort 

posed by Western states independently. For that reason a mutually 

beneficial arrangement was created for the purpose of defending the 

sovereignty of member states. Each participant had gains from that 

arrangement and this is the reason that NATO still exists to this day 

while its antagonist has crumbled.  

 

Greek National Interests 
 Greece has a series of goals in its grand strategy since the 

formation of the State in 1830. These goals are iterated by the 

country’s position (geostrategic factors), demographic factors, and its 

cultural heritage. As with all nations’ macrostrategic objectives, they 

remain largely unchanged in time and are pursued by all 

governments regardless of their ideological orientation. For Greece 

these goals can be summed up in the following.  

i) Greece belongs to the West 

 The first macrostrategic goal of Greece is that it holds strong 

ties with the Western Great Powers whether these took the form of 

Great Britain in the 19th century or the US in the second half of the 

20th century. The main reason for that is that Greece has always 

produced large fiscal deficits which had to be financed, and the 

source of this finance could only be the West-owned bank 

establishment.  

 A possible collision with the West would mean that Greece 

would be cut from its main source of finance and that it would slowly 

be economically strangled from any business activity both domestic 

and international.  

ii) Greece must have good relations with large naval pow-

ers 

Being a major naval power in Eastern Mediterranean, Greece has 
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always aligned itself with other major naval powers. A contrary course 

of action would mean that Greece would enter a trade war which 

creates uncertainty in the buyers of Greece’s main export product, 

commercial shipping services. On the other hand mutual support to 

other naval powers would guarantee stability and profit for both 

parties by keeping all possible maritime trade routes open.  

 To this day that goal remains strong as Greece holds a total of 

15.17% of world’s commercial trade fleet, making it the largest 

worldwide.2 That makes it a primary goal for the country to keep 

international markets open to Greek shipping, which is the primary 

contributor to its GDP.  

iii) Greece cannot fight a major war by herself 

Greece is a militarily minor power with limited resources in 

manpower. By extension this means that it cannot effectively fight 

against a major power, as the Ottoman Empire and after 1921 Turkey, 

just by itself. Historically, every war fought by Greece was lost when 

Greece was not supported by allies (the Greco-Turkish war of 1897, 

the Greco-Turkish war of 1919-1922, the Turkish invasion of Cyprus). 

On the other hand every war fought by Greece while supported by 

allies was won (Greek War of Independence 1821-1830, First & Second 

Balkan Wars 1912-1913).  

By these facts we can come to the conclusion that if Greece wants to 

effectively defend her national interest, she must tie itself with 

another power, always in accordance to the principles of alliances that 

we laid above.  

 

Turkey’s Grand Strategy 
 The end of the Cold War rapidly decreased Turkey’s strategic 

                                                 
2 See Review of Maritime transport 2013, UN Convention on trade and development, New 

York, 2013, p. 43.  
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value to the West, since it no longer served as a bastion against 

WARPAC incursion. That is why Turkey had to quickly adapt to the 

new environment and find a reason to be indispensable to the West.  

 The solution was provided by Dr. Ahmet Davutoglu who has 

served as Turkey’s minister of foreign affairs from 2009 to 2014, and 

in late 2014 risen to Prime Minister. His idea on how to make Turkey 

strategically relevant again pivoted on expanding the country’s 

sphere of influence in what used to be the Ottoman Empire, a region 

expanding from Iraq and through North Africa reaching Libya, as well 

as the Balkans. If that plan was fulfilled, that would mean that the 

world’s richest natural resource producing region, and those 

resources distribution to the West, would indirectly pass to Turkish 

control making Turkey an indispensable partner for the West.3 

 To serve these objectives Turkey has conscripted two means: 

the first is the economic cooperation with the other countries in the 

region and the second is the common Ottoman background of the 

countries in the region.4  

For the first objective the Turkish government has enacted a 

“zero problems with neighbors” policy. That policy calls for the 

pursuit of Turkey’s strategic goals via diplomatic cooperation and 

rapid economic expansion. Particularly in the first field, Turkey has 

been able to trade its diplomatic support to the Palestinian entity, for 

recognition by the Islamic countries of the militarily occupied North 

Cyprus in the Organization of Islamic Cooperation.5 

As for the second one, Turkey has embarked on a task of 

pressing the common cultural heritage between them and the 

                                                 
3 See Ioannis Mazis, “The Geostrategic Axis between Israel, Cyprus and Greece: Turkey’s 

Planning in the Region”, published in Civitas Gentium, 3:1, 2013. 

4 See Joshua Alvarez, The Grand Strategy of the Republic of Turkey, Stanford University, 

Stanford, 2012, p. 48-65. 

5 See, EU Directorate General for External Policies, The Organization of Islamic Countries: 

Defined – for better or worse – by its religious dimension, Brussels, 2013, p. 10. 
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population of the Middle East. And since that population is ethnically 

Arab instead of Turkish, the cultural glue that is stressed is the same 

that was used in the Ottoman era – Sunni Islam. Furthermore, Turkey 

has made a substantial investment in using soft power. It is indicative 

that the Turkish TV series sector has rapidly expanded, making it one 

of the prime export products of the economy.6  

The Turkish new grand strategy has of course met certain 

diplomatic resistance from other international actors. Firstly the 

formation of an informal, albeit de facto present “neo-Ottoman 

Empire”, would make the EU dependent on Turkey for its energy 

needs instead of the US-guaranteed oil imported by the Arab world. 

This carries particular leverage because the EU produces minimal 

amount of the energy it consumes and is highly dependent on 

imports.7  

The other international actor that feels threatened by Turkey’s 

neo-Ottoman aspirations is Israel. The Jewish State is traditionally 

beleaguered by its Arab neighbors, and their ideological unification 

under the guise of Sunni Islam is a major security threat against it. If 

the neo-Ottoman endeavor succeeded, that would mean that Israel 

would have to cope not with divided and militarily controllable states 

but with a unified actor that by comparison dwarfs it. Furthermore, 

the political significance of the “neo-Ottoman Empire” would 

embark massive political and diplomatic capital in the international 

community, thus marginalizing Israel and causing ramifications in 

the Palestinian question.  

Finally, the Arab world is not that accommodating to the neo-

Ottoman cause as Turkey hoped. The Syrian Civil War that still rages 

since 2011 brought to the surface an underlying animosity between 

                                                 
6 See, Tekin Ozertem, World’s Most Colorful Screen: TV series sector in Turkey, Deloitte 

Market Report, August 2014. 

7 See, EU Directorate General for Economic and Financial Affairs, Member States’ Energy 

Dependence: An Indicator-Based Assessment, Occasional papers 196, Brussels, August 2014.   
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Syria and Turkey, which escalated to the shooting of one Turkish F16 

by Syrian air defense and two shoot downs of Syrian aircrafts by 

Turkey. These events show that Davutoglu’s “zero problems with 

neighbors” policy cannot easily be accomplished. Furthermore it 

shows that even the region that Turkey sees as belonging in its sphere 

can pose resistance in its aspirations.  

Besides Syria, Egypt has also increased tensions with Turkey 

after the ousting of Muslim Brotherhood-backed President 

Mohamed Morsi by today’s President Abdel Fattah el Sisi. Turkey 

sought Morsi as its prime ally in the region because of his Islamic 

background and openly supported him in rising to power. But after 

Morsi was evicted from power by the secular general, Turkey saw 

another ally rapidly leaving its sphere of influence. This led Turkey to 

accuse the Egyptian military as “conspiring with Israel to topple a 

legitimate government”.8 In response to that Egypt recognized the 

Armenian Genocide and opened talks with Greece on delineating an 

EEZ between the two countries.  

To sum up, Turkey’s grand strategy pivoted on expanding its 

sphere of influence in Sunni Muslim Middle East and by that to 

control the East-West energy flow corridor. While in its opening 

steps this plan bore fruits, it ended up alienating Israel, Syria and 

Egypt, leaving Turkey unofficially allied only with the unrecognized 

and internationally condemned Islamic Caliphate.  

 

The Stance of Israel 
 Since the end of the Cold War, Israel was Turkey’s steady ally. 

The apparent incentives for that were Turkey’s large market, where 

Israel could export its goods, and Turkey’s stability in an unstable 

                                                 
8 The claim was made by then Turkish PM Recep Tayyip Erdogan in 20/08/2013. See 

http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/turkey-has-evidence-that-israel-was-behind-egypt-coup-

erdogan.aspx?pageID=517&nID=52876&NewsCatID=338. 
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region. Moreover, Israel was allowed to use Turkish airspace to 

conduct aerial exercises, a necessity for Israel since its air space is 

limited due to the country’s size. In return to that Israel provided the 

support of the Jewish American lobby in matters like the recognition 

of the Armenian Genocide and the invasion of Cyprus, as well as 

military expertise in Turkey’s military forces.  

 This close relationship between the two countries was 

facilitated by Turkey’s military, a faction that was always pro-

Western. On the other hand the Turkish public hardly supported this 

partnership, since they sympathized with the Palestinian side on the 

basis of their cultural proximity. When in 2002 AKP party came to 

power in Turkey, it began an intense struggle against the military on 

who actually rules the country. It was then that the Turkish-Israeli 

relations began to take a steep turn. For Turkey’s new ruling elite this 

alliance was the product of the opposing military faction’s scheming, 

and besides that the Davutoglu’s grand strategy targeted as its sphere 

of influence the regions of the old Ottoman Empire, and not the state 

of Israel.9  

 During the 2008 Gaza War, Turkish President Erdogan openly 

spoke against Israel, comparing its political leadership to Hitler’s 

reign in Nazi Germany. In 2010 Turkish-Israeli relations reached their 

lowest point during the Mavi Marmara incident. Then Turkey had 

organized a 6-vessel flotilla and illegally tried to make a blockade run 

to reach Gaza. The vessels were boarded by Israeli Special Forces and 

when the military personnel met resistance they opened fire killing 

nine Turkish activists,10 while themselves sustained casualties.   

 In response to that Turkey recalled its ambassador from Tel 

                                                 
9 For a more extensive analysis of Turkish-Israeli relations see Efraim Inbar, The Deterioration 

of Israeli-Turkish Relations and its International Ramifications, Begin-Sadat Centre for Stra-

tegic Studies, Bar Ilan University, February, 2011.  

10 More on the incident see Report of the UN Secretary-General’s Panel of Inquiry on the 31 

May 2010 Flotilla Incident, Sir Geoffrey Palmer, September 2011. 
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Aviv and claimed that if Israel was to remain a friend of Turkey, it had 

to lift the Gaza blockade, publicly apologize to Turkey for the incident 

and pay reparations the families of the victims. From that point the 

relations between the two countries remained cold. That was a severe 

blow for Israel’s foreign policy, as it saw itself become politically 

isolated in the region.  

Furthermore it had two new issues to address. The first was the rise 

of Islamic radicalism in the region. This in the last five-year period 

took the form of the Syrian Civil War, were the anti-regime forces 

largely comprised of Sunni radicals, the rise of the Muslim 

Brotherhood in Egypt, as well as the constant Palestinian terror 

attacks. The second was that Israel had in its EEZ a substantial 

deposit of natural gas.11 The obvious choice for them, and 

economically the most beneficial one, would be to export that gas to 

the power hungry EU. This however would come in direct 

confrontation with Turkey’s grand strategy of controlling the energy 

flow from East to West. In Turkey’s perspective, if Israel was allowed 

to export energy to the West it would serve as an alternative to the 

role Turkey sought to play.  

 From Israel’s perspective, if it wanted its natural resources to 

reach the EU, it would have to ensure the proper corridors were open. 

These corridors passed from Cypriot territorial waters and from there 

to Greek.  

 

The Stance of Greece towards Israel 
 In the 20th century Greece had neutral relations with Israel, 

while holding closer ties to the Arab world, primarily due to the 

country’s need for natural resources. But by 2008 as Israeli-Turkish 

relations were worsened, Greece rushed to fill the gap and strengthen 

                                                 
11 See Steven W. Popper, Natural gas and Israel’s energy future: near-term decisions from a 

strategic perspective, RAND Corporation, 2009, p. 7-21. 
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its relations with Israel. By 2011 the two countries had signed a 

cooperation memorandum in the field of defense and regularly 

conducted joint aerial exercises.12 

 The established cooperation has demonstrated to this day 

stability as it remained in place for three different Greek 

administrations, all of which were of a different ideological 

orientation.13 That was a major test to be passed since the Israeli 

partnership with Turkey collapsed at the change of the 

administration.14 

 With the cooperation firmly in place, it remained for mutual 

benefits to be acknowledged and capitalized.  

 

Advantages of Greece by Allying with Israel 
 The first advantage of Greece by allying with Israel would be 

the support of the American Jewish lobby. The lobby’s support 

towards Turkey in the past had cost Greece crucial support by the US 

particularly in matters relating to Cyprus. With that changing, the 

Greek and Israeli lobbies have successfully promoted in the US House 

of Representatives agendas like the protection of Christian sites in 

Turkish-occupied North Cyprus.15  

 Another advantage to be gained by Greece is access to the 

sizeable Israeli defense industries and the procurement of modern 

                                                 
12 More on the evolution of Greek-Israeli relations, see Amanda Midkiff, “Shifting Dynam-
ics in the Eastern Mediterranean: The Developing Relationship between Greece and Is-
rael”, published on Perspectives on Business and Economics, vol. 30, 2012. 

13 The administrations in Greece for the last years were from 2009 to 2011 a center-left 
one under G. Papandreou, from 2011 to 2012 a politically neutral coalition under L. Pa-
padimos, and from 2012 to this day a center-right one under A. Samaras.  

14 More on the political exploitation of the Greek-Israeli partnership, see Theodoros Tsa-
kiris, Shifting Sands or Burning Bridges?, ELIAMEP, Athens, 2014. 

15 See House of Representatives Resolution 4347, Turkey Christian Churches Accounta-
bility Act, 113th Congress, 2nd Session, March 2014.  
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grade weaponry. This became clear when Greece signed in 2011 an 

agreement to purchase 400 guided bombs from Israeli industries, 

vastly increasing the air-to ground capabilities of the Hellenic Air 

Force.16  

 Other fields of cooperation include that of tourism, culture 

and education, where both countries could have a mutually 

beneficial partnership.  

 While the above stated advantages are crucial to cement a 

blooming friendship, they are temporary and have to be based on a 

pillar stone that makes one ally indispensable to the other. In the case 

of the Greek - Israeli alliance this pillar stone is the exploitation of 

Eastern Mediterranean natural gas deposits as well as the distribution 

of these to the West.  

 In 2010 Israel announced that two major natural gas deposits 

were found off its coast in two fields called Tamar and Leviathan.17 

The discovered amount was enough for exports to be made and with 

that Israel needed to make a decision. It could either export its energy 

surplus to Asia or to southern Europe. The choice of Europe was more 

appealing. That is because the pipeline that would be laid would pass 

from friendlier territories, thus making it less prone to sabotage. 

Furthermore Europe is in need of power and that makes the EU a 

better market than the ones in the Asia.  

 Cyprus in turn found its own natural gas deposits in 2011.18 

These deposits, just like Israel’s, could be exported towards southern 

Europe. The apparent plan for that is the creation of an underwater 

                                                 
16 See JTA News, http://www.jta.org/2011/09/05/news-opinion/israel-middle-
east/greece-israel-sign-pact-on-security-cooperation, posted on 05/09/2011.  

17 More on the natural gas deposits in Israel, see Roby Nathanson, Ro’ee Levy, Natural 
Gas in the Eastern Mediterranean: Casus Belli or Chance for Regional Cooperation?, pub-
lished by IEPN and INSS, Tel Aviv, 2012, p. 9-13. 

18 See George Stavris, “The New Energy Triangle of Cyprus - Greece – Israel: Casting a 
Net for Turkey?”, published on Turkish Policy Quarterly, vol. 11, no. 2, 2012, p. 87-102. 

http://www.jta.org/2011/09/05/news-opinion/israel-middle-east/greece-israel-sign-pact-on-security-cooperation
http://www.jta.org/2011/09/05/news-opinion/israel-middle-east/greece-israel-sign-pact-on-security-cooperation


Hellenic Conservative Policy Institute / conservatives.gr 

 

14 
  

pipe that begins in Israel and runs through Cyprus to Greece and from 

there to the rest of southern Europe. Thus Europe would be 

connected with the size some gas deposits of Tamar, Leviathan and 

Aphrodite fields. Such a course of action would vastly increase the 

strategic significance of Greece to the EU as it would be one of its 

prime suppliers of energy, in an energy hungry market.  

 If that scenario was realized it would be a total strategic 

victory for Greece, as through it Greece would ensure the 

accomplishment all three of its strategic objectives outlined in the 

beginning of this article. Specifically, Greece would be tied to the 

West by becoming, on the one hand, EU’s power supplier and by 

ensuring on the other hand a long term strategic partnership with 

Israel, a fully westernized and influential country in the US. Secondly 

Greece would expand its maritime influence in the east 

Mediterranean ensuring the stability of its trade routes. Finally, Israel 

is a valuable ally which has extensive military reach and can shift the 

balance of power in Cyprus should such a necessity ever arise. Thus a 

major power vacuum in the military field could be filled in concerns 

of defending Cyprus against further Turkish aggression. 

 

Challenges in the Greek Grand Strategy 
 Besides opportunities Greece’s strategic plan faces certain 

challenges particularly by Turkey whose grand strategy it mainly 

antagonizes.  

 The first is that the Turkish government does not recognize 

the sovereignty of the Republic of Cyprus. For that reason, in October 

2014, Turkey inserted BARBAROS HAYREDDIN P, an oceanographic 

vessel inside Cyprus’ EEZ with the support of a frigate with the 

purpose to make research for natural resources of their own. 

Furthermore, by November 9th the Turkish Naval Forces Command 

were issued revised rules of engagement that threatened aggression 
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against anyone that interfered with their research.19  

 This aggressive stance of Turkey attracted international 

outcry, particularly by the US20 and furthermore was answered by 

joint military exercises conducted by Israeli and Cypriot forces inside 

Cyprus’ EEZ.21 However Turkey’s stance reveals that is prepared to 

forcibly halt the Greek-Cypriot-Israeli plan and that is a factor to be 

taken into account while the newly formed alliance plots its own 

response.  

 The second challenge is the issue of Kastellorizo’s EEZ raised 

by Turkey’s side. Kastellorizo (also known as Megisti), is the 

easternmost island of Greece, lying in close proximity to the Turkish 

mainland, and housing a total population of 500 people.  

Kastellorizo has evolved into the centerpiece of Greece’s strategy and 

this is for two reasons. The first is that the submarine area 

surrounding the island, an area that would be part of its EEZ - should 

Greece announce one - appears to be rich in natural resources22 and 

if that was confirmed, it would mean a significant financial income 

for the country. The second is that due to the island’s position, its EEZ 

would be connected with the EEZ of Cyprus, thus allowing for a chain 

to be created, its links being Israel’s Tamar and Leviathan deposits, 

Cyprus’ Aphrodite deposit and eventually Kastellorizo. Furthermore, 

any underwater pipe that would be laid in the future to carry natural 

                                                 
19 See http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/turkish-navy-authorized-over-oil-crisis-
with-greek-cyprus--.aspx?PageID=238&NID=74088&NewsCatID=510. 

20 See the transcript of the State Department’s Spokesperson, Daily Press Briefing, 
Washington DC, 21/10/2014.  

21 See Cyprus Ministry of Defence press release dated 02/11/2014, “The Armed Forces 
of the Republic of Cyprus and the State of Israel hold a joint exercise named “ONISILOS-
Gideon”.  

22 More on the geological indicators for the area surrounding Kastellorizo, see “Geopoli-
tics of Energy in the Kastellorizo – Cyprus – Middle East Complex: Based on the Existing 
Geophysical and Geological Indications of Hydrocarbon Deposits”, Mazis Ioannis and 
Sgouros Alexandros, Regional Science Inquiry Journal, Vol. II (2), 2010, p. 133-150. 
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gas towards Europe would have to pass from the island’s EEZ, making 

Kastellorizo the cornerstone of Greece’s contribution to the alliance. 

Turkey from her part denies Kastellorizo full EEZ rights23 going as far 

as to claim that an EEZ claim from Greece’s behalf would constitute a 

casus belli, a lawful reason for war.  

 

Greece’s Response Proposal 
 It is apparent that Turkey would not allow its grand strategy to 

crumble. The question is what would be Greece’s response and how 

could she be able to have Israel, as the other part of the alliance, 

shoulder part of the strategic effort.  

 The most important aspect of Greek response, is to 

acknowledge that in an alliance states support one another “in the 

case of a certain contingency the arising of which is uncertain”.24 For 

the Greek - Israeli alliance this contingency is the potential threat 

against the tri-part natural gas resources and the effective 

exploitation of them. From that fact we can understand that Greece 

should make contributions in the alliance equal to the Israeli ones, 

while defending the EEZ of another ally, particularly Cyprus’. In 

another case the alliance with Greece would not be beneficial to the 

other two parts (Cyprus – Israel), and Greece would be dropped. In 

exchange for these contributions, Greece would be entitled to call 

upon the support of its allies while delineating its own EEZ, and the 

other part would have interest in doing so. 

 Another part that is critical in Greek strategy is the 

delineation of her EEZ, something that has been postponed due to 

threats of violence from Turkey’s side. In the absence of a Greek EEZ 

the whole energy strategy of the alliance would falter, thus it is of 

                                                 
23 See Serhat Cubukcuoglou, Turkey’s Exclusive Economic Zone in the Mediterranean Sea: 
the Case of Kastellorizo, The Fletcher School, Tufts University, 2014, p. 29-35.  

24 See definition of alliance in the beginning of the article. 
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paramount importance that delineation proceeds. To that end Greek 

arsenal covers three different avenues. The first is the military one. 

Through that Greece would deter any forcible maneuver against her 

through the maintenance of strong military forces. This approach 

however should be complementary to the other two, since history has 

proven that when Greece solely wages a war, it produces poor results. 

The second approach is to acquire international support for its course 

of action. For this to be feasible, Greece should provide incentives to 

third parties to make a Greek EEZ beneficial for them, thus urging 

them to support it. In that field Greece has a strong agenda, since the 

EU needs an energy provider, and the US have financial interests in 

the deposits since it is an American company that mainly exploits 

them.25 Also, Greece can capitalize on the international law 

approach. This avenue despite the fact that provides little tangible 

support, it allows for international support to be embarked and 

paints the country in the light of a stable country that has no 

revisionist ambitions. All three of the approaches must be used as 

one is complementary to the other.  

 Finally, we must remark that Greece should be swift to take 

these actions since at the moment it is dealing with a permissive 

international environment, a factor that would not be in place 

indefinitely. Namely the presence of the Sissi government in Egypt 

and the cold relations between Turkey and Israel are most likely 

temporary realities. Before these changes, Greece should have 

managed to tie herself to the alliance primarily by delineating her 

EEZ and secondly by contributing to the connection of the other two 

deposits. In that case even a shift in the political realities would mean 

little, as the energy connection would financially, politically and 

militarily intertwine the future of the three allies. 

                                                 
25 See George Stavris, “The New Energy Triangle of Cyprus - Greece – Israel: Casting a 
Net for Turkey?”, published on Turkish Policy Quarterly, vol. 11, no. 2, 2012, p. 95-96. 
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Conclusion 
 As we pointed out from the outset of this article, Greece in its 

modern history was able to overcome adversity through alliances. 

This is the reason that the continuation and further strengthening of 

the approach towards Israel is of such great importance. By such a 

course of action Greece would accomplish a long-term partnership 

with the West, expanding and stabilizing its maritime influence and 

forging a strong security contingent, which would deter any 

aggression against it in the future. These sum to the Greek 

macrostrategic objectives and, also, describe a major opportunity 

that has not been presented for almost a century._ 

 


