DANGEROUS CIRCUMSTANCES by P.TSAKONAS
The further Erdogan goes, the more strengthened and “legitimized” seem the certainties of some of the country’s chattering classes of what Turkey wants and is: an “intrinsically expanding” force that can be rationalized only by a "vigorous" deterrent response on our part. They add that this has always been the case with Turkey. We should not be deceived by any breaks of good relations with our neighbor at times when the wolf was in sheep’s clothing.
It is indeed difficult in the current escalation of Turkish behavior to provide a calm and sober analysis of Turkey's pursuit of appropriate response strategies. It is also certain that the above certainties that evaluate Turkey as an "intrinsically expanding" force are epidemic assessments of present-day Turkey. They lead to erroneous parallels, where the Turkish-Greek dialogue is identified to the "dishonor" of the Munich Agreement. They refer often to Churchill's phrase of Britain's appeasement policy against Nazi Germany: "You were given the choice between war and dishonor. You chose dishonor and you will have war.”
With great ease - if not lightness - they come to conclusions limited to the dilemma: "deterrence or capitulation". Supporters of the dialogue with Turkey are being accused with stigmatizing and suggesting 'nationally proud' policy jumps whilst ignoring (?) that there are other countries besides Turkey - especially a specific one, which we do not want to alienate - whose interests will also be greatly affected. They are also themselves arguing that either Greece should not pursue a dialogue with Turkey that will not achieve 100% of its aspirations or that the world will not be lost if the problems with its neighbor continue to remain unresolved.
And yet, both in the Aegean and more recently in the Eastern Mediterranean, clearly the status quo of the problems of the Greek-Turkish agenda does not freeze over time. Largely because of Turkish behavior it is increasingly burdened and tangible power correlated is being overthrown at the expense of our country.
If there is, therefore, anything that can be dictated by developments in our relations with Turkey, that is adopting a strategy of initiatives. Optimal use of comparative advantages over Turkey should be made transferring the game to the privileged field of international law. The reluctance to take initiative in our relationships with an increasingly difficult neighbor, either as a conscious choice or as an alibi, does not constitute bravery, but is sheer cowardice. It is not only us who, successfully or unsuccessfully, read our opponents behavior. They read ours too.
