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With the war in Ukraine the typical lamenting has returned to the public discourse in Greece. Why does Athens not play at a regional level the diplomatic role that it deserves?
Among others, an explanation could be that Greek diplomacy is haunted by syndromes that weaken its international role.
For instance, Greek diplomacy is resisting change to well-documented mistaken policies and at the same time, is “spending” diplomatic capital in tackling the negative effects of these.
Greek diplomacy is having trouble adapting to the new conditions, while insisting on suboptimal choices that claim a semblance of continuity.
Greece also shows obsession with trivia and obsolete tactics of diplomacy and at the same time it often fails to generate new policies that could promote with confidence its national interest and the geopolitical choices that the country has long made, consciously.
“Inertia”, which in Physics denotes strong resistance to change, is a term that describes Greek diplomacy well. 

The Greek policy on the Kosovo issue is a case in point. The non-recognition of the newly founded state is an after-effect of our erroneous and failed policy during the Yugoslav wars. Our policy on the Kosovo question keeps us trapped in diplomatic dilemmas of the past, while simultaneously it weakens our regional role. It also contributes, at least indirectly, to the keeping the region in geopolitical uncertainty, due to non-anchoring in Western institutions.
Accordingly, the arguments of those who reject the recognition of Kosovo are phobic and show lack of understanding of the contemporary Balkan reality.
How will Serbia react? But Belgrade has been overly supported by Athens in the past, even when Serbia opted for reckless policies that went against Greece’s national interest. At the same time, Serbia is systematically cultivating a close cooperation with Erdogan’s regime, which is, unsuccessfully so far, trying to become an international “patron” of Kosovo’s independence.
And what about Greece’s disputes with Albania? Why support Kosovo’s independence when Greece’s relations with Albania as so volatile and difficult? Apples and Oranges. It is well-known fact to those who systematically monitor developments in the Balkans that the transnational Albanian factor has many centers that do not coordinate their policies. Greece could and should have excellent relations with Albanians in both Kosovo and North Macedonia and these should not be influenced by the fluctuation in relations between Athens and Tirana. The positive role that North Macedonia’s Albanians played in the settlement of the “name issue” is a case in point for the beneficial impact that building such relations may bring as a result.
And what about the danger of a “Greater Albania”? This is a rather unlikely scenario since the Albanian elites do not really support it. Conversely, the surest path for a possible scenario of Albanian unification would be through a failure/collapse of the independent state of Kosovo as well as through the non-integration of the Western Balkans into Western institutions and, more generally, regional destabilization. By supporting Kosovo, we support its political independence and autonomous course.

Kosovo’s independence is an irreversible political reality. A confident Greece could formulate a policy of recognition of that reality, in order to co-shape the future developments in the Balkans, in accordance with its own interests.  Greece through the consolidation of Kosovo’s international status will also contribute decisively to the Western Balkans’ integration into the Western institutions, in the context of which it fully participates in the decision-making process together with its European partners. 

Or, alternatively, Greece could continue its policy of inertia, thus allowing Turkey and other powers to take the lead in the region as well as to exploit the conditions of the geopolitical instability that would be created by the West’s inability to control developments in the Balkans.
