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Executive Summary 
 

The conflict in Ukraine stunned Europe. After officially recognizing the Donetsk and 

Luhansk People's Republics as independent states, the Russian Federation invaded, 

claiming that Western expansion in its neighboring state was an imminent threat. A 

barrage of sanctions from the US, the EU, and other allies followed, amid soaring 

energy and food prices, galloping inflation, and supply chain disarray. Aside from 

Ukraine, the two sides engaged in an energy war, adding to the ongoing energy crisis 

in the aftermath of the covid pandemic. A serious existential threat is ante portas: 

European energy security risks and revisionist powers' rising aggression. Cutting off 

energy ties with Russia seemed both inevitable and daunting. Europe gradually 

prohibited Russian coal, crude oil and products, and energy-related technology 

exports, while Moscow began to reduce natural gas flows to the West. The national 

security of the member states, as well as the overall security of Europe, is now at stake.  

The security situation in the Eastern Mediterranean appears to be deteriorating as 

well. Turkish provocations toward Greece and Cyprus are becoming increasingly 

aggravated. The Turkish "Blue Homeland" doctrine implies complete control over the 

Aegean and Eastern Mediterranean. An assertive Turkey could gain control of regional 

energy resources and supply routes to Europe. This poses a significant security risk for 

the EU, given that Turkey is also a revisionist power attempting to alter the region's 

territorial status quo. It also poses an existential threat to Greek and Cypriot 

sovereignty and sovereign rights. An armed conflict between them would destabilize 

NATO at this critical juncture. How has the invasion affected Europe's energy security 

and trade with Russia? What is the primary strategic response option available to 

Europe? What is the long-term solution, and what other options are available? What 

are Europe and Greece's risks, opportunities, and next steps?  

Four months after the invasion and a reorganization of forces and strategic objectives, 

Russia appears to be in command of the field of operations. Western military aid 

appears to be protracting the inevitable. On the other hand, sanctions have benefited 

the Kremlin by increasing revenues from high energy prices and strengthening the 

ruble in international markets; however, the Russian economy has taken some serious 

blows, and its resilience remains to be seen. Even though the EU's trade deficit with 

Russia has decreased over the last decade (€69 billion in 2021 compared to €89 billion 

in 2011), Russia remains the EU's third-largest import partner after China and the US. 

Furthermore, Moscow remained Brussels' most valuable energy import partner in 

2021, accounting for 29% of crude and oil product imports and 43% of natural gas 

imports. Europe requires nearly three-fifths of its energy needs to be met by external 

suppliers, indicating its reliance on its closest energy partners.  

According to the IEA's 10 Point-Plan, a list of measures to be taken to address this 

issue after the outbreak of the war, Europe could reduce its energy needs by 60-80 
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bcm or more of natural gas until the end of 2022. The European Commission's 

RePowerEU Plan is presented as the mandatory path for transforming Europe's energy 

system, which could both end the EU's reliance on Russian fossil fuels, which the 

Kremlin has weaponized, and address the climate crisis. Energy efficiency and reduced 

consumption, supply routes diversification, accelerated RES integration, and 

increased storage capacity could replace two-thirds of Russian natural gas imports 

(100 out of 155 bcm). Europe will be 50-90 bcm or more, short of natural gas supplies 

by the end of the year. Because energy infrastructure is at the heart of EU energy 

policy, this publication focuses on two major projects planned for the Eastern 

Mediterranean: The EastMed Pipeline and the EuroAsia Interconnector. The first is 

mired in controversy and its realization is stalled, whereas the second is advancing 

rapidly. In terms of Greece, recent studies indicate that the country may possess gas 

reserves of around 2,000-2,500 bcm.  

This study concluded that natural gas will be an indispensable fuel in the coming 

decades and that Europe should revise its climate change policy orientation and goals. 

Fossil fuels should not be vilified because they will continue to power human activity. 

As a result, to ensure its energy security in a volatile era, Europe should find ways to 

discover and exploit its potential resources. The reorientation of its supply routes from 

the north to the south-east should count on its member-states present in the region, 

who should be the policy's spearheads. Furthermore, two highly significant correlated 

triangles were discovered: 1) Europe's energy-overall security alongside Greece's and 

Cyprus's energy-national security, and 2) sovereignty and sovereign rights alongside 

energy resources and infrastructure-transportation grids. The geostrategic reshuffling 

in the Eastern Mediterranean is being analyzed and considered critical for years to 

come, based on Nicholas Spykman's Rimland theory. Turkey's imperialism should be 

countered by the doctrine of "Blue Peace," which should be the strategic European 

policy for a peaceful and prosperous Mediterranean. 

To that end, the EU should reshape its energy and overall security strategy, strengthen 

ties with regional states, realign its foreign and defense policy with the Greeks and 

Cypriots, press Turkey to stand down, and move quickly to complete the EastMed 

pipeline and the EuroAsia Interconnector. Greece, along with Cyprus, should establish 

and express a comprehensive energy and defense policy, promote its international 

positions regarding its maritime zones, sovereignty, and sovereign rights, express its 

will unequivocally and proceed swiftly with hydrocarbon exploration and exploitation 

operations within its continental shelf, deepen regional alliances, and make a solid 

energy cooperation plan offer to Turkey and other states, indicating the Greek 

preference for a collective strategy for the region's resources over a dangerously 

competing nation-strengthening strategy. If all other policy options fail, Greece should 

remain on military alert and, in the event of an imminent threat, consider launching a 

preemptive strike against Turkey. Much time has passed in the past. As a result, if any 

chances of success are desired, these steps should be taken as soon as possible.
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Introductory Remarks by the Editors 
 Josef Demergis & Marios  Efthymiopoulos 

 

The present study on European energy security and the enhanced importance of the Eastern 

Mediterranean Energy Corridor, where the EU has the luxury of the geographical presence of 

both Greece and Cyprus, trusted EU members, poses several questions on the strategic 

decisions the EU must make over the coming months and years. 

 

The over-reliance on Russian energy imports to help power European manufacturing and the 

economies of its member states is currently tested by Russia’s invasion of Ukraine and the 

resultant countermeasures adopted by both the EU and the United States. 

 

While the discussion about the diverging strategic interests on this matter of the two financial 

powerhouses mentioned above may be long and protracted, a singular point stands out. The 

Eastern Mediterranean has now enhanced importance in future European energy policies and 

options. With Turkey being an extreme revisionist force in the area, making military threats 

against the sovereignty of its neighbors, while playing along with both the West and Russia, it 

is evident that the EU must exercise a foreign and energy policy in the area that protects the 

rights of its two member states and allows for the future energy supply of the whole union. 

 

If actual European assistance is not rendered in laying out a framework, than mere words, 

that will allow for regional stability and deter Turkish revisionist and imperialistic 

proclamations and deeds, the EU will have severely limited its strategic energy options. 
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Introduction 

 

The Ukraine conflict has highlighted the importance of agricultural-industrial 

production and open access to natural resources in Europe. To achieve their goals, 

revisionist powers that overtly oppose the current world order appear eager to 

weaponize energy supply, value chains, and food supply. Although completely 

disengaging from Russian oil and gas supplies is a strict policy option for Europe, it is 

the one that the EU authorities have chosen to pursue thus far. Overdependence on 

the energy resources of a producing country is risky, especially during a period of 

geopolitical volatility and the emergence of a new international system, with severe 

implications for European energy security and, by extension, the stability of the EU 

system and member-state national security.  

 Apart from the geographical factor, which cannot be overlooked, the long-standing 

consolidation of a Germany-Russia energy cooperation is the critical factor that 

shaped this overdependence on Russia. The goal of reducing the EU's reliance on 

Russia by diversifying energy sources and supply routes has been firmly established 

and proclaimed at the level of European institutions. In practice, however, this proved 

to be a very slow process, while the German-Russian ties that resulted in the 

construction of the Nord Stream I and II —with a total annual capacity of 110 bcm— 

were indicative of structural and political inconsistency within Europe. Although 

member states have some autonomy in determining and implementing their energy 

mix and policies, directly opposing the EU's core adopted policies cannot be 

considered “pro-European conduct”. 
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EU-Russia trade 

In 2021, the Russian Federation was the EU’s 3rd larger import partner with 8% 
(following China with 22% and the US with 11% and preceding the UK with 7% and 
Switzerland with 6%) (Eurostat, 2021). At the same time, it was Europe’s fifth export 
partner with 4% (following US’s 18%, UK’s 13%, China’s 10%, and Switzerland’s 7%) 
(Eurostat, 2021). The EU’s trade deficit with Russia fell to €69 billion in 2021 compared 
to €89 billion in 2011, with the lowest deficit level observed in 2020 (€16 billion) due 
to covid restrictions which downscaled trade significantly (Eurostat, 2021).  Between 
2011 and 2021, both exports to and imports from Russia fell. The EU's exports to 
Russia peaked in 2012 (€118 billion) and bottomed in 2016 (€69 billion), due to the 
imposed sanctions after the annexation of Crimea and plunged oil prices that 
impacted the Russian economy (Eurostat, 2021). The EU's imports from Russia were 
at their peak in 2012 (€204 billion) and their lowest in 2020 (€95 billion) (Eurostat, 
2021).  

In 2020, the EU energy mix comprised 32% of oil and petroleum products, almost 25% 

of natural gas, 18% of renewables and biofuels, 13% of nuclear energy, and 

approximately 11% of solid fossil fuels (Eurostat, 2020). That year, the EU produced 

42% of the energy needed (2% increase compared to 2019) and imported the 

remaining 58% (2% decrease compared to 2019) (Eurostat, 2020). Petroleum products 

(including crude oil) accounted for nearly two-thirds of energy imports into the EU, 

followed by natural gas (27%) and solid fossil fuels (5%) (Eurostat, 2020). Russia (29%), 

the US (9%), Norway (8%), Saudi Arabia and the United Kingdom (both 7%), as well as 

Kazakhstan and Nigeria (both 6%), accounted for nearly three-quarters of extra-EU 

crude oil imports (Eurostat, 2020). Moreover, Russia (43%), Norway (21%), Algeria 

(8%), and Qatar (5%) accounted for more than three-quarters of the EU's natural gas 

imports, while Russia (54%) accounted for more than half of solid fossil fuel (mostly 

coal) imports, followed by the US (16 %) and Australia (14 %) (Eurostat, 2020). Finally, the 

EU generated energy from various sources, including solid fuels, natural gas, crude oil, 

nuclear energy, and renewables. The latter (41%) was the EU's leading contributor to 

primary energy production, with nuclear energy (31%) coming in second, followed by 

solid fuels (18%), natural gas (7%), and crude oil (4%) (Eurostat, 2020).  

It is obvious that for Europe to maintain its current quality of life and economic status, 

nearly three-fifths of its energy needs must be met by external suppliers, with 

resources that dominate its energy mix and which the EU member-states lack (crude 

oil, natural gas). The Russian Federation, on the other hand, is highly dependent on 

hydrocarbon revenues to keep its budget afloat, and on western investments and 

technology for its energy industry to stay on track and be able to counterbalance its 

high exposure to the fluctuating international energy markets. The interdependence 

that this energy relationship creates between the EU and Russia makes it difficult for 

them to part ways unharmed. Russia needs Europe to retain its energy capabilities to 

produce its basic income and Europe needs Russia to safeguard the security of its 

energy supply and its investments on Russian soil which were extensive, particularly 

in the energy sector, before the Ukraine invasion. 
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Europe’s energy security 
 

In 2020, global natural gas demand reached 4,000 bcm (International Energy Agency, 

2021), following a downward trend due to the pandemic. The IEA presented the 

trajectories of the emerging energy economy and its potential environmental 

outcomes with the publication of the World Energy Outlook 2021, its annual energy 

report, by unfolding four transition scenarios: the Announced Pledges Scenario (APS), 

the Stated Policies Scenario (STEPS), the Net Zero Emissions by 2050 Scenario (NZE), 

and the Sustainable Development Scenario (SDS) (International Energy Agency, 2021). 

Even in the most optimistic scenario, the NZE, where we achieve zero emissions 20 

years earlier than in the Sustainable Development scenario (net zero in 2070), we can 

see that the use of fossil fuels continues, albeit to a lesser extent and for different 

purposes. Oil demand decreases to 72 mb/d in 2030 and 24 mb/d by 2050, whereas 

natural gas demand falls sharply from 2025 onwards to 1,750 bcm in 2050 

(International Energy Agency, 2021, pp. 73-74). As a result, we understand that 

eliminating hydrocarbons from the global energy mix appears to be unfeasible in all 

projections, at least for some decades to come.  

Amid the unfolding Ukraine conflict and the threat of a potential supply shock in the 

oil and gas markets, Europe must think pragmatically and carefully consider its 

options. The existing producers will cover part of the import losses in the short term 

due to the EU's decision to cut energy ties with Russia. In the face of growing 

competition from Asian countries for Middle Eastern hydrocarbons, US, UK, and EU 

officials have visited the Middle East and South America to secure energy supplies. 

However, while UK and Norway may be able to increase output and offset some of 

Russia's supply losses, their efforts will fall short of replacing the total amount of 

imports. Of course, if a production outage (especially in Russia) took place, every 

country would prioritize its energy security by reducing exports instead of expanding 

exports. 

The EU imports 90% of its gas, with domestic production declining over time 

(European Parliament, 2022, p. 2). The Russian Federation supplied 45% of Europe's 

gas imports in 2021, with the vast majority delivered via pipelines through Belarus, 

Ukraine, and Turkey or via the Nord Stream 1 pipeline (a total of 155 bcm) (European 

Parliament, 2022, p. 2). Aside from its dominant role in gas supply, Russia accounted 

for 27% of EU oil imports and 46% of EU coal imports (European Parliament, 2022, p. 

2). Despite Russian coal and oil import bans, cutting off gas imports poses additional 

challenges regarding volume, price, and transportation (European Parliament, 2022, 

p. 2). Increasing LNG supplies and ensuring adequate gas storage are two critical policy 

steps ahead of the coming winter in the case Europe faces a potential interruption in 

Russian gas supplies, whether inflicted by Russia —as we are already witnessing— or 

as part of a future embargo on all energy imports (European Parliament, 2022).  

Nevertheless, even full gas storage and maximization of existing LNG capacity could 

be insufficient (European Parliament, 2022, p. 2). According to the European 

Commission's RePowerEU Plan, there is a dual imperative to transform Europe's 
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energy system: ending the EU's reliance on Russian fossil fuels, which the Russian 

Federation has weaponized economically and politically and costs taxpayers nearly 

€100 billion per year, and addressing the climate crisis (European Commission, 2022). 

By acting in concert, Europe can put a lid on its overdependence on Russian fossil fuels 

faster. By the end of 2022, gas diversification and reduced energy consumption could 

replace only about two-thirds of Russian gas imports; therefore, such a policy would 

demand additional action, including energy-saving measures and a rapid increase in 

renewables (European Parliament, 2022, p. 2). The Commission claims that the EU can 

import an additional 50 bcm of LNG from the US, Qatar, Egypt, and West Africa, 

supplemented by approximately 10 bcm from alternative pipeline suppliers in 

Azerbaijan, Algeria, and Norway (European Parliament, 2022). The REPowerEU Plan 

measures, including energy savings, diversification of energy supplies, and accelerated 

implementation of RES projects, can help meet these goals (European Commission, 

2022).  

In March, IEA proposed a 10-Point Plan including some basic steps that could 

significantly downsize the EU’s dependence on Russian gas (International Energy 

Agency, 2022). Therefore, based on the main actions suggested in the Agency’s report 

(International Energy Agency, 2022), Europe should: 

1. Not sign any new gas supply contracts with Russia. (Impact: Enables greater 
diversification of supply this year and beyond) 

2. Replace Russian supplies with gas from alternative sources (Impact: Increases non-
Russian gas supply by around 30 bcm within a year) 

3. Introduce minimum gas storage obligations (Impact: Enhances resilience of the gas 
system by next winter) 

4. Accelerate the deployment of new wind and solar projects (Impact: Reduces gas 
use by 6 bcm within a year) 

5. Maximize power generation from bioenergy and nuclear (Impact: Reduces gas use 
by 13 bcm within a year) 

6. Enact short-term tax measures on windfall profits to shelter vulnerable electricity 
consumers from high prices (Impact: Cuts energy bills even when gas prices remain 
high) 

7. Speed up the replacement of gas boilers with heat pumps (Impact: Reduces gas 
use by an additional 2 bcm within a year) 

8. Accelerate energy efficiency improvements in buildings and industry (Impact: 
Reduces gas use by close to 2 bcm within a year) 

9. Encourage a temporary thermostat reduction of 1 °C by consumers (Impact: 
Reduces gas use by some 10 bcm within a year) 

10. Step up efforts to diversify and decarbonize sources of power system flexibility 
(Impact: Loosens the strong links between gas supply and Europe’s electricity 
security) 

If this roadmap is strictly followed, the actual result shall be over a 60 bcm reduction 
in Russian imports until the end of this year. Other alternatives still exist for the EU, if 
it wishes or needs to reduce its reliance on Russian gas even faster, but with significant 
trade-offs (International Energy Agency, 2022). The most immediate option would be 
to reduce gas consumption in the power sector by revitalizing Europe's coal-fired fleet 
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or by utilizing other liquid fuels within the existing gas-fired power plants 
(International Energy Agency, 2022). However, such action was not included in the 10-
Point Plan, because it would increase EU emissions and deviate from the European 
Green Deal (International Energy Agency, 2022).  

If it were to be applied though, it would quickly displace large amounts of gas. 
According to IEA, a temporary shift from gas to coal or oil-fired generation could 
reduce gas demand for power generation by 28 bcm in one year, before an overall rise 
in energy-related emissions (International Energy Agency, 2022). The majority of this 
reduction should be accomplished by switching from gas to coal (22 bcm), with an 
additional 6 bcm saved by using alternative fuels (e.g., biomethane) in gas-fired power 
plants, assuming adequate financial incentives and availability (International Energy 
Agency, 2022). If this fuel-switching option were fully implemented, along with the 
Plan described above, it would result in a total annual reduction in EU imports of 
Russian gas of more than 80 bcm (over half) while still resulting in a moderate decline 
in overall emissions (International Energy Agency, 2022). 

The Eastern Mediterranean Energy Corridor 
 

Given the Commission's claims and the IEA 10-Point Plan (Fig. 1), it is clear that until 

the end of the year, there will be a 50-90 bcm gap between the EU's coordinated effort 

to break away from its close energy ties with Russia and the current level of imports. 

Provided that all of the above figures are estimates rather than facts, one might expect 

this gap to grow in the future. Europe must be sincere to itself and acknowledge it is 

dealing with an ongoing energy crisis; the possibility of an oil supply shock; the 

inflation rally and all associated risks; and a food crisis about to hit Africa and the 

Middle East —with all the relevant implications on migration, and a foreseeable 

humanitarian crisis aside from Ukraine. So, energy transition plans may alter or even 

slow down, and oil prices may rise as a result of ESG requirements, windfall tax and 

other governmental policies, and decarbonization pressures, and oil and gas 

producing countries (particularly OPEC) may reconsider their export quotas, keeping 

in mind the dried-up spare capacity and investor reluctance to put money into the oil 

and gas sector.  
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Figure 1. Reduction in Russian gas imports by around 60 bcm according to IEA's 10-Point Plan (International Energy 
Agency, 2022) 

 

It’s time for Europe to turn its eye to the Eastern Mediterranean. The region is located 

at the crossroads of Europe, Asia, and Africa, in what American political scientist 

Nicholas J. Spykman refers to as Rimland. “Who controls the Rimland controls Eurasia, 

and who controls Eurasia controls the destinies of the world”, Spykman writes (2004, 

p. 107). This geographical space's geostrategic value, as well as its historical, trade, 

and cultural significance, are invaluable assets for Europe's global strategic role in the 

face of emerging antagonism among the primary international poles of power (i.e., 

the US, Russian Federation, and China). Greece and Cyprus, two member-states in the 

region, have suffered greatly over the last decade as a result of financial hardship and 

sociopolitical turmoil. Unlike in the past, Europe must provide its further assistance, 

not just to support them financially, but to actively lay the groundwork for regional 

stability, peace, and prosperity, directly affecting its position in the international 

system. One of the crucial aspects of the EU's long-term energy security policy is to 

increase indigenous energy production and develop energy technologies and 

infrastructure. (European Commission, 2014).  

The region's major gas discoveries since the late 2000s have added another critical 

factor: the Eastern Mediterranean will not only be a transit route for energy supplies, 

but also a source of energy. Furthermore, under certain conditions, the melting of the 

Arctic ice cap due to climate change may open new trade routes in the north; in this 

case, the Mediterranean will become the geographical center of the Eurasian-African 

complex, located at the heart of the international trade system and potentially a focal 

energy region of the global energy system (Grivas, 2019). Gas fields such as Tamar and 

Leviathan in Israel (280 and 620 bcm of probable reserves respectively), Aphrodite in 

Cyprus (128 bcm), and Zohr in Egypt (845 bcm) have begun to attract the attention of 

the energy industry, as well as that of world leaders who, in one way or another, are 
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attempting to become influential players in the region. (Ellinas, et al., 2016, p. 6). 

Under the auspices of the US, a new regional security architecture began to take shape 

with the emergence of the Greece-Cyprus-Israel and Greece-Cyprus-Egypt tripartite 

alliances, which led to a long-awaited rapprochement between Israel and Egypt. An 

area that has seen numerous conflicts (e.g., the invasion of Cyprus, the Arab-Israeli 

conflict, and the Syrian war) is entering a critical period that will determine whether 

newly discovered gas reserves will be an opportunity for cooperation or a gateway to 

extensive antagonism and rivalry among the region's state actors.  

Let’s underline some facts:  

1. Natural gas is the transitional fuel as coal and oil are gradually phased out of the 

European energy mix. As a result, for at least the next two or three decades, its 

role will be critical in sustaining human and economic activity.  

2. Given the situation in Ukraine, the EU has decided to stray from Russian energy 

imports. Even if this situation and policy change, the ongoing tension between the 

Russian Federation and the West introduces a higher risk and instability factor in 

the EU-Russia relationship. A new “Cold War” will create conditions for future 

instances of conflict to emerge. Thus, if Europe wants to deal with future 

weaponization and disruptions of energy supply from the north, or if it wants to 

put itself in a better negotiating position with Moscow in the post-war state of 

affairs, it must not be ill-prepared. 

3. By redirecting its energy supply routes, Europe is now paying closer attention to 

the Mediterranean and sea energy transport; the focus will now shift to other 

suppliers. Furthermore, because LNG trade has historically been a key driver of 

diversification, supply security, and increased competition in the EU, it will now 

become an invaluable tool for flexibility and growth, mitigating the impact of 

Moscow's aggression.  As a result, Europe will need regional stability and peace, 

as well as a security architecture in which it can participate actively. Turkey is a 

disruptive factor that has repeatedly demonstrated its aggressive behavior, 

autocratic nature, and revisionist aspirations. Brussels cannot stand up to Russia 

while also allowing Turkey to follow suit and destabilize the Eastern 

Mediterranean and the Aegean Sea. Europe must act now. 

4. The EU policy and its proposed REPowerEU Plan are on the right track. Energy 

savings, supply diversification, and the promotion of green funding and RES 

projects are all required for the European energy system’s stability and the fight 

against climate change. This notion of fossil fuels as the "great evil" is, however, 

exaggerated and false. To be able to use the tools we have today effectively while 

using hydrocarbons and protecting the environment, we must consider them 

without prejudice and fallacy ruling our thoughts. Demonizing energy sources 

won't get us very far. Therefore, Europe must decide, as stated in its official policy 

documents, to harness its energy potential and develop its energy resources, not 

only in terms of renewables but also in hydrocarbons. Cyprus is one case in South-

Eastern Europe where hydrocarbon research is taking place, despite Turkish 

constant and blatant violations of its sovereignty and sovereign rights, but Greece 

is another. Many previous studies have indicated that there is a high probability of 
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the presence of commercially viable hydrocarbon reserves within the boundaries 

of the Greek continental shelf — estimates were boosted even more after Zohr's 

discovery and its proximity to the other Levant reserves (e.g., south of Crete). Of 

course, any offshore gas development and research operation in the area is 

constantly threatened by Turkey's aggressiveness. Europe should take this fact 

seriously. 

5. As Inbar (2014, p. 12) notes, the Eastern Mediterranean's fragility in terms of 

regional stability has been exacerbated by the US's temporary withdrawal from 

the region in previous years, Europe's inability to fill the political vacuum, Turkey's 

non-commitment to the Western alliance, increased Russian military presence, 

and the permanent Islamist threat. Chinese and Iranian geostrategic ambitions 

and involvement in the region have a further impact on the developing situation, 

as has the region's increased competition for energy resources. However, the 

reassertion of America’s determination to defend its interests in the region 

necessitates a more purposeful approach to Eastern Mediterranean affairs on the 

part of Europe.  

 

The main question is whether the new Levantine reserves will serve as a springboard 

for greater regional cooperation or as a source of future conflict, given their economic 

and geostrategic significance (El-Katiri & El-Katiri, 2014, pp. 1-20). Cropsey and Brown 

(2014, pp. 13-15) stress that there are two possible security strategies to be applied 

in the region: a) the national-strengthening strategy and b) the collective strategy, 

aiming to promote regional security. They also emphasize that these strategies are not 

irreconcilable by definition but they may prove to be complementary (Cropsey & 

Brown, 2014, pp. 13-15). Strengthening the region's emerging coalition of liberal 

democracies can only be accomplished by intensifying their energy and security 

cooperation, as well as by proactively shaping the surrounding environment in ways 

that are conducive to their common pursuit of self-interest. (Cropsey & Brown, 2014, 

pp. 13-15). Energy resource and infrastructure development will provide the economic 

foundation for simultaneously pursuing both security strategies; however, to realize 

the Eastern Mediterranean's full game-changing potential with broad private sector 

participation, liberal democracies must succeed in making the region more secure.  

(Cropsey & Brown, 2014, pp. 13-15). If they do not seize this opportunity, strategic 

decisions about the region's energy development and overall future will be made by 

powers hostile to their liberal nature or by the force of a deteriorating security 

situation (Cropsey & Brown, 2014, pp. 13-15).  

There are two main options for exporting energy resources by the Eastern 
Mediterranean: via LNG transport or pipeline. Both choices have advantages and 
disadvantages. According to Manolis and Loverdos (2013, pp. 21-22), while LNG 
operations provide flexibility, expansion opportunities, export versatility, volume 
adaptation, and client base diversification, they are vulnerable to external threats and 
have high liquefaction costs; on the other hand, pipeline transportation is more 
vulnerable to external threats but offers more competitive commercial tariffs, and it 
is possible to ensure the participation of European buyers through long-term 
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contracts. If sufficient gas volumes are available, the mutual operation of LNG and 
pipeline transportation would provide additional benefits; however, any market and 
infrastructure decision is subject to national security requirements and security risks 
(Manolis & Loverdos, 2013). The following are the primary transit routes for the 
challenging Eastern Mediterranean gas projects: 1) Intraregional trade, implying 
improved relations between Israel, Egypt, Jordan, Lebanon, and Palestine, as well as 
the signing of export agreements, 2) The Turkish route, which entails transporting 
Cypriot and Israeli gas to Turkey via a subsea pipeline that could connect to the 
Southern Gas Corridor, 3) The EastMed pipeline route, which could transport Cypriot 
and Israeli gas to European markets via Greece and 4) The Egyptian LNG hub, which 
implies the establishment of Egypt as a regional gas hub, by using both of its already 
existing liquefaction facilities (Idku and Damietta) (Sartori, et al., 2016, pp. 11-12). In 
response to Russia's aggression, the EU recently reached out to Egypt to secure 
additional LNG imports. Finally, LNG exports from Cyprus and Israel are two other 
options that have been abandoned to date due to economic considerations. 
 

Greece and Cyprus 
 

The EastMed pipeline (Map 1) is a project designed to link newly discovered 

Mediterranean resources to the European energy markets via the Israel-Cyprus-

Greece-Italy route. This 1900 km pipeline with an initial cost estimate of more than €6 

billion and a 10 bcm/y capacity started as a plan fully endorsed by the states of Greece, 

Cyprus, and Israel, and was also included by the EU in its list of energy Projects of 

Common Interest (PCIs) (DEPA, 2019). Pre-feed studies completed in 2018 suggested 

that the project was technically and economically feasible, as well as complementary 

to other energy import projects, despite being a very difficult undertaking in technical, 

geopolitical, and financial terms (DEPA, 2019). The strong US support for this plan 

during President Trump's administration appeared to fade — albeit not in the most 

direct way — after President Biden took office; his administration views the project as 

contrary to US interests (e.g., LNG exports to Europe), places more emphasis on 

Turkey's geostrategic value, and favors a more anti-fossil fuel sustainability policy. 

However, it is more likely that this is not a firm position, and a decisive Greek 

government would be able to turn the tide within the American administration, most 

likely with European backing.  

The EuroAsia Interconnector is another critical project in the context of 

Mediterranean energy cooperation (Map 2). It is a 2000 MW electricity interconnector 

bridging Europe and Asia via Greece, Cyprus, and Israel; it is also a leading European 

project on the PCI's list labeled as an EU “electricity highway” that connects the 

national electricity grids of the aforementioned states via a 1,208 km subsea HVDC 

cable, uniting Europe and Asia (EuroAsia Interconnector, 2021). This project is directly 

related to the EU energy policy framework and contributes to several goals: ending 

Cyprus's energy isolation due to the lack of any electricity or gas interconnections; 

creating an “electricity highway” through which electricity supply, either by natural 

gas or Renewable Energy Sources (RES), will reach Europe securely; contributing to 

the completion of the European Internal Market; ensuring the supply security of all 
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involved states and the EU system as a whole; promoting the development of 

renewables and contributing to the reduction of CO2 emissions; offering enormous 

economic and geopolitical benefits to the involving countries; and providing 

significant socio-economic benefits in the range of €10 billion (EuroAsia 

Interconnector, 2021). Construction plans accelerated after the release of an initial 

budget of €65 million in January by the European Commission (Ekathimerini, 2022).  

These are the two most ambitious infrastructure projects in the region, and they have 

the potential to usher Europe into a new era. Other intriguing prospects, hopefully, 

will contribute to the establishment of an Eastern Mediterranean Energy corridor, 

enhancing EU energy security, consolidating a new security architecture, and laying 

the groundwork for stability and peace. Intensified energy rivalries could undoubtedly 

lead to unpredictable — even armed — conflicts in the Levant, an area whose littoral 

states have been constantly in turmoil. Cooperation, on the other hand, could provide 

multiple benefits to involved state actors while also allowing them to protect their 

national interests. This option would necessitate a strong and positive will, sincerity, 

good intentions, careful and transparent planning, and, as former Greek Prime 

Minister Konstantinos Karamanlis recently stated in one of his rare speeches, 

accurately defined sovereignty and sovereign rights over natural resources and 

maritime zones. 

The running sore of Cyprus, i.e., military occupation of an EU member state by a third 

country, and the 'undeclared war' between Turkey and Greece amid concurrent crises 

that pose a serious threat to the international system, are both instability factors for 

the Eastern Mediterranean and the untapped potential of its resources, and thus for 

European overall security. Turkey's revisionism is becoming more alarming and 

dangerous as a result of Russia's ongoing aggression against the West. The escalation 

of Eurasian powers' hostility toward Western countries may only serve to alert the US 

and its European allies to the unfolding situation. In addition to Cyprus, Turkey openly 

threatens the sovereignty and sovereign rights of another member-state. Greece 

cannot continue to pursue the same appeasement policy that has brought it to this 

point. Because European soil is in peril, the EU cannot sit like a bump in a log. European 

elites must acknowledge the gravity of the situation and understand that peace is only 

attainable through targeted and firm foreign policy.  
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Map 1. The EastMed Pipeline route (Edison, 2017) 

 

 

Map 2. The EuroAsia Interconnector route (Tarkas, 2022) 

The region's unfolding geopolitical shift as a result of discoveries (including those 

concerning probable and possible reserves), ongoing antagonisms, and ongoing crises 
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bring the EU, Greece, and Cyprus vis-à-vis some great dilemmas. How can climate 

change initiatives be reconciled with a deteriorating international system and 

economic insecurity? How to deal with the war that knocked on your door while 

energy prices and inflation are skyrocketing? How can you use your resources 

efficiently while also protecting your integrity from those who seek to undermine your 

interests and international role? National security and energy security are inextricably 

linked. Access to natural resources is a guarantee of social cohesion, economic 

stability, and self-sufficiency. Europe must ensure both. To manage that, it should not 

bet on the wrong horse, i.e., on powers with fundamentally opposing interests, 

aspirations, or geostrategic plans. Europe must rely on itself first and foremost. Its 

long-term energy strategy and security intertwine with Greek and Cypriot energy and 

national security. EU member-states of the region should be the spearheads of 

European foreign policy in the Eastern Mediterranean. 

Control over the Aegean, the Eastern Mediterranean, Cyprus, and the littoral states, 

as well as trade routes, energy production, transit infrastructure, and any natural 

resources found within the European EEZ, cannot be ceded to Turkey or any other 

revisionist power. Europe must prevent this from happening. Unfortunately, we have 

yet to see any significant action in that direction. On the contrary, EU leaders have 

allowed Turkey to play by its own rules and find the space to implement its provocative 

and expansionist doctrine in the field without consequence. Of course, there are 

explanations for this type of demeanor. However, under the current circumstances, 

this must change. Europe must not allow or even enable the development of projects 

that will give Turkey more power (for example, an Israeli-Turkish gas pipeline or any 

such synergies with regional states) to undermine European interests and increase 

Turkey's geopolitical footprint.  

Greece and Cyprus, on the other hand, should join forces to actively increase their 

influence, coordinate policies, and counteract Turkish aggression. Many steps forward 

have been taken in recent years, particularly through diplomatic initiatives (e.g., EEZ 

delimitation agreements with Italy and Egypt, as well as a more productive 

presentation of Turkish provocations at international fora and to their Western 

partners), triangular alliances, and economic and defense cooperation with regional 

states. Unfortunately, Greece's ambiguous stance on specific policy issues continues 

to send mixed signals to its friends and competitors. For example, it signs an 

Intergovernmental Energy Agreement in January 2020 for the construction of the 

EastMed pipeline, but the same government uses rhetoric that condemns the use of 

fossil fuels; it launches rounds of tenders for hydrocarbon exploration (offshore the 

Ionian Sea and Crete), but Greek Foreign Minister Nikos Dendias declares that Greece 

is not interested in developing any hydrocarbon sources due to climate change.  

Furthermore, the country’s reluctance to defend its sovereign rights and those of 

Cyprus during persisting Turkish seismic research and offshore drilling operations in 

the Cypriot EEZ and within the boundaries of Greece's continental shelf, as defined by 

the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), leads everyone to believe that 

Greece is incapable of defending its rights and interests. And such a result is very 
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damaging to any Greek efforts to resolve this long-standing conflict with its neighbor 

because it pushes away countries that moved toward Greece to counterbalance the 

Turkish expansionist policy but see Turkey as the more powerful player in the region, 

able to impose its will on others. At the same time, Western allies do not appear to 

take Greek positions seriously because constant retreat gives the Greek leadership 

weak diplomatic leverage. After all, it is a matter of credibility. What can someone 

offer to others if they cannot defend their rights? If they know how to promote their 

interests, they will do the same for anyone at the right price. 

The construction of the EastMed and EuroAsia is critical for Greece and Cyprus. Their 

sovereignty, national security, and geopolitical role are at stake. They can no longer 

beat around the bush. They must demonstrate their determination to defend 

themselves at any cost. And this must be communicated to Western partners and 

regional allies, as well as demonstrated in practice. Utilization of the geopolitical factor 

or energy, RES, and hydrocarbons, will provide them with the opportunity to improve 

their geopolitical position and role within the EU and the Western system, assist them 

in recovering from financial distress (particularly Greece), and becoming leading state 

actors in a region of ever-increasing importance for international affairs and the 

economy, and help resolve key issues such as the Greece-Turkey continental shelf and 

EEZ delimitation dispute, or Turkey's military occupation of Cyprus, bridging long-

standing differences and transforming the Mediterranean into a sea of peace and 

cooperation.  

Otherwise, Turkey's “Blue Homeland” doctrine and false claims on the Greek islands 

could spark a dangerous escalation that would be disastrous for all countries and 

NATO cohesion during a volatile period. If the situation in Ukraine worsens and global 

stability is in danger, the US and Russia might consider cutting all ties. Then, Turkey 

will almost immediately have to choose between siding with the West and siding with 

the Eurasian bloc in this case. Both will demand a definitive response. Of course, this 

could precipitate several internal developments within the Turkish political and 

military establishment. The way out may be obtainable at that point, both from Turkey 

and the West, as well as the "Hellenic bloc" (Greece and Cyprus) and Europe: extensive 

energy cooperation, including Turkey, but on very well-defined terms. And it will be 

up to Turkey to make the call.  

The completion of these two projects will pave the way for others. Initiatives like the 

Euro-Mediterranean Partnership (EUROMED) and the East Med Gas Forum have 

grown in recent years and must continue to deepen the prospects of cooperation. 

Participation of the US, the EU, Israel, Egypt, and other regional states in energy and 

infrastructure projects will create the conditions for the Mediterranean to become an 

iconic energy hub and a nodal point for global security architecture. Turkey will either 

be included or excluded by choice. Any policies aimed at this end will tighten the noose 

around Turkey. Although unlikely, the difficult economic situation, particularly for 

Turkish citizens, may also influence a shift in Turkish policy away from an offensive 

stance based on autocratic and imperialist ideas. 
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Turkey must be persuaded that membership in the new Mediterranean changing 

order entails avoiding hegemonic tendencies. The Turkish state can wage perpetual 

war if it so desires, but every single one of its neighbors will be opposed. The 

construction of the EastMed is a strategic choice for deepening the triangular alliances 

initiated by Greece and Cyprus, the establishment of the Eastern Mediterranean 

Energy Corridor, Europe's energy security, Turkey's containment, and the vision of 

Mediterranean peace and prosperity. Given recent developments, LNG and pipeline 

imports could supplement each other to meet future demand and, depending on 

market conditions, support the stability of the European energy system, which in turn 

will strengthen the resilience of other regions' energy systems in Africa and the Middle 

East in the long run.  

On 29 April, Energy Commissioner Kadri Simson responded to Greek MEP Eva Kaili's 

28 February question about whether the Commission is willing to support the EastMed 

pipeline project politically and financially, concluding that “Ultimately, the feasibility 

of the EastMed pipeline will depend on its commercial viability based on future 

demand dynamics, and its potential to contribute to the goals of the European Green 

Deal” (European Parliament, 2022). While the EU is delaying its final Financial 

Investment Decision (FID) in anticipation of the feasibility study, DNV, an independent 

risk management and quality assurance firm, issued a confirmation of the Feasibility 

Statement on 10 June, following an assessment of the Front End Engineering Design 

documentation provided by the project's developer, IGI Poseidon S.A., confirming the 

technical maturity of the project and the benefits of early involvement in the design 

activities of the offshore construction companies (Sall, 2022).  

DNV Executive Vice President Santiago Blanco stated the following: “Projects like 

EastMed benefit from our extensive experience in technology development and 

verification of deep- and ultra-deepwater gas pipeline projects throughout their 

lifecycle. Over the past decades, DNV has been involved in several highly successful 

projects, including the likes of the Perdido Norte large-diameter pipeline and the Tahiti-

Amberjack pipeline in the deep-water Gulf of Mexico, contributing to the consolidation 

and upgrade of safety and integrity standards for offshore pipelines – which is why a 

majority of current and new developments are designed to our standard” (Sall, 2022). 

IGI Poseidon Chief Executive Officer Fabrizio Mattana noted as well: “The EastMed 

Pipeline, together with Poseidon Pipeline, is the most mature project in the 

Mediterranean area, being now in the final engineering phase, and will reach the start 

of the commercial operation in 2027. It will directly connect Europe to the natural gas 

fields in the Eastern Mediterranean basin, also creating opportunities for access to new 

hydrogen production sites in that area. The Project will provide Europe with a new 

route of gas supply, complementary to LNG, enhancing the energy security and 

diversification of sources. IGI Poseidon strongly believes in the importance of this 

realization, in the interest of the European Community and of the entire East 

Mediterranean region” (Sall, 2022). IGI Poseidon S.A. is currently completing project 

development activities to meet the requirements for a positive FID within 2022. (Sall, 

2022).  
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Another critical aspect of the EastMed pipeline and Greece's role is that according to 

studies by the Hellenic Hydrocarbon Resources Management (HHRM) and Greek 

Energy Forum, cited in a report published by the Institute of Energy for South East 

Europe (IENE) the country could sit on potential gas reserves of around 2,000-2,500 

bcm (HHRM, 2019 & Greek Energy Forum, 2021 as cited in IENE, 2022, p. 63). In the 

long run, this could be a boon to the EastMed project as well as other infrastructure 

plans because, if true, Greece will become a natural gas producer and a new significant 

European supplier. Increasing the pipeline's capacity (up to 20 bcm/y), increases its 

commercial viability and opens the door for European customers to receive gas from 

another source in a stable, uninterrupted, and cost-effective manner.  

Thus, some of the main drivers of the EU energy policy such as the diversification of 

energy-attaining sources by exploration, the effective participation in the exploration 

and the development of gas fields, and the support for common gas exploration 

projects are satisfied (ElBassoussy, 2018, pp. 75-79). Meanwhile, as the same IENE 

(2022) report suggests, Greece has the opportunity to serve three basic strategic goals 

of its foreign policy: 1) to act as an anchor of stability in its wider neighborhood, 2) to 

peacefully settle open disputes with neighbors, particularly Turkey, within the context 

of international law, and 3) to maintain a relative balance of power vis-à-vis Turkey, 

preventing any unilateral Turkish moves that could threaten its sovereign rights. 

Therefore, we recognize two interconnected and self-perpetuating triangles of 

increasing importance following Russia's invasion of Ukraine and the EU's energy 

supply shift from the north to the east and south: 1) Europe’s energy-overall security 

and geopolitical footprint alongside Greece’s and Cyprus’s energy-national security 

and geopolitical footprint and 2) sovereignty and sovereign rights alongside energy 

resources and infrastructure-transportation grids. 

The promotion of the EastMed project (as well as other production and transportation 

projects, such as LNG plants and gas storage facilities) and the exploration and 

exploitation of hydrocarbon resources are critical for Greece (and Cyprus by 

extension). The following key points summarize the main benefits of its geopolitical 

upgrade, as laid out by IENE (2022, p. 42):  

1. It becomes independent of external gas flow manipulation to a large extend 

2. In the event of a geopolitical crisis, it will not be overly dependent on potentially 

rival third-party countries 

3. It can become an EU energy supplier, upgrading its role within the European 

establishment 

4. It will be more flexible and able to negotiate on better terms and exert influence 

over third parties during diplomatic negotiations, transnational talks, and 

consultations 

5. It will be grouped with the hydrocarbon-producing countries, shaping new 

alliances and strengthening existing ones 

6. The presence of exploitable offshore deposits will give impetus to the Greek 

positions on issues such as maritime zones, the Cyprus question, etc. 
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7. The presence of international companies in Greek waters will reinforce Greek 

visibility among states and organizations focused on the region’s issues, security, 

compliance with the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), and its role about stability and 

peace in the Mediterranean.  

However, for all of these benefits and the energy boom to be realized with the 

establishment of the Eastern Mediterranean Energy Corridor, Greece must decide and 

be willing to lead, be assertive, and unyielding when necessary. If Greece fails, it may 

not have many opportunities to maintain peace without suffering unfathomable 

losses in the future. If something like this happens, Europe will pay the price too. So, 

what these two actors should do? 
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Recommendations 
 

As previously stated, Europe finds itself at a strategic crossroads in mid-2022 and 

Greece too. Many things happened in the last couple of years to cast doubt on our 

worldview. Considering that period and what may lie ahead, the following proposals 

for establishing the Eastern Mediterranean Energy Corridor, involving both Greece 

and the EU, are made. 

Greece and Cyprus 
 

Greece is the primary recipient of these recommendations; however, Greece and 

Cyprus are considered state actors who coordinate their efforts as organic members 

of the Hellenic bloc, as referred to in this publication. Any action required to promote 

the steps proposed here ought to be carried out by the Republic of Cyprus. In essence, 

Greece should: 

• Develop a comprehensive and clear energy policy roadmap about its energy mix 

and participation of fossil fuels (natural gas plants as base load plants), taking into 

account the current state of affairs in global politics and the economy, and in 

conjunction with every available technology and policy of decarbonization and 

sustainable development, as well as its interests in the Mediterranean. 

• State unequivocally its intention to proceed with exploration and exploitation in 

accordance with international law and common practices, sending a clear message 

to counterparts and competitors. 

• Take appropriate steps to promote and support hydrocarbon research and 

development within its jurisdiction, as defined by the Law of the Sea, by removing 

any licensing, legal, and other barriers (e.g., bureaucracy), and attempting to 

attract and facilitate international oil and gas companies to invest and/or 

accelerate their operations.  

• Proceed promptly with the launch of new calls for tenders for all areas of interest. 

The delineation of offshore blocks to be conceded to the bidders will be supportive 

of the consolidation of the Greek positions regarding its maritime zones 

• Promote its energy plan, aspirations, and hydrocarbon potential internationally by 

any means available. 

• Proceed promptly with the redirection of investments toward small islands of the 

Aegean to harness their energy potential (RES technologies), and create small 

economic activity grids which later on will be, if necessary, useful in potential 

negotiations or before any international court of law, in terms of EEZ delimitation 

according to the provisions of UNCLOS. 

• Proceed promptly with the necessary preparatory work and finally the deposit of 

charts or lists of geographical coordinates of points with the 

Secretary-General under UNCLOS, reflecting the Greek view of its territorial 
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waters, continental shelf, and EEZ, as Turkey has already done. It should consider 

expanding its territorial waters to 12 nautical miles. In cases when there are 

overlapping territorial waters between Greek islands and Turkish coasts, the 

median line principle applies (UNCLOS). In such instances, Greece either could 

reserve its right to expand, or adhere to the abovementioned principle.  

• Intensify the work done recently at the diplomatic level about the absurd and false 

Turkish claims over its sovereignty and sovereign rights. Inform the international 

community about the constant Turkish violations of air, sea, soil, and incendiary 

rhetoric by any means available, be it maps, videos, photos, articles, or speeches 

and promote its views regarding these issues. 

• Retain a stable equilibrium of force, stay on military alert and try to avert any 

unilateral actions violating Greek sovereignty and sovereign rights, making use of 

the UNCLOS provisions regarding hydrocarbon research within the boundaries of 

the Greek continental shelf. 

• Deepen its cooperation with its Mediterranean counterparts and demonstrate the 

will and ability to cooperate and stand by them efficiently in any case. 

• Process a complete plan of energy partnership among the Mediterranean states, 

under the auspices of the EU, including Turkey. Lay out potential synergies and 

bilateral agreements targeting economic development in various sectors. Present 

a detailed plan of an integrated Greek-Turkish collaboration in the energy sector 

across the region, acknowledging Turkey’s significant role and showing respect to 

a neighboring state. Underline the benefits that arise from joint ventures, 

proportionately channeled investments, scientific, trade, and cultural synergies, 

and stress that this strategy is better for the peoples of the two countries and the 

Mediterranean. This plan will be open for consultation and a base for further 

negotiation. The prerequisite for such a broad partnership will be the preceding 

resolution of the maritime zone dispute and Cyprus occupation. Considering the 

global challenges that lie ahead, any Turkish leadership, be it President Erdogan or 

somebody else, will have to straightforwardly reply to history about whether they 

are willing to safeguard the true interest of their people or not.  

• Make clear to the international community that its choice for the region's future 

is a collective strategy rather than fierce competition over natural resources. 

However, if Turkey leans toward the latter, Greece shall respond with full force. 

Unilateral actions are intolerable, and should Turkey decide to appropriate natural 

resources without a delimitation agreement based on international law would 

meet severe opposition. Nobody can abolish the sovereign rights of Greece. Of 

course, a potential conflict between two NATO members would undermine 

Western alliance efforts to deal with Russian aggression and the major geopolitical 

shifts underway. But it must become clear to allies: if something like that were to 

happen, the blame would be on Turkey. 

• Take all necessary steps to encourage the construction of the EastMed pipeline 

and other gas infrastructure following needs and financial capability. Hydrocarbon 

research and infrastructure development go hand in hand with Greek sovereignty 

and sovereign rights protection, energy and national security, and the prosperous 

future of the Greek (and Cypriot) state.  
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• Commit to resolving disputes with Turkey peacefully until the last minute. 

However, if the above suggestions do not produce workable results, the EU or the 

US fail to divert from a blatantly favorable behavior toward Turkey, even if the 

Ukraine war dictates their reluctance to do so, if there is insufficient time to pursue 

the above steps, or Greece anticipates an imminent attack of Turkey or the start 

of Turkish drilling operations within its continental shelf or any other similar 

threat, then it should consider launching a targeted preemptive strike against 

Turkey, based on cost-benefit analysis rather than ideology. Since false Turkish 

claims are aimed directly at the heart of Greek sovereignty, and allies are unwilling 

to stop it, it would be absurd for Greece to refer these claims to any international 

court, thereby negotiating its sovereignty and sovereign rights with a third 

country. Such action would directly undermine the core of the Greek state's 

existence, which is unacceptable for any country in the world, let alone an EU 

member-state. 

European Union 
 

Under the current circumstances, Europe must recognize that its energy security, 

socioeconomic stability, international position, and overall security are at risk. The EU 

must preserve them by any means necessary. And because energy is a sine qua non 

for any given society's function, Europe must first and foremost safeguard its energy 

security. Following the outbreak of the war and the sanctions imposed on Russia, 

Europe's energy supplies are gradually shifting to the south and east. This publication 

emphasizes the need for an integrated plan to create an Eastern Mediterranean 

Energy Corridor. Consequently, the EU should: 

• Avoid a strict zero-emissions mindset, for the time being, abstain from demonizing 

fossil fuels and nuclear energy, and proceed to possible modifications to its current 

energy policy that is at odds with reality. It could, for example, phase out coal 

plants at later dates (member-states have already added coal to their energy mix); 

intervene in the Emissions Trading System (ETS); promote energy infrastructure 

projects; and develop additional Carbon Capture and Storage technologies and 

projects to counterbalance increased use of fossil fuels. On 15 June, the EU, Egypt, 

and Israel signed a trilateral memorandum of understanding (MoU) to bring 

natural gas from these countries and other Eastern Mediterranean sources to 

Europe (El Safty & Rabinovich, 2022). In this agreement, signed as Egypt was 

hosting the East Med Gas Forum, the EU acknowledges that natural gas will have 

a central role in the European energy market until 2030 (El Safty & Rabinovich, 

2022). Although this estimate might fall short, this recognition is essential for 

European authorities and a straightforward pathway to follow. After all, growing 

competition between Europe and Asia for Middle East’s hydrocarbon supplies 

won’t be an easy process. 

• Take all necessary steps to encourage the construction of the EastMed pipeline 

and other relevant infrastructure following needs and financial capability. 

Hydrocarbon research and infrastructure development go hand in hand with 
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Greek sovereignty and sovereign rights protection, energy and national security, 

and the prosperous future of the Greek (and Cypriot) state, and thus with 

European energy and overall security, ensuring peace, and elimination of any 

revisionist threats in its southern borders. It is also noted that the EastMed 

pipeline will not only supplement a future Egyptian LNG hub in securing gas 

supplies and stability for the European energy system, but it will also provide 

stability and equity in terms of the national interests of the states participating in 

this new security architecture, thus benefiting all.  

• Strengthen its ties with the non-EU countries in the region. For instance, the 15th 

June MoU among EU, Egypt, and Israel was accompanied by European Commission 

President Ursula Von der Leyen’s pledge for a €100 million immediate food 

security support to Egypt and an additional €3 billion in “agriculture, nutrition, 

water, and sanitation programs over the next years in the region” (France 24, 

2022). Von der Leyen also stated that she considers this agreement to be “a first 

step leading to a Mediterranean-wide agreement” (El Safty & Rabinovich, 2022). 

Europe must take further diplomatic steps in that direction. Finally, it must stand 

by any multilateral initiative that may serve its purposes, such as the East Med Gas 

Forum, the EuroMed Partnership, and the Union for the Mediterranean, and 

expand EU cooperation programs like, for instance, the Interreg MED. 

• Support Greece and Cyprus vis-à-vis the intensified Turkish aggression 

diplomatically, politically, and financially if needed, and raise a wall against any 

revisionist perpetrator in the Eastern Mediterranean. 

• Enhance Greek efforts to elaborate a comprehensive plan of cooperation in the 

Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean and use all available diplomatic and other 

resources to bring Turkey to the table. Consultations among state actors in the 

region are necessary to lay the foundations for a future agreement that will allow 

the creation of the Eastern Mediterranean Energy Corridor and ensure regional 

security. 

• Make diplomatic efforts to gain US support for its plan to build this energy 

corridor, which must become a core strategic choice for EU energy and defense 

policy. 

• Assert pressure on Turkey to withdraw its army from the island and resolve the 

Cyprus issue permanently. The EU must recognize that what is happening today in 

Ukraine led to the current occupation of one-third of an EU member's territory for 

half a century. 

• Incorporate into its policymaking and organizational culture the idea that EU 

energy and defense security, and thus national security of member states, passes 

through a stable, peaceful, and prosperous Eastern Mediterranean. Of course, this 

implies the stability, energy, and national security of the region's member states, 

Greece and Cyprus. A Turkish-controlled Aegean and Eastern Mediterranean pose 

a significant security risk. The "Blue Peace" doctrine should overturn the "Blue 

Homeland" imperialism, the Eastern Mediterranean Energy Corridor serving as its 

core instrument. That must be the EU's existential doctrine for years to come, with 

Greece and Cyprus leading the way in implementing it in the region. Nevertheless, 
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for this endeavor to succeed, Europe must maintain its political cohesion and not 

allow its member-states centrifugal tendencies to sabotage the Union. 

• Support Greece and Cyprus in a potential armed conflict with Turkey in the Aegean 

or Eastern Mediterranean by any means necessary, including military force. 
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Conclusions 
 

The Ukraine conflict has demonstrated that Europe must gain access to natural 

resources, preferably indigenous ones. Because of the sanctions imposed on Russia, 

the EU's energy security, its defense and security, and the national security of its 

member-states are in jeopardy. Estimations indicate that, despite European 

authorities' initiatives (e.g., the REPowerEU Plan and diversification of supply), there 

will be a 50-90 bcm gas demand gap from late this year onwards. As a result, Europe 

must now turn its eye to the Eastern Mediterranean. Newly discovered hydrocarbon 

reserves in the region have begun to shift the geopolitical balance, and new rivalries 

for control have emerged. Greece and Cyprus, both EU member-states, have placed 

themselves at the heart of the region's new security architecture, forming triangular 

alliances with states like Israel and Egypt. However, Turkey's revisionist policy, as well 

as the interests of other international actors, undercut prospects for peace and 

prosperity.  

Following the outbreak of Russian aggression and the shift in the EU's energy supply 

focus from the north to the south and east, two interconnected and self-perpetuating 

triangles of increasing importance have resurfaced: 1) Europe's energy-national 

security and geopolitical footprint alongside Greece's and Cyprus's and 2) sovereignty 

and sovereign rights alongside energy resources and infrastructure-transportation 

grids. Two major infrastructure projects, the EastMed pipeline, and the EuroAsia 

Interconnector have been proposed to promote the development of those resources 

and the energy transition. The EastMed plan has stalled for various reasons, one of 

which is the withdrawal of US support.  

However, Europe's energy security risks, as well as the geopolitical risk of allowing 

revisionist Eurasian Turkey to control the Eastern Mediterranean, highlight the need 

for the EU to promote the Eastern Mediterranean Energy Corridor, which is a powerful 

tool of the "Blue Peace" doctrine by which Europe should oppose Turkey's "Blue 

Homeland" fabrication. The EastMed project and the Eastern Mediterranean Energy 

Corridor are both strategic choices for Greece and Cyprus, as well as hydrocarbon 

exploration and exploitation operations that underpin sovereignty and sovereign 

rights protection. Will it be cooperation or confrontation? Whatever lies in the future, 

all parties should follow every necessary step to avoid yet another armed conflict. 

Turkish, Greek, and European elites have a conversation with history to make. 
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