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Introduction:

The EU’s SAFE (Strategic Technologies for Europe Platform)?* initiative promises substantial
funding for strengthening Europe’s defence industrial base. However, participation in SAFE
cannot come at the expense of Tiirkiye’s strategic interests, especially given politicization
attempts by Greece and the Greek Cypriot Administration (GCA; i.e. Southern part of the
island of Cyprus). This is exactly why deepening cooperation on the sphere of military-
industry with NATO allies such as Spain, Italy, Portugal, Poland, Hungary, and Romania, is
becoming all the more crucial.

1. NATO as the Foundation of European Security: No Duplication, No Divisions

Tiirkiye supports the principle that European defence initiatives must be “separable but not
separate” from NATO. Because Tiirkiye is not an EU member and lacks voting rights in
SAFE’s governance, its participation would risk exposure to Greek/GCA manipulation.
Rather than giving compromises to Greek and Greek Cypriot demands on joining SAFE
initiative of the European Union (EU), under the conditions that are desired by the EU
commission and the Greek and Greek Cypriot governments, Tiirkiye has better options to
develop bilateral ties with reliable NATO and EU member States. While SAFE is a wonderful
new funding tool for making the European Security Architecture, Tiirkiye's position must be
that the European Defense initiatives should be within NATO and not aim at duplicating the
existing NATO mechanisms.

2. Politicization by Greece and the GCA

Analyses published by Greek institutions such as ELIAMEP? frame SAFE as a tool to
condition Tirkiye’s strategic choices. The tone actually smartly portraying how Ankara
would “leverages NATO membership and geographic centrality to project influence, while
aspiring to join the EU’s Security Action for Europe (SAFE) initiative.” This reflects a
structural pattern whereby Greece and the GCA block Tiirkiye’s access to EU defence
formats by tying unrelated bilateral disputes to broader mechanisms. While there is
obviously a desire by the Turkish Military-Industrial companies to have more access to
foreign funding, including EU funds, this doesn’t mean that Tiirkiye should necessarily



aspire to join SAFE. Tiirkiye’s strategic objective is not necessarily to join SAFE itself but to
join the EU as a full-fledged member, and with guarantees of membership not being vetoed
by Greece or Cyprus-Greek Cypriot Administration.

3. Reliable NATO Allies Are the Natural Partners

The EU needs Tiirkiye's defense industry as much as Tiirkiye needs EU funding fo make its
Defense Industry stronger. For Tiirkiye, it would be preferable to make bilateral joint
ventures and joint investments with reliable allies such as Portugal, Spain, Italy, Poland, and
Romania (as well as others), and help these countries to also develop their own navies and
military capabilities.

Tiirkiye already has deep defense-industrial cooperation with:
- Poland (Bayraktar TB2 and joint production lines),

- Romania (Otokar, Otosan collaborations),

- [taly (Baykar-Piaggio acquisition, SAMP/T cooperation),

- Spain (naval modernization),

- Portugal (shipbuilding projects),

- Hungary (political alignment within NATO).

Through these bilateral mechanisms, as well as other similar cooperation schemes, Tiirkiye
can access SAFE funds indirectly via joint ventures—without having to concede to Greek
political demands. Besides, the NATO and EU countries such as Italy, Poland, Hungary, and
Romania, would also be a greater counterweight on the EU in Brussels, than the weight
leveraged by the Greece and Greek Cypriots.

While SAFE as a program is a very attractive option to fund defense industry, Greece and
Cyprus' Greek Cypriot Government, are already blocking Tiirkiye from SAFE and trying to
use SAFE as a political leverage to make claims on the areas of contest. Hence, for Tiirkiye,
which already has comprehensive military industrial cooperation and joint investments
with Poland, Romania, Portugal, Italy, and Spain, it would be more time-efficient to focus on
existing partnerships rather than trying to make concessions to satisfy Greek and Greek
Cypriot demands. These existing cooperation schemes should be deepened and the new
Consortia partners and joint-venture companies must seek to access SAFE funds.

By contrast, there are other areas, such as non-military use of security infrastructure and
equipment for managing natural disasters such as forest fires, floods and earthquake
affected victims. These emergency-response mechanisms are particularly important areas
of potential cooperation with neighbors, including with Greece, and possibly even with the
entire island of Cyprus, as a cooperation for future humanitarian operations and human



security. These are the domains on which Tiirkiye-Greece discussion should be centered
and cooperation sought.

4. Not All Allies Are Reliable and Tiirkiye Should Not Repeat Mistakes of the Refugee
Deal

Turkiye unfortunately saw once again, with the case of Montenegro, that not all NATO allies
are acting as reliable partners. Montenegro, despite Tiirkiye’s support for its NATO
accession, suspended visa-free access to Turkish citizens over an isolated incident. Those
individuals should be brought to justice, but blaming an entire nation is not a justifiable
action within the spirit of NATO solidarity. This demonstrates the importance of prioritizing
partnerships with allies that consistently show solidarity.

By the same token, the EU-Tiirkiye refugee arrangements is another example of un-reliable
allies. While it must be also considered that there could be mistakes on both sides (EU and
Tirkiye), that still doesn’t change the fact that the refugee deal was a terrible deal for
Tiirkiye, at the expense of the Turkish citizens. The EU - Tiirkiye refugee re-admission deal
had placed disproportionate burdens on Tiirkiye and failed to deliver promised visa
liberalization. This precedent underscores the risks of entering any EU mechanism without
structural guarantees. Hence, full EU membership must be considered as the only
sustainable basis for Tiirkiye-EU’s defense integration beyond existing NATO architecture.
The only legitimate path for Tiirkiye’s involvement in EU defence structures is full
membership, ensuring equal decision-making authority. Until such alignment is possible,
Tiirkiye should prioritize NATO and deepen bilateral ties.

Conclusion

The current policy-makers must stand firm and reject any offer which is not under the
NATO principle of "separable but not separate.” Hence, there should be no duplication of
NATO, and any SAFE-Type funding should be compatible to NATO. Thus, even if Tiirkiye will
not get access to SAFE directly, access would be secured to joint projects through partners
and allies from reliable NATO allies who demonstrate true solidarity with Tiirkiye. Such
NATO dominant partnerships will be the "Fail-Safe" mechanisms of Tiirkiye against any
unfair deals put forth by the EU, and especially non-NATO EU States. Tiirkiye’s importance
for European Security is not only because of its defense industry, but also due to Tiirkiye’s
unique geopolitical location. As German Chancellor Merz commented a few days ago, after
meeting Greek Cypriot leader Christodoulides, that the world is entering a new geopolitical
stage and “...Given the geopolitical situation, I emphasized the need for cooperation with
Tirkiye,” Merz said.> Hence, the major EU States are aware of the importance of Tirkiye,
both geopolitically, and due to its defense industry.



Therefore, through deeper NATO-aligned partnerships with Spain, Italy, Portugal, Poland,
Hungary, and Romania, Tiirkiye can strengthen its defence industry and secure its place in
Europe’s security architecture. Tiirkiye can thus achieve greater solidarity with European
countries—without compromising strategic sovereignty, nor sacrificing national interests.
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