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Makale Tarii Bu calisma, Romanya ve Turkiye arasinda tarihi baglara, cografi yakinliga ve
Karadeniz bolgesindeki ortak bolgesel cikarlara ragmen sinirli kalan stratejik is
Arastirma Makalesi birligini incelemektedir. Her iki tlke 19. ytzyildan bu yana diplomatik iliskilerini
. sirdirmekte ve NATO Uyeligini paylagmakta olsalar da, aralarindaki stratejik uyum
Bagvuru Tarihi hala kirilgandir. Romence, Tiirkge ve ingilizce akademik, diplomatik ve politika
24.07.2025 belgelerinin nitel bir belge analizi yoluyla yapilan inceleme, daha derin bir is
birligini engelleyen temel faktorleri ortaya koymaktadir. Bu faktorler arasinda
Kabul Tarihi ¢6zUmlenmemis tarihi sorunlar, farkli jeopolitik yonelimler, bolgesel etki alani igin

rekabet ve ekonomik esitsizlikler yer almaktadir. Romanya, Avrupa-Atlantik
entegrasyonuna oncelik vererek Karadeniz’de NATO ve AB’nin daha fazla rol
Ustlenmesini desteklerken, Turkiye giderek daha fazla bolgesel 6zerkligi
savunmakta ve Rusya ile is birligi dahil olmak Uzere stratejik belirsizligi
10.53306/klujfeas.1749372  sirdirmektedir. Calisma, ikili iliskiler genel olarak olumlu seyretse de, biitiincil bir
stratejik vizyonun eksikligi ve gelisen dis politika dnceliklerinin gergek bir ortakhigin
gelisimini sinirladigini ortaya koymaktadir. Bu zorluklarin asilmasi, karsilikh tavizler,

glven insasi ve her iki taraftan daha glicli bir siyasi irade gerektirmektedir.
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Abstract

This study explores the limited strategic cooperation between Romania and
Tlrkiye, despite their historical ties, geographic proximity, and shared regional
interests in the Black Sea area. Although both countries have maintained
diplomatic relations since the 19th century and share NATO membership, their
strategic alignment remains fragile. Through a qualitative document analysis of
academic, diplomatic, and policy sources in Romanian, Turkish, and English, the
paper identifies key factors that hinder deeper cooperation. These include
unresolved historical grievances, divergent geopolitical orientations, competition
for regional influence, and economic disparities. Romania prioritizes Euro-Atlantic
integration and supports greater NATO and EU involvement in the Black Sea, while
Tlrkiye increasingly promotes regional autonomy and maintains strategic
ambiguity, including cooperative ties with Russia. The study concludes that
although bilateral relations remain generally positive, the lack of cohesive
strategic vision and contrasting foreign policy priorities have limited the
development of a true partnership. Overcoming these challenges would require
mutual concessions, trust-building, and stronger political will from both sides.
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Introduction

Located relatively close to each other and being connected by the Black Sea, Romania and Turkiye are
considered to be “friendly states” due to their bilateral relations dating back to 1878, at the legation
level, and then, from 1938, at the embassy level (Ministerul Afacerilor Externe, 2023). Until Romania
joined the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), these countries were not allies, but ad-hoc
partners in 1912, playing alongside Serbia and Greece against Bulgaria, being enemies in hostile blocs,
in the First World War, partners in the Balkan Entente in 1934, and then a kind of “enemies” during the
Cold War. After the breakup of the USSR, as a NATO member state and aspirant for the European Union
(EU) integration, Tirkiye strongly supported Romania for its integration into the North Atlantic Alliance,
and in this context, bilateral political and economic relations began to experience an impressive
development (Cioculescu, 2009, p. 35).

Although Turkiye and Romania are two countries that have a common history, having interactions for
centuries, their strategic cooperation is quite limited. Despite their geographical proximity, cultural
similarities, and common regional interests, establishing a strategic partnership has proven to be a real
challenge for these two countries.

In this context, the main aim of this paper is to investigate the limited strategic cooperation between
Romania and Turkiye, after Romania’s accession to the EU in 2007. The motivation for evaluating the
limited strategic cooperation between Romania and Turkiye is based on their strong historical ties,
geographical proximity, and their common regional interests. This paper attempts to answer the
following research question: “What are the factors that led to the limitation of strategic cooperation
between Romania and Tirkiye despite their historical ties and common regional interests?”. By
analyzing the factors that led to the limited strategic cooperation between Romania and Turkiye,
namely: the unresolved issues from the past, the geopolitical considerations, the disputes for regional
influence, and the economic discrepancies, this study will help us to gain a deeper understanding of the
complexities that shape the bilateral relations, and also identify new ways to strengthen the strategic
cooperation between Romania and Turkiye in the near future. In this paper, the document analysis was
used as a research method. Moreover, the literature was reviewed in Turkish, Romanian, and English
languages. The paper is structured as follows: the first section explores the historical background,
followed by geopolitical and economic divergences, and concludes with policy implications.
Additionally, the analysis is supported by insights from a semi-structured interview conducted with a
senior official from the Turkish Embassy in Romania, offering a diplomatic perspective on the evolving
nature of Tirkiye—Romania relations in the Black Sea context.

This study adopts a qualitative research methodology based on document analysis to explore the factors
limiting strategic cooperation between Romania and Tirkiye. The research relies on primary and
secondary sources, including governmental reports, academic articles, policy papers, and media
commentary in English, Romanian, and Turkish. Additionally, insights were gathered through a semi-
structured interview conducted with a senior official from the Turkish Embassy in Romania in August
2024. This interview provided valuable diplomatic perspectives on bilateral cooperation, regional
security, and Tirkiye’s strategic approach to the Black Sea.

The method involves thematic content analysis, which allows for the identification and classification of
key patterns related to historical relations, geopolitical orientations, regional power competition, and
economic discrepancies. This approach ensures a comprehensive understanding of the bilateral
dynamics within the broader context of the Black Sea region. By analyzing discourse and policy
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narratives from both Romanian and Turkish perspectives, the study provides an in-depth examination
of divergences and convergences between the two states.

1. Historical Background of Romania-Turkiye Relations

The history of Romanian-Turkish bilateral relations dates back to the Middle Ages, when in the 16th
century the rulers of the Romanian Countries began to send some soles to the High Gate, and in this
way the tradition of representing Romanian rulers through diplomatic agents was established.
(Ministerul Afacerilor Externe, 2023) Despite this fact, the relations between the two countries were
largely of a conflictual nature, due to the expansion of the Ottoman Empire in the Balkans and its rule
over some of the Romanian historical provinces (Moldova, Wallachia, Dobrudja) that left a lasting
impact (Lazar and Butnaru-Troncota, 2022, p. 171). As historical animosities and disputes severely limit
the possibilities for strategic cooperation, this factor is an important one and should not be omitted
from the discussion.

Regarding the 20th century, two events took place that had a strong impact on Romania’s foreign policy
in relation to the Ottoman Empire. First, it was the start of the Second Balkan War, in 1913 in which the
Romanians and the Ottomans aligned their interests in the fight against Bulgaria. The second event was
the outbreak of the First World War, a context in which Romania joined the political-military bloc of the
Entente, and the empire turned towards Germany and the Central Powers, aiming to establish an
alliance. In the interwar period, there was a normalization of relations between Romania and Turkiye,
especially during the 1930s. For example, in 1934, Romania and Turkiye joined the Balkan Agreement
because maintaining the status quo in the region represented a basic objective for both of them. Also,
during the diplomatic activity carried out by Foreign Minister Nicolae Titulescu and his Turkish
counterpart Tevfik Rstl Aras, a Treaty of Friendship, Non-aggression, Arbitration and Conciliation was
signed (Tatomir et al., 2021, p. 25).

After the end of the Second World War, Romania entered the sphere of Soviet influence, while Turkiye
benefited from the economic aid granted by the USA in the Marshall Plan’s context. In fact, an important
event was in 1955, when Romania joined the Warsaw Treaty Organization, a political-military
organization formed in response to the establishment of NATO, within which Tirkiye had become a
member in 1952. Contrary, The Cold War had a negative impact on the Turkish-Romanian relations
when in September 1957, Romania proposed the gathering of the Balkan states to discuss regional
political issues, but Turkiye and Greece rejected this request. The restoration of relations between the
two countries took place after the end of the communist regime in 1989 (Kog, 2018, pp. 266-267).

Since then, until now, the Romanian and Turkish diplomatic representatives have repeatedly made
official visits with the aim of consolidating the relations between these countries. It is also important to
mention that the relations between Romania and Turkiye are taking place under the banner of the
Strategic Partnership, signed in 2011 at the level of the President, which was followed by a joint Action
Plan, signed in 2013, by the ministers of foreign affairs (Ministerul Afacerilor Externe, 2023).

Beyond their political and military ties, Romania and Turkiye have developed solid economic and
cultural relations, especially after Romania’s transition to democracy in 1989. Tirkiye remains one of
Romania’s main non-EU trade partners, with bilateral trade reaching $10.7 billion in 2023 (Republic of
Turkiye Ministry of Foreign Affairs, n.d.-a). The two countries also collaborate closely within NATO and
other regional frameworks. In January 2024, along with Bulgaria, they launched the MCM Black Sea Task
Group to counter naval mine threats. Romania continues to support Turkiye’s EU accession,
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emphasizing shared regional interests (Republic of Tlrkiye Ministry of Foreign Affairs, n.d.-b; Guvernul
Romaniei, 2024).

Even if Romania and Turkiye maintain relatively good historical ties, it can be seen that in the past there
have been conflicts and tensions, which affected to some extent the relations between these countries.
While the historical ties between Tirkiye and Romania offer a strong basis for cooperation, this shared
legacy has not evolved into a cohesive strategic partnership. The post-Cold War period saw the two
countries follow different integration paths, Romania moving closer to the EU and NATO, and Turkiye
adopting a more autonomous and regionally focused foreign policy.

2. Geopolitical Considerations

Geopolitical considerations represent another factor that must be analyzed, because it can have a great
impact on the strategic cooperation between two countries. As a member state of NATO and the
European Union, Romania has changed radically compared to the Cold War period, when it was under
Soviet influence. Romania is a state that attaches great importance to its European integration and
compliance with EU policies, aiming to fully integrate into the EU (Administratia Prezidentiald, 2020).

Romania’s dual position, as a NATO member and an integral part of the European Union, on the road
from political and economic to military, also means Romania’s affirmation of a national position in the
major issues of regional and global security (Stoica et al.,, 2015, p. 52). From a geopolitical and
geostrategic point of view, Romania’s area of interest is represented by two large areas, such as: South-
Eastern Europe and the extended Black Sea Area (Stoica et al., 2015, p. 52).

Unlike Romania, Turkiye’s EU aspirations have faced challenges for the longest period of time. Since it
applied for integration in 1987, its progress in accession negotiations has been slow, facing significant
divergences in several areas (Akcay and Yilmaz, 2012, p. 19). As a result, Turkiye has pursued a more
independent foreign policy course, sometimes diverging from EU policies and seeking alternative
partnerships and alliances (Barkey, 2011, pp. 1-2). Furthermore, Tirkiye has a different experience with
NATO and also a different approach, which is reflected in its focus on regional affairs, including strategic
interests in some NATO neighborhoods such as the Western Balkans, its interest in the Mediterranean
Dialogue and even in strengthening its relations with some of the Gulf countries (Naumescu, 2017, pp.
194-195).

Also, at the NATO level, even if Romania and Tirkiye are two NATO allied countries, these countries
have different goals. While Romania focuses on regional security in the Black Sea area, and pursues
cooperation between NATO allies to act against threats in the region, Turkiye serves as a bridge
between Europe and the Middle East. From a geopolitical point of view, Tirkiye is involved in several
conflicts, such as the one with Syria, Libya or Irag, and pursues regional influence in the eastern
Mediterranean and the Middle East (Atanasiu, 2021, p. 72).

While Tarkiye is focusing on its relations with NATO and its role in the Middle East, aspiring for a more
independent and assertive foreign policy, Romania is establishing closer ties with the European Union
and with its Eastern European neighbors. Therefore, different visions often lead to diametrically
opposed priorities and strategic directions for countries, thus preventing the establishment of a
sustainable strategic partnership.

Despite their shared interest in regional stability, Turkiye and Romania have developed distinct threat
perceptions and strategic orientations, particularly in their approach to Russia. While Romania strongly
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aligns with NATO and advocates for greater Western presence in the region, Tiurkiye often adopts a
balancing role between Russia and the West, limiting the depth of the bilateral convergence.

3. Disputes for Regional Influence

Being located at the intersection of Europe, the Middle East, and Central Asia, where Romania, Ukraine,
Turkiye, and Bulgaria are riparian countries, the geopolitical region of the Black Sea is an important
transit area for energy resources and a space for asymmetric risks and conflicts that have a substantial
impact on the Euro-Atlantic security (Nicolescu et al., 2021, p. 46).

Today, the political map of the Black Sea area is influenced by a former superpower, Russia, and two
regional powers, Ukraine and Turkiye. As the successor of the USSR, Russia is still a major factor in the
Black Sea region (Nicolescu et al., 2021, p. 47).

When looking at Romania and Tirkiye, the Black Sea region represents a very important area for both
of them, being a bridge in the energy supply between west and east, but also a barrier against
transnational threats. Despite these, there have been discussions and occasional disagreements over
time between these two countries regarding the security cooperation in the Black Sea region. Turkiye
represents an actor that plays an important role for the entire Extended Black Sea Region (EBSR),
because it controls the only access route to the basin of this sea, through the Bosphorus and
Dardanelles straits. Moreover, Turkiye has a “pivotal” position, because it connects the Balkans with
the Middle East and Central Asia, ensuring communication, exchanges, and interactions. Also, the land
connection between the Black Sea and the Mediterranean Sea is ensured through Tirkiye, a NATO
member state, part of the European and Euro-Atlantic security community (Cioculescu et al., 2012, p.
73).

In relation to Extended Black Sea Region, Tirkiye has shown its desire to assert itself as a regional power,
considering lately that maritime security issues in this area must be managed only by the riparian states
(local ownership), excluding external actors (USA, EU, NATO), a fact that poses serious problems,
considering the status of NATO member and aspirant for EU integration. Turkiye believes that accepting
the presence of the West in the NRM will lead to the modification of the Montreux regime of the Straits.
Likewise, Turkiye’s strategic proximity to Russia is clearly the most important and worrying element,
because Turkiye, as a NATO member state, has appeared in recent years to be closer to Russia’s
interests than to those of its US allies, Romania and Bulgaria. Turkiye seems tempted by the valorization
of the role of regional hegemon in the EBSR-Caucasus, alongside Russia, which it no longer perceives as
a rival, but as a possible partner (Cioculescu et al., 2012, p. 74).

Romania, as a European maritime state and a member of the European Union and the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization, has asserted a recognized role in the geopolitical space of the Black Sea region in
accordance with its status. For Romania, the Black Sea and the Danube remain the foundation on which
its independence was achieved and the binder for further development. Stability and cooperation in
the Black Sea area represent one of the main strategic directions regarding its security policy for the
coming years (Panait and Craciun, 2019, pp. 14-15). Therefore, Romania’s greatest interest is the
development of international cooperation and security within the Black Sea Region. For this reason,
Romania actively supports the need to increase the involvement of relevant actors such as the European
Union, NATO, and OSCE by strengthening the regional security and cooperation through their
mechanisms (Stangaciu et al., 2011, p. 5). Over the years, in accordance with Romania’s interest in the
European and Euro-Atlantic stabilization and integration of the states in the wider Black Sea area,
sustained efforts have been made and initiatives have been promoted aimed at accrediting the strategic
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importance of the regions for NATO and the EU from the perspective of consolidation requirements of
the stability and democratic evolution of the riparian states. Romania actively supported the start of
concrete projects under the auspices of implementing the Black Sea Synergy within the EU (Badescu et
al.,, 2012, p. 48).

Between 2014 and 2016, Turkiye’s distancing from Euro-Atlantic values was visible in the relationship
between Romania and Tirkiye. This period was primarily marked by the increasingly contrasting
positions of the two countries regarding the hostile actions of the Russian Federation in the Black Sea
region. After the contested annexation of Crimea by the Russian Federation in March 2014, Romania
and Tirkiye did not reach a consensus on increasing NATO’s profile in the Black Sea. The reactions of
Romanian and Turkish officials to the Russian intervention were very different from each other.
Romania considered the Russian Federation’s intervention in eastern Ukraine to be an act of aggression
and supported the US proposal to create the Black Sea Fleet. On the other hand, Tirkiye avoided
condemning the Russian Federation for its aggression, refusing to introduce sanctions against the
Russian Federation, as the EU and the US did (Lazar and Butnaru-Troncotd, 2022, p. 174). Turkiye’s
foreign policy strategy regarding Black Sea security and its relationship with NATO have diverged from
Romania’s. For example, Tirkiye has opposed allied efforts to deter Russian actions in Ukraine and to
strengthen security on NATO’s eastern flank. On July 15, 2016, following the failed coup attempt,
Tarkiye's foreign policy entered a new stage, adopting a more transactional, unplanned, ad hoc, and
opportunistic foreign policy (Lazar and Butnaru-Troncotd, 2022, pp. 174-175).

Also, looking at the war between Russia and Ukraine in February 2022, Romania was on the side of the
countries that accused Russia of violating international law, of the principles on which the rules-based
international order is based, supporting the idea that the war was not waged only against Ukraine, but
also against democratic values and Euro-Atlantic security pillars (Popovici, 2022, p. 1). On the other
hand, Tirkiye has refused to take part in Western sanctions, maintaining a strong relationship of
economic and energy connectivity with Russia (Chausovsky, 2022). Therefore, it can be seen that
Romania and Tirkiye have contrasting opinions regarding the geopolitics of the Black Sea basin, which
has remained a source of tension lately. While Romania prefers to maintain its unipolarity, Tirkiye leans
towards multipolarity. While Romania wants internationalization and the presence of the USA and
NATO in the Black Sea region, next to the EU, Turkiye prefers to have a “special” relationship with Russia.

Despite strategic divergences, Romania and Turkiye have found common ground in several recent
regional initiatives, particularly in maritime security and energy cooperation. Romania and Turkiye,
situated at critical geopolitical junctions in the Black Sea region, contribute significantly to regional
security and energy sustainability. Romania’s position as an EU member state with modern port
infrastructure, combined with Tirkiye’s role as a strategic bridge between Europe and Asia, renders
them essential actors in maintaining maritime stability. Their cooperation spans enforcement of
international maritime law, protection of sea lanes, and coordinated responses to hybrid threats,
including cyberattacks on maritime infrastructure.

Both states have strengthened operational interoperability through joint naval exercises and NATO-led
drills. A key outcome of this cooperation is the establishment of the Black Sea Mine Countermeasures
Naval Group, formalized through an agreement with Bulgaria, aiming to mitigate the threat of naval
mines resulting from Russia’s aggression in Ukraine and ensure navigational safety across the region’s
vital sea routes (Council of the European Union, 2024, p. 22).
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In the energy domain, Romania and Turkiye have accelerated efforts in offshore gas exploration to
bolster energy independence and reduce reliance on external suppliers. These initiatives align with the
broader Black Sea commitment to climate neutrality by 2050. Parallel to fossil energy cooperation,
projects supported by the EU-such as the deployment of a 5 MW floating wind turbine tailored to Black
Sea conditions-highlight the region’s renewable energy ambitions. Additionally, Romania and Bulgaria
are developing both fixed-bottom and floating offshore wind facilities to diversify the clean energy
portfolio (Council of the European Union, 2024, p. 16).

From a broader perspective, Romania and Tirkiye also engage in multipurpose maritime operations
coordinated by Frontex, with support from EU maritime agencies. These operations enhance maritime
surveillance, combat illicit trafficking, and cross-border crime, and support search and rescue missions.
Complementing NATO’s activities, these EU-led actions reinforce the resilience of the Black Sea’s
maritime security framework (Council of the European Union, 2024, p. 22).

A notable example of their commitment is the support provided to Ukraine’s Black Sea Corridor,
designed to maintain civilian cargo transport amid ongoing conflict. This initiative illustrates not only
regional solidarity but also the shared strategic interest in safeguarding freedom of navigation and
sustaining commercial routes despite geopolitical risks (Council of the European Union, 2024, p. 5).

Overall, Romania and Turkiye’s proactive engagement with EU frameworks such as the Black Sea
Synergy underscores the growing relevance of multilateral cooperation in addressing complex regional
threats. Their combined contributions reflect the evolving nature of maritime governance in one of
Europe’s most sensitive geopolitical zones. Although both states share concerns about Black Sea
security, differing threat perceptions and foreign policy priorities, especially regarding Russia, have
limited the scope of strategic convergence.

4. Economic Discrepancies

The economic discrepancies between two countries can affect their strategic cooperation. According
to the latest statistics, from an economic point of view, Romania is Turkiye’s major partner in the
Balkans and is the second largest partner in the Black Sea region, after the Russian Federation. Also,
Turkiye is Romania’s first trade partner outside the EU and the fifth partner in Romania’s total foreign
trade. Romania is also an important commercial partner for Tlrkiye, ranking 15th in exports and 17th
in imports (Tatomir et al., 2021, p. 28). Furthermore, Tlrkiye has shown a special interest in becoming
one of the most important foreign investors in Romania, by increasing the number of Turkish companies
operating on the Romanian market, which currently stands at 16,200 (Lazar and Butnaru-Troncotd,
2022, p. 177). Despite these, there are several factors that lead to economic discrepancies between
these two countries.

Turkiye represents an important economic and commercial node, connecting different regions of the
world, regardless of the historical period or the form of territorial organization it followed (Atanasiu,
2021, p. 21). Turkiye is located in the center of the economic and political area known as “Eurasia”, at
the intersection of Europe, the former USSR and the Middle East. Also, Turkiye is a member of global
and regional economic organizations, such as: G20, the Organization for Economic Cooperation for the
Black Sea (OECD), the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), etc. Turkiye's
proximity to the Balkans and the rest of Europe, as well as emerging markets in Central Asia, the Middle
East, and North Africa, represent unique business opportunities for this country.
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Also, GDP is an important factor as it reflects the difference in economic scale and the potential
between the two countries. Tlrkiye has a higher GDP compared to Romania. Romania’s nominal GDP
reached approximately USD 350.8 billion in 2023, with growth decelerating to 0.9% in 2024 (Trading
Economics, 2025a). In contrast, Turkiye’s economy recorded a nominal GDP of around USD 1.12 trillion
in 2023, growing by 5.1%, before easing to a projected 3.2% in 2024 (Trading Economics, 2025b).

Foreign direct investment (FDI) is also an important feature in measuring the economic discrepancies
between two countries. FDI contributes to the integration of developing countries into the global
economy and plays an important role in the globalization process (Cakir, 2014, p. 78). Turkiye’s
positioning in the geographical space between the Middle East, Russia, and the Caucasus and the large
energy markets of Europe and the West give this country many more strategic advantages for energy
transit (Atanasiu, 2021, p. 23).

Turkiye, having a larger economy, through its strategic location and market potential, attracts more
foreign investors, being more influential in regional trade and investment, compared to Romania. Even
though Romania has made efforts to attract foreign investment, it receives relatively less FDI compared
to Turkiye (CEIC, 2023).

Economic cooperation between the two countries has grown in terms of trade volume, yet structural
differences remain. Romania’s EU membership and regulatory alignment contrast with Tirkiye’s
diversified economic strategies and fluctuating currency environment, making long-term economic
integration more complex.

5. Interview Insights-Diplomatic Perspectives on Bilateral Cooperation

In an interview conducted in August 2024 with a senior official from the Turkish Embassy in Romania,
valuable insights were shared regarding Turkiye’s approach to the Black Sea region, its stance in the
Russia—Ukraine war, and its evolving cooperation with Romania.

The official emphasized that Turkiye views the Russia-Ukraine conflict as a destabilizing force for the
entire region. While firmly supporting Ukraine’s territorial integrity and having provided military and
technical aid early in the conflict, Turkiye has also maintained open dialogue with Russia. The country
continues to advocate for diplomacy, stressing the importance of inclusive peace negotiations.
Initiatives such as the Black Sea Grain Deal and Tirkiye’s mediation efforts in Antalya and Istanbul were
cited as examples of Tirkiye’s constructive engagement.

The interviewee underlined Turkiye’s strict adherence to the Montreux Convention, which allowed
Ankara to restrict the passage of warships through the straits, helping prevent further militarization of
the Black Sea. This move, the official noted, indirectly supported Ukraine by limiting Russia’s naval
activity in the region.

On NATQ'’s presence, the official rejected the notion that NATO is absent from the Black Sea, pointing
out that Romania, Turkiye, and Bulgaria, strong regional NATO allies, ensure active defense
collaboration. Turkiye favors a regional ownership approach, where littoral states lead security efforts
rather than relying heavily on outside powers.

Bilateral ties between Tlrkiye and Romania were described as historically strong and currently at their
most dynamic. The official highlighted the launch of the Mine Countermeasures Naval Group (MCM
Black Sea) as a recent example of successful cooperation. Further areas of cooperation include joint
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naval training, radar infrastructure, and ongoing discussions on co-producing defense equipment,
including advanced maritime systems.

Energy security was also identified as a promising area for expanded cooperation. Turkish companies
are involved in pipeline infrastructure linked to Romania’s Neptun Deep project, and both countries are
increasingly interconnected through gas transit routes.

While political sensitivities-such as the presence of FETO-affiliated institutions in Romania-remain a
concern for Tirkiye, the official stressed that this issue has not hindered the broader strategic
relationship. The interview concluded with a call to deepen cooperation in defense production,
maritime surveillance, and energy connectivity, in line with shared regional security objectives.

The interview with the Romanian diplomatic source confirms that while there is political goodwill and
acknowledgment of mutual interests, concrete regional initiatives remain scarce. Strategic cooperation
appears to be reactive and project-based, rather than institutionalized or long-term in nature.

Conclusion

The relationship between Romania and Turkiye can be likened to a puzzle that has been continuously
assembled and reassembled over time, resulting in the loss of some crucial pieces. While the puzzle’s
border remains clearly defined, significant gaps persist in its center, preventing the formation of a
coherent and comprehensive picture of the potential cooperation between the two countries.

Throughout history, Romania and Tirkiye have generally maintained positive relations, with the notable
exceptions of the First World War and the Cold War period. In the present, despite their strong historical
ties, flourishing diplomatic and economic relations, and a shared commitment to regional security
initiatives, cooperation in the form of concrete joint regional projects remains limited. At times,
differing strategic priorities have emerged in the extended Black Sea area. While Tlrkiye, maintaining a
delicate balance in its relations with Russia, tends to emphasize regional ownership and limiting external
involvement, Romania advocates for a more internationalized approach, actively supporting the
engagement of NATO and the European Union in regional security frameworks.

Furthermore, the Russian invasion of Ukraine has fundamentally transformed the geopolitical dynamics
of the Black Sea region. What was once considered relatively stable, semi-enclosed maritime area now
stands at the heart of global strategic contention. NATO has responded by enhancing its military
presence along the eastern flank, including intensified joint naval exercises, air policing missions, and
enhanced maritime surveillance (NATO Defence Ministers, 2024). This shift has sparked renewed
debate over NATO's deterrent capability in the region. While Ukraine is still not a member, NATO
leaders have affirmed the irreversible nature of Ukraine’s Euro Atlantic path and the alliance's
commitment to support Kiev with military aid and training, conditional on the cessation of hostilities
and democratic reforms within Ukraine (NATO Defence Ministers, 2024).

Despite its NATO membership, Tlrkiye continues to pursue a pragmatic balancing act with Russia.
Ankara actively maintains security and economic cooperation with Moscow, such as in energy projects
like TurkStream and multilateral negotiations like the Black Sea Grain Initiative, while simultaneously
asserting its NATO credentials and regional leadership role (Reuters, 2025). This strategic dual posture
has enabled Tirkiye to act as a mediator in high-profile diplomatic initiatives and regional security
frameworks (Atlantic Council, 2024). However, as Tlrkiye deepens economic integration with Russia,
experts warn that this could undermine its credibility within NATO and limit its long-term alignment
with Western strategic objectives (Reuters, 2025).
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Although there is a possibility for strengthening strategic cooperation, only ingredients like real efforts,
the will to make concessions, effective regional cooperation by investing in the defense industry and
the common membership of the EU could ensure a real strategic partnership for Romania and Tirkiye
in the near future. Future strategic alignment between Romania and Turkiye could benefit from
structured policy dialogues, joint maritime exercises, and EU-NATO coordinated initiatives.
Strengthening mutual trust through inclusive regional cooperation frameworks remains essential.
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