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Introduction

The 103rd anniversary of the Lausanne Peace Treaty offers an appropriate moment for 
legal and political reflection, rather than for ceremonial commemoration alone. In AVİMs 
analytical framework, Lausanne should be approached as a living component of the treaty-
based order that continues to shape regional stability, minority rights, and interstate 
relations, particularly when selective interpretations of international commitments 
reappear in the Balkans and the eastern Mediterranean.

Against this background, the present commentary examines how the treatys enduring 
significance is being tested by developments in Western Thrace and by related debates in 
Istanbul. The discussion follows a clear line of reasoning: if Lausanne remains a 
foundational legal reference, then state practice in relation to elected muftis, minority 
education, and institutional claims such as the Ecumenical title should be assessed not as 
isolated controversies but as questions of treaty fidelity and legal consistency.

 

Lausanne and Treaty Integrity

The Lausanne Peace Treaty remains a cornerstone of the legal architecture of the 
Republic of Türkiye and a stabilizing factor in the broader Balkan environment. In AVİMs 
perspective, this treaty should be understood not as a matter of ceremonial 
commemoration, but as part of a wider treaty-based order that helps protect regional 
stability against unilateral revisionism and legal selectivity. In this respect, Montreux 
offers a useful historical parallel, since it continues to demonstrate how a well-established 
international agreement can help preserve order and predictability in an otherwise 
unstable geopolitical setting.[1]

 

Western Thrace and Treaty Obligations

Against this legal background, the commentary can now turn to the central issue: Greeces 
treatment of the Turkish Muslim minority in Western Thrace. The refusal to recognize 
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elected muftis, together with the continued reliance on state-appointed structures, may 
be presented as a challenge to the treaty order established by Lausanne, especially since 
the Turkish Foreign Ministry has explicitly stated that such practices disregard the rights 
and freedoms guaranteed under the treaty. This argument should be made calmly and 
explicitly: the concern is not a single administrative choice, but rather a pattern of state 
practice that departs from treaty-based obligations.[2]

A similar logic applies to minority education. Reports on the closure of Turkish minority 
schools in Western Thrace indicate that these measures are not merely technical or 
demographic adjustments; they may be viewed as part of a broader pattern affecting 
rights protected under Lausanne, particularly when similar closures are repeatedly framed 
as temporary or administrative while their cumulative effect reduces the institutional 
space of the minority. In AVİMs earlier Lausanne-related analyses, this type of selective 
implementation is treated as a legal and political problem because it weakens the 
credibility of international commitments and normalizes unequal treatment.[3]

The debate over the Ecumenical title in Istanbul should not be detached from this treaty 
framework. It should be assessed in the same analytical register as the Western Thrace 
cases: namely, through the letter and spirit of Lausanne, and with attention to reciprocity, 
legal consistency, and regional stability. Türkiyes approach is to preserve the treaty order 
as a matter of principle, whereas attempts to expand symbolic or institutional claims 
beyond that framework risk reintroducing the very selectivity that Lausanne was meant to 
prevent.

 

The Ecumenical Title and Lausanne

A European state cannot easily claim to uphold the principle of rule-based international 
conduct while selectively disregarding an international treaty to which it remains bound. 
In the case at hand, the issue is not only whether Greece formally cites Lausanne, but 
whether its treatment of the Turkish Muslim minority in Western Thrace is consistent with 
the treatys substantive guarantees and the responsibilities that flow from them. AVİMs 
earlier Lausanne-related analyses frame this question as one of legal coherence rather 
than political preference, and this is why the commentary should avoid polemics while still 
making a clear normative judgment.

From that perspective, Türkiyes position may be presented as legalist and stability-
oriented: it insists on the preservation of treaty commitments because treaty fidelity 
reduces uncertainty and helps contain bilateral tensions before they spill over into the 
wider region. By contrast, practices that dilute or bypass the treaty framework create 
ambiguity inside Greece and weaken confidence in the regional legal order, especially 
when they concern minority rights that are already politically sensitive. The logic here is 
straightforward: if the treaty is treated as selectively binding, the predictability it is meant 
to provide is weakened accordingly.[4]

The same standard should inform the discussion of the Heybeliada issue and the broader 
Ecumenical title debate. Greece and the Greek Orthodox Church should, in this context, 
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treat Türkiyes approach to Lausanne as an example of restraint and legal consistency, 
because the durable protection of institutional rights depends on reading the treaty 
through both its letter and its spirit. This keeps the commentary firmly within AVİMs style: 
sober, analytical, and explicitly committed to international-law-based stability rather than 
symbolic confrontation.[5]

 

Regional Stability and Legal Consistency

Lausanne remains relevant because it continues to help preserve a legal order in an 
otherwise unstable regional environment. The preceding analysis shows that this 
relevance is not abstract: it rests on the treatys practical capacity to constrain selective 
interpretations, sustain reciprocity, and provide a predictable legal framework for 
relations between Türkiye, Greece, and the wider Balkan region.

On that basis, the core conclusion is straightforward. When treaty obligations are applied 
selectively, the result is not only bilateral mistrust but also a broader erosion of 
confidence in international law itself. AVİMs earlier Lausanne-related analyses underline 
precisely this point: the durability of a treaty depends on its consistent observance in both 
letter and spirit.

Its continued integrity remains essential for legal predictability, political restraint, and 
stable relations among neighboring states.

 

*Picture: Interactive Encyclopedia of the Palestine Question
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