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Abstract. Lithuanian civil law provides two exceptional mechanisms through which a person may acquire full civil
capacity before reaching the age of majority: emancipation and the acquisition of full civil capacity through
marriage. Although both institutions grant a minor the legal status of a fully capable person in civil legal relations,
their practical application raises a number of legal issues. The legal framework does not clearly define the criteria
for determining a “sufficient basis” for emancipation or what constitutes “other important reasons” for reducing
the marriageable age, leaving significant discretion to the courts. In addition, questions arise regarding the legal
significance of opinions provided by the State Child Rights Protection and Adoption Service and the relationship
between full civil capacity and other branches of law.

This article analyses the legal regulation governing the acquisition of full civil capacity by minors, Lithuanian
judicial practice concerning emancipation and the reduction of the marriageable age, and the legal consequences
of acquiring full civil capacity before reaching adulthood. Particular attention is paid to the criteria developed in
judicial practice, the evidentiary significance of opinions submitted by child rights protection authorities, and the
legal implications of full civil capacity outside the sphere of civil law.

The research demonstrates that the concepts of a “sufficient basis” and “other important reasons” are primarily
developed through judicial practice and assessed on a case-by-case basis. The findings further indicate that,
although opinions of the State Child Rights Protection and Adoption Service constitute an important source of
information in proceedings concerning emancipation and the reduction of the marriageable age, they are not
binding upon the courts. Finally, the study confirms that an emancipated minor, or a minor who acquires full civil
capacity through marriage, is treated as an adult in civil legal relations; however, this status does not extend to
criminal, administrative, or constitutional law, where the age criterion remains decisive.

Keywords: full civil capacity, emancipation, marriageable age, minors, civil law, Lithuania.
Introduction

In Lithuanian civil law, minors may acquire full civil capacity before reaching the age of
majority through emancipation or marriage. Although these institutions are regulated by law,
their practical application raises a number of legal uncertainties. When deciding on
emancipation or the reduction of the marriageable age, courts assess factors such as the minor’s
maturity, independence, financial situation, and other relevant circumstances. However, the
legal framework does not clearly define which criteria should be considered decisive.
Consequently, judicial practice plays an important role in interpreting and applying these legal
provisions.

Another problematic aspect concerns the role of opinions provided by the State Child
Rights Protection and Adoption Service. In proceedings regarding the reduction of the
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marriageable age, the submission of such an opinion is mandatory. Nevertheless, the law does
not specify its legal significance or the extent to which courts should rely on it. In emancipation
proceedings, obtaining such an opinion is not required by law. Therefore, it is relevant to
examine whether these opinions are provided in practice and how they are assessed by courts.

The acquisition of full civil capacity before the age of majority also raises questions
regarding its significance beyond civil law. Although an emancipated minor or a minor who
acquires full civil capacity through marriage is treated as an adult in civil legal relations, the
legal implications of this status in criminal, administrative, and constitutional law remain open
to discussion.

The object of this article is the legal regulation of the acquisition of full civil capacity
before reaching the age of majority and the problematic aspects arising from its application.

The aim of the article is to analyse the legal regulation governing the acquisition of full
civil capacity by minors, to examine the criteria developed in judicial practice, and to identify
the main legal issues associated with the application of this institution.

The research is based on the methods of document analysis, case law analysis,
historical analysis, linguistic analysis, logical analysis, and generalisation. Document analysis
is used to examine national and international legal acts as well as academic literature related to
the acquisition of full civil capacity by minors. Case law analysis is employed to evaluate
Lithuanian judicial practice concerning emancipation, the reduction of the marriageable age,
and the legal consequences of granting full civil capacity to minors. Historical and logical
analysis are applied to examine the development, content, and interpretation of the relevant
legal norms and concepts, as well as their relationship with other branches of law. Finally, the
method of generalisation is used to summarise the research findings, identify the principal
problematic aspects of the legal regulation, and formulate the conclusions of the study.

Legal regulation of the granting of full civil capacity to persons who have not reached the
age of majority

Under Lithuanian civil law, full civil capacity is generally acquired upon reaching the
age of majority, namely eighteen years of age. In exceptional cases, however, a person may
acquire full civil capacity before reaching adulthood through emancipation or marriage.

Full civil capacity may be defined as a legal status enabling a natural person to
independently acquire and exercise civil rights and assume civil obligations without additional
restrictions. A fully capable person may independently conclude contracts and other legal
transactions, exercise rights, assume obligations, and bear legal responsibility for the
consequences of their actions.

Persons who have acquired full civil capacity benefit from the presumption of capacity.
According to this principle, adult individuals are presumed capable of acting independently
unless otherwise established by law or a court decision.

Civil legal capacity and civil capacity may be restricted only in cases expressly provided
for by law (Law on the Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the Civil Code of the
Republic of Lithuania). Consequently, parties participating in civil legal relations may
reasonably rely on the assumption that an adult acts independently and on their own behalf. The
freely expressed will of such a person therefore produces legal consequences for all parties
involved.
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Marriage as a ground for acquiring full civil capacity

The concept of marriage is multifaceted and may be examined from legal, moral,
religious, and social perspectives. For the purposes of this article, marriage is analysed from a
legal perspective, as it constitutes one of the grounds upon which a minor may acquire full civil
capacity before reaching the age of majority. The conditions, limits, and legal consequences of
this institution are established by law and further developed through judicial practice.

At the European level, the right to marry is guaranteed by Article 12 of the European
Convention on Human Rights, which provides that men and women of marriageable age have
the right to marry. However, the exercise of this right is governed by national law (Protocol No.
1 to the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms).
Consequently, States retain discretion to determine the conditions for entering into marriage,
provided that the essence of the right to marry is preserved.

The European Court of Human Rights has emphasised that the interpretation of the right
to marry must take account of the historical and social context in which the Convention was
adopted. States may therefore establish formal and substantive requirements for marriage,
including requirements relating to registration, monogamy, or restrictions based on family
relationships. Any limitations imposed must pursue a legitimate aim, remain proportionate, and
not impair the very essence of the right to marry (Guide on Article 12 of the European
Convention on Human Rights: Right to Marry).

In Lithuania, family relations are primarily regulated by Book Three of the Civil Code,
entitled Family Law. The Civil Code establishes the principles governing family relations, the
conditions for entering into and dissolving marriage, as well as the rights and obligations of
spouses. Family relations are also governed by the Constitution of the Republic of Lithuania,
international treaties, and other legislation. The Government and other public authorities may
adopt legal acts relating to family law only where expressly authorised by the Civil Code (Law
on the Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the Civil Code of the Republic of
Lithuania).

The Constitution of the Republic of Lithuania defines marriage as a free agreement
between a man and a woman registered by the State and recognises the principle of equality
between spouses. Similarly, the Civil Code defines marriage as a voluntary agreement between
aman and a woman to create legal family relations in accordance with the procedure established
by law. Article 3.26 of the Civil Code further provides that spouses enjoy equal rights and
assume equal civil responsibilities towards one another and towards their children (Law on the
Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania).

Lithuanian law establishes several conditions for the validity of marriage. Marriage may
be concluded only between persons of the opposite sex and must be based on the free and
genuine consent of both parties. Any defect in consent, including coercion, threat, fraud, or
other unlawful influence, may constitute grounds for declaring a marriage invalid. The law also
requires compliance with the principles of monogamy and prohibits marriage between close
relatives (Law on the Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the Civil Code of the
Republic of Lithuania).

One of the most significant legal requirements concerns the marriageable age. As a
general rule, persons wishing to marry must have reached the age of majority, namely eighteen
years of age. This requirement serves to ensure that individuals entering into marriage possess
a sufficient level of maturity and are capable of independently assuming the legal consequences
arising from family status.
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Article 3.14 of the Civil Code establishes the general rule that marriage may be concluded
only by persons who have reached the age of eighteen. Through this provision, the Lithuanian
legislature complies with international obligations requiring States to establish a minimum age
for marriage. In particular, the 1962 United Nations Convention on Consent to Marriage,
Minimum Age for Marriage and Registration of Marriages requires States Parties to establish
and maintain a minimum legal age for marriage (Convention on Consent to Marriage, Minimum
Age for Marriage and Registration of Marriages).

Although the age of eighteen constitutes the general threshold for marriage, Lithuanian
law provides for exceptions. Through simplified judicial proceedings, a court may reduce the
marriageable age by up to two years, thereby permitting marriage from the age of sixteen. In
cases of pregnancy, the court may authorise marriage even where the applicant has not reached
the age of sixteen (Law on the Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the Civil
Code of the Republic of Lithuania).

The current regulation developed gradually. Prior to 1 July 2001, family relations were
governed by the Marriage and Family Code of the Lithuanian Soviet Socialist Republic. That
Code established a general marriageable age of eighteen years but allowed executive
committees of district and city councils to authorise marriage from the age of seventeen
1 July 2001, the marriageable age could be reduced by up to three years, allowing marriage
from the age of fifteen. In cases of pregnancy, the age threshold could be reduced even further
(Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania). Since 2010, the current version of Article 3.14 has
limited the ordinary reduction to two years while preserving the possibility of further reduction
in cases of pregnancy (Law on the Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the Civil
Code of the Republic of Lithuania).

The principal legal consequence of a minor’s marriage is established in Article 2.5(2) of
the Civil Code. Where a person under eighteen years of age is lawfully permitted to marry, that
person acquires full civil capacity from the moment the marriage is concluded. If the marriage
is subsequently dissolved or declared invalid for reasons unrelated to the age of the spouses,
the full civil capacity already acquired is retained. Consequently, the person remains fully
capable under civil law despite the termination or invalidity of the marriage (Law on the
Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania).

A minor seeking to marry before reaching the age of majority must apply to a court for
authorisation. The purpose of this procedure is to ensure the protection of the best interests of
the child. Article 3.14(4) of the Civil Code requires the court to hear the views of the minor’s
parents, guardians, or custodians and to assess the minor’s mental and psychological condition,
level of maturity, financial circumstances, and other relevant factors underlying the request to
marry.

The participation of the State Child Rights Protection Authority is mandatory in such
proceedings. The Authority must submit an opinion indicating whether the reduction of the
marriageable age is appropriate and whether it serves the best interests of the minor (Rules on
the Registration of Civil Status Acts and Approval of Forms of Civil Status Records and Other
Documents). This mechanism seeks to ensure that permission to marry is granted only where it
is consistent with the welfare and lawful interests of the child.

In conclusion, marriage constitutes a statutory exception to the general rule that full civil
capacity is acquired upon reaching the age of majority. Where a court authorises a minor to
marry, full civil capacity arises from the moment of marriage and is retained even if the
marriage subsequently ends. The application of this institution requires an individual
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assessment of the minor’s maturity, circumstances, and best interests, with particular regard to
the views of parents and the opinion of the Child Rights Protection Authority.

Emancipation as a basis for acquiring full civil capacity

Within Lithuanian civil law, civil capacity is defined as the ability of a natural person,
through their own actions, to acquire civil rights and assume civil obligations. As a general rule,
full civil capacity is acquired upon reaching the age of majority, namely eighteen years of age.
Emancipation constitutes an exception to this principle. Article 2.9 of the Civil Code provides
that a minor who has attained the age of sixteen may, under certain conditions, be recognised
by a court as fully capable, that is, emancipated (Law on the Approval, Entry into Force and
Implementation of the Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania).

The institution of emancipation is based on the principle that, although the individual
remains a minor in terms of age, they are treated as fully capable in civil legal relations. An
emancipated minor acquires the same civil rights and obligations as an adult and may
independently participate in civil legal relations, conclude legal transactions, manage property,
and bear responsibility for their actions, except where legislation expressly establishes age-

Emancipation is a relatively recent institution in Lithuanian law. It was introduced by the
Civil Code that entered into force on 1 July 2001. Prior to that date, Lithuanian legislation did
not provide for the possibility of recognising a minor as fully capable through a court decision.
Full civil capacity could only be acquired upon reaching the age of majority or through
marriage. Neither the Civil Code of 1964 nor any other legal mechanism established an
equivalent institution.

Pursuant to Article 2.9 of the Civil Code, a minor who has reached the age of sixteen may
be recognised as fully capable upon the application of the minor, their parents, guardian,
curator, or a guardianship authority. Such recognition may be granted only where there are
sufficient grounds to conclude that the minor is capable of independently exercising civil rights
and fulfilling civil obligations. In all cases, the minor’s own consent constitutes a mandatory
condition for emancipation (Law on the Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the
Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania).

This provision establishes several essential criteria for emancipation. First, only persons
who have attained the age of sixteen may apply for emancipation. Second, the application may
be submitted not only by the minor but also by their parents, guardian, curator, or the competent
guardianship authority. Third, the court must determine whether the minor possesses a
sufficient degree of maturity and independence to participate autonomously in civil legal
relations. Finally, emancipation may be granted only where the minor personally expresses a
wish to acquire full civil capacity.

Applications for emancipation are examined in accordance with civil procedure rules. In
assessing whether emancipation is justified, the court evaluates not only the formal statutory
requirements but also the factual circumstances of the case. Relevant considerations may
include whether the minor has stable employment, possesses financial management skills, lives
independently from their parents, complies with legal obligations, and demonstrates sufficient
social and personal maturity.

The Civil Code also provides for the possibility of revoking emancipation. Upon the
application of the parents, curator, or guardianship authority, a court may revoke the recognition
of full civil capacity if it becomes evident that the emancipated minor, while acting
independently, causes harm to their own rights and interests or to those of other persons.
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The acquisition of full civil capacity through emancipation produces significant legal
consequences. Once a minor is recognised as fully capable, parental authority in relation to the
representation of the child and the exercise of the child’s rights comes to an end. The
emancipated person thereafter exercises rights and fulfils obligations independently.
Emancipation also constitutes a legal ground for the termination of guardianship or curatorship.
Consequently, the powers of the guardian or curator and the supervisory functions of the
competent authorities cease (Law on the Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the
Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania).

Significant consequences also arise in the sphere of property relations. Since parents
manage the property of their minor child under the legal institution of usufruct, emancipation
terminates this right. Upon acquiring full civil capacity, the minor becomes entitled to the return
of their property together with any fruits and income derived from it (Law on the Approval,
Entry into Force and Implementation of the Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania).
Furthermore, an emancipated minor may independently manage, use, and dispose of property
and conclude legal transactions without the consent of parents or guardians.

Emancipation also affects maintenance obligations. As a general rule, an emancipated
minor is no longer entitled to parental maintenance. The enforcement of previously awarded
maintenance ceases from the moment full civil capacity is acquired, and the individual becomes
responsible for their own financial affairs, except where legislation expressly provides
otherwise.

In conclusion, emancipation constitutes a statutory exception to the general rule that full
civil capacity is acquired upon reaching the age of majority. Through a court decision, a minor
who has attained the age of sixteen may acquire the legal status of a fully capable person,
provided that sufficient maturity and independence are demonstrated. The institution produces
significant legal consequences in the areas of parental authority, guardianship, property
relations, and maintenance obligations. At the same time, questions arise concerning the scope
of emancipation and the legal significance of this status outside civil law, which requires further
analysis.

The scope of emancipation and its relationship with other branches of law

Although emancipation grants a minor full civil capacity, the legal effects of this status
are primarily confined to the sphere of civil law. Article 1.1 of the Civil Code of the Republic
of Lithuania defines the scope of civil-law regulation and distinguishes private-law relations
from public-law relations. The Civil Code regulates property relations, personal non-property
relations connected with such property relations, and family relations. Relations arising from
the exercise of public authority, including taxation, administrative and criminal sanctions,
public finance, and other public-law matters, are generally governed by special legislation.
Labour relations are likewise regulated by special legal acts, while the Civil Code applies only
subsidiarily (Law on the Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the Civil Code of
the Republic of Lithuania).

Consequently, the concepts of legal capacity and civil capacity determine a person's status
only within civil law. The acquisition of full civil capacity does not automatically alter a
person's status in constitutional, criminal, administrative, or other branches of public law.
Therefore, although an emancipated minor may independently conclude legal transactions,
manage property, and assume civil liability, age-based restrictions established in other areas of
law continue to apply.
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An exception may be observed in labour law. Legal doctrine generally recognises that an
emancipated minor who has acquired full civil capacity may act not only as an employee but
also as an employer. This conclusion follows from a systematic interpretation of Article 21 of
the Labour Code of the Republic of Lithuania and Article 2.9 of the Civil Code. Article 21 of
the Labour Code provides that an employer may be a natural person whose legal capacity and
civil capacity are determined under civil law (Labour Code of the Republic of Lithuania). Since
Acrticle 2.9 of the Civil Code allows a minor who has attained the age of sixteen to be recognised
as fully capable, an emancipated minor who is not subject to any specific labour-law restrictions
satisfies the requirements applicable to an employer who is a natural person. Consequently,
such a person may participate in labour relations both as an employee and as an employer.

A similar conclusion may be drawn in the field of succession law. Article 5.15 of the
Civil Code provides that a will may be made only by a legally capable person who understands
the significance and consequences of their actions. Since emancipation grants full civil capacity,
an emancipated minor may execute a will under the same conditions as an adult testator. The
Supreme Court of Lithuania has expressly confirmed this position, stating that the subject of a
will, as a unilateral legal transaction, may also be an emancipated minor or a minor who has
acquired full civil capacity through marriage (Supreme Court of Lithuania, Case Law Review
on Inheritance Matters No. 47). These examples demonstrate that emancipation extends beyond
ordinary civil transactions and enables a minor to participate independently in legal relations
that require full civil capacity.

The situation differs significantly in constitutional law. Although an emancipated minor
is treated as an adult in civil legal relations, political rights remain subject to constitutional age
requirements. Article 34(1) of the Constitution of the Republic of Lithuania provides that
citizens who have reached the age of eighteen on election day possess the right to vote. The
same provision identifies persons declared legally incapable by a court as an exception to this
rule (Constitution of the Republic of Lithuania). Consequently, emancipation does not confer
electoral rights, as the right to vote arises only upon reaching eighteen years of age
(Kudinavi¢iate, 2002, p. 120).

The distinction becomes even clearer with regard to passive electoral rights. Article 56 of
the Constitution provides that a member of the Seimas may be elected only if the individual has
reached the age of twenty-one and satisfies the other constitutional requirements (Constitution
of the Republic of Lithuania). Accordingly, eligibility to stand for election is determined by
constitutional criteria relating to age, citizenship, and residence rather than by the scope of a
person's civil capacity (Puodzitité, 2023, p. 564).

A similar approach applies in criminal law. Article 13 of the Criminal Code provides that
criminal liability generally arises for persons who had reached the age of sixteen before
committing a criminal offence and, in certain exceptional cases, for persons who had reached
the age of fourteen (Criminal Code of the Republic of Lithuania). The Criminal Code contains
no special provisions concerning emancipated minors or minors who have acquired full civil
capacity through marriage. Consequently, emancipated minors remain subject to the same rules
of criminal liability as all other minors.

This approach is reinforced by Article 80 of the Criminal Code, which establishes that
the special rules governing juvenile criminal liability are intended to ensure that liability
corresponds to the offender’s age and social maturity, to limit the use of imprisonment, and to
prioritise educational and rehabilitative measures. The decisive criterion is therefore the
person's age and level of development rather than the existence of full civil capacity.

The same principle is reflected in criminal procedure. Article 271 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure defines a minor as a person who has not reached the age of eighteen at the time a
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procedural act is performed (Code of Criminal Procedure of the Republic of Lithuania). The
provision does not distinguish between ordinary minors and emancipated minors.
Consequently, all procedural safeguards established for minors, including special interviewing
procedures and additional protective measures, apply equally to emancipated persons until they
reach the age of eighteen.

Administrative law follows the same logic. Article 6(1) of the Code of Administrative
Offences provides that administrative liability may be imposed only on a person who had
reached the age of sixteen before committing an administrative offence. Article 6(3) further
provides that the specific features of juvenile administrative liability are regulated in Chapter
VII of the Code, which employs the concept of a minor without reference to civil capacity or
emancipation status.

Article 42 of the Code defines the purpose of juvenile administrative liability as ensuring
that responsibility corresponds to the offender’s age and social maturity while combining
sanctions with educational and preventive measures (Code of Administrative Offences of the
Republic of Lithuania). Thus, as in criminal law, age and social maturity remain the decisive
factors.

The primacy of age-based regulation is also evident in other areas of public law. The Law
on Road Traffic Safety establishes minimum age requirements for obtaining driving licences of
different categories. For example, a Category B driving licence may generally be obtained only
upon reaching the age of eighteen (Law on Road Traffic Safety of the Republic of Lithuania).
Likewise, compulsory military service is governed by statutory age requirements rather than by
civil capacity. The Law on Military Conscription provides that compulsory military service
applies to citizens within a specified age range, while younger individuals may participate only
under the conditions established by law (Law on Military Conscription of the Republic of
Lithuania).

In conclusion, emancipation constitutes an exceptional legal mechanism through which a
person who has not yet reached the age of majority may acquire full civil capacity. However,
the legal effects of emancipation are primarily confined to civil law. While an emancipated
minor may independently conclude legal transactions, manage property, make a will, act as an
employer, and assume civil obligations, the acquisition of full civil capacity does not
automatically extend to constitutional, criminal, administrative, or other public-law
relationships. In these fields, age continues to constitute the primary criterion determining legal
status, rights, obligations, and the scope of legal protection.

Judicial practice concerning the granting of full civil capacity to minors
Criteria for granting full civil capacity to minors

Under Lithuanian civil law, a minor may acquire full civil capacity on two principal
grounds: through emancipation or by entering into marriage before reaching the age of majority.
Although both institutions constitute exceptions to the general rule and produce the same legal
consequence - the acquisition of full civil capacity by a minor - they serve different purposes
and are governed by different legal regulations. Accordingly, the criteria applied by courts in
each case must be analysed separately.

In the context of emancipation, Article 2.9 of the Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania
establishes the legal framework governing the acquisition of full civil capacity by a minor. A
person seeking emancipation must be a minor who has attained the age of sixteen. An
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application may be submitted by the minor, their parents, guardian, curator, or a child protection
authority; however, the minor’s own consent is mandatory in all cases.

The law further provides that emancipation may be granted where there is a “sufficient
basis” for allowing the minor to independently exercise civil rights and fulfil civil obligations
(Law on the Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the Civil Code of the Republic
of Lithuania). However, the provision does not define the content of this concept. This
legislative ambiguity may be regarded as problematic, as it grants courts broad discretion and
leaves the practical interpretation of the requirement largely to judicial practice.

An analysis of Lithuanian case law from 2020-2025 demonstrates that courts consistently
apply three principal criteria when interpreting Article 2.9 of the Civil Code. First, the applicant
must have attained the age of sixteen. Second, the minor must personally express a wish to
acquire full civil capacity, as emancipation cannot be granted without the applicant’s consent.
Third, there must be a sufficient basis to conclude that the minor is capable of independently
exercising civil rights and fulfilling civil obligations.

Judicial practice indicates that the requirement of a sufficient basis is assessed primarily
through the minor’s degree of independence, financial responsibility, and ability to assume
responsibility for their actions. Courts place particular emphasis on the applicant’s social and
economic independence. Accordingly, they evaluate whether the minor is employed, engaged
in education or vocational training, involved in economic activity, and capable of responsibly
managing income and property. Even where a minor is not currently employed or studying,
courts may consider previous engagement in such activities and realistic future plans relating
to employment or education (Ruling of the Marijampolé District Court of 26 January 2021 in
Civil Case No. e2YT-265-670/2021; Ruling of the Marijampolé District Court of 18 August
2022 in Civil Case No. 2YT-4604-670/2022).

Where available, courts also consider references issued by educational institutions. Such
references commonly contain information regarding the minor’s responsibility, discipline,
social maturity, independence, and ability to function within an educational environment.
Judicial practice demonstrates that these assessments are regarded as relevant indicators of the
applicant’s overall maturity and readiness to assume the rights and obligations associated with
full civil capacity (Decision of the Vilnius Regional District Court of 9 July 2025 in Civil Case
No. e2YT-8831-604/2025).

Another important consideration concerns the minor’s ability to manage financial affairs.
Courts examine the applicant’s assets, sources of income, and the manner in which financial
resources are used and administered. They also assess whether the minor can rely on moral and
material support from family members when necessary. Findings regarding financial
responsibility are frequently based on parental statements and on assessments provided by the
State Child Rights Protection and Adoption Service (Ruling of the Marijampolé District Court
of 18 August 2022 in Civil Case No. 2YT-4604-670/2022).

In addition, courts take into account the views of the parents and the conclusions of the
Child Rights Protection Division. These sources provide information regarding the minor’s
family environment, relationships with parents, actual place of residence, ability to manage
financial matters, and overall level of independence. Such information assists the court in
determining whether the applicant possesses a sufficient degree of maturity to independently
exercise and protect their lawful interests (Marijampolé District Court, Decision of 16 July 2024
in Civil Case No. 2YT-6102-329/2024; Marijampolé District Court, Decision of 6 March 2025
in Civil Case No. e2YT-581-831/2025).

Judicial practice further demonstrates that the existence of administrative offences or
other legal violations does not automatically preclude emancipation. Courts assess such
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circumstances within the broader context of the applicant’s behaviour and overall maturity. For
example, in Civil Case No. e2YT-581-831/2025, the court established that the applicant had
committed several legal violations, including the consumption of alcoholic beverages.
Similarly, in Civil Case No. e2YT-8831-604/2025, the applicant had been held administratively
liable for driving a vehicle without the required driving licence. Nevertheless, after evaluating
the applicants’ overall maturity, independence, family circumstances, and ability to manage
personal affairs, the courts concluded that these violations did not outweigh the evidence
supporting emancipation and granted both applications (Marijampolé District Court, Decision
of 6 March 2025 in Civil Case No. e2YT-581-831/2025; Vilnius Regional District Court,
Decision of 9 July 2025 in Civil Case No. e2YT-8831-604/2025).

Courts also consider circumstances specific to the individual case. In Civil Case No.
e2YT-8831-604/2025, the court attached particular significance to the fact that the applicant
was raising a young child, actively participated in the child’s upbringing and care, purchased
essential items for the child, and paid child support to the child’s father. The court further noted
that the applicant had independently applied to the State Guaranteed Legal Aid Service for
secondary legal aid. These circumstances were regarded as evidence of responsibility, maturity,
and an ability to independently participate in legal relations, thereby supporting the conclusion
that the applicant was capable of exercising full civil rights and obligations (Vilnius Regional
District Court, Decision of 9 July 2025 in Civil Case No. e2YT-8831-604/2025).

The analysed case law indicates that Lithuanian courts have developed a comprehensive
and multifactorial assessment model when deciding whether to grant emancipation. Although
certain factors are considered more frequently than others, each application is assessed
individually, and the final decision is based on the totality of the evidence and circumstances
presented in the case.

A similar issue arises in proceedings concerning the reduction of the marriageable age.
Article 3.14 of the Civil Code establishes a separate set of requirements that must be assessed
by the court before a minor may acquire full civil capacity through marriage. The court must
hear the views of the minor, the minor’s parents, guardians, or custodians, assess the minor’s
mental and psychological condition and financial circumstances, and evaluate any other
important reasons that may justify the reduction of the marriageable age. The provision
expressly identifies pregnancy as one such reason. In addition, the State Child Rights Protection
Authority must submit an opinion regarding whether the reduction of the marriageable age is
appropriate and consistent with the best interests of the minor (Law on the Approval, Entry into
Force and Implementation of the Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania).

Although pregnancy is expressly recognised by law, Article 3.14 does not define what
other circumstances may constitute “important reasons.” As a result, the practical content of
this concept has largely been developed through judicial practice.

The analysis of Lithuanian case law from 2020-2025 demonstrates that pregnancy
constitutes the primary factor considered by courts when deciding whether to reduce the
marriageable age. Courts consistently regard pregnancy as an important reason justifying such
a reduction, particularly where marriage is considered capable of providing a stable family
environment for the future child and safeguarding the interests of both the applicant and the
unborn child (Panevézys District Court, Ruling of 3 November 2020 in Civil Case No. 2SP-
9898-783/2020).

Judicial practice further indicates that the existence of an already born child may likewise
constitute an important reason for reducing the marriageable age. In Civil Case No. e2SP-3767-
724/2025, the court relied on documentary evidence confirming that the child had already been
born and that the father had acknowledged paternity and was registered on the birth certificate.
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The court concluded that these circumstances demonstrated the existence of an actual family
relationship and that granting permission to marry would contribute to safeguarding the child’s
interests and ensuring a stable family environment (Utena District Court, Ruling of 21 May
2025 in Civil Case No. e2SP-3767-724/2025).

Another significant factor concerns the stability of the relationship between the
prospective spouses and their preparedness to establish a family. Courts assess whether the
parties intend to raise the child together, whether they are already cohabiting or plan to establish
a common household, and whether they demonstrate sufficient maturity to create and maintain
a family unit (Siauliai District Court, Ruling of 6 May 2022 in Civil Case No. 2SP-5839-
457/2022).

The opinions of parents, guardians, or custodians also play an important role. Courts
examine whether these persons support or oppose the application and consider their views
regarding the minor’s maturity, independence, and ability to cope with family responsibilities.
The availability of practical and financial support from family members is likewise taken into
account (Plungé District Court, Ruling of 31 March 2020 in Civil Case No. e2SP-1343-
514/2020).

Financial circumstances constitute another relevant criterion. Courts evaluate not only the
financial situation of the applicant but also that of the future spouse or the future father of the
child. Judicial practice demonstrates that courts consider the ability and willingness of both
parties to contribute to family life and to provide for the needs of the child. For example, in
Civil Case No. e2SP-663-913/2021, the court noted that although the future father of the child
was temporarily unemployed, he received social benefits and engaged in the resale of vehicles.
The evidence demonstrated that he used his income to support the applicant, purchase items for
the expected child, contribute to rent and utility payments, and meet household expenses. These
circumstances supported the conclusion that the future family would possess sufficient material
resources (Utena District Court, Ruling of 8 February 2021 in Civil Case No. e2SP-663-
913/2021).

The opinions submitted by the State Child Rights Protection Authority are also of
considerable importance. These opinions typically address the applicant’s level of
independence, approach to pregnancy, ability to manage financial resources, family
environment, and overall readiness to establish a family. The authority further assesses whether
reducing the marriageable age would be consistent with the minor’s best interests (Panevézys
District Court, Ruling of 15 January 2020 in Civil Case No. e2SP-800-1005/2020; Siauliai
District Court, Ruling of 18 December 2023 in Civil Case No. e2SP-16927-1031/2023; Siauliai
District Court, Ruling of 20 December 2024 in Civil Case No. e2SP-19914-1051/2024).

In addition, courts take into account information concerning the applicant’s family
environment and social circumstances. In Civil Case No. e2SP-16927-1031/2023, the State
Child Rights Protection Authority noted that case management measures had previously been
applied within the family; however, these measures were unrelated to the applicant herself. The
family was nevertheless described as orderly and stable. The authority concluded that the family
unit the applicant intended to establish would be sufficiently mature and capable of raising a
child. The court relied on this assessment and observed that there was no evidence suggesting
that the applicant’s psychological or mental condition impaired her ability to understand the
consequences of marriage (Siauliai District Court, Ruling of 18 December 2023 in Civil Case
No. e2SP-16927-1031/2023).

Finally, courts evaluate the applicant’s mental and psychological condition. This
assessment is based on the entirety of the evidence presented and focuses on whether the
applicant understands the legal and practical consequences of marriage and parenthood and is
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capable of assuming the associated responsibilities (TelSiai District Court, Ruling of 22
November 2022 in Civil Case No. 2SP-6368-1079/2022).

The analysed case law demonstrates that judicial practice has not established a fixed list
of “other important reasons” within the meaning of Article 3.14 of the Civil Code. Instead,
courts assess each application individually and determine whether the totality of circumstances
justifies reducing the marriageable age.

In conclusion, both exceptions through which minors may acquire full civil capacity are
based not merely on age requirements but also on a range of substantive criteria. In
emancipation proceedings, courts primarily assess the applicant’s independence, financial
responsibility, social maturity, educational and employment situation, and ability to manage
personal affairs. In proceedings concerning the reduction of the marriageable age, particular
importance is attached to pregnancy or the existence of a child, the stability of the relationship,
preparedness for family life, financial circumstances, and the best interests of the minor.

A common feature of both institutions is that courts do not rely solely on formal statutory
requirements. Judicial practice demonstrates that the granting of full civil capacity depends on
a comprehensive assessment of the minor’s maturity, independence, financial circumstances,
family environment, and ability to assume responsibility for legal consequences. Consequently,
both the concept of a “sufficient basis” under Article 2.9 of the Civil Code and the concept of
“other important reasons” under Article 3.14 have been developed primarily through judicial
interpretation rather than through detailed legislative regulation.

The significance of child rights protection authority opinions

The case law analysed in the previous section demonstrates that opinions issued by the
Child Rights Protection Authority are submitted both in proceedings concerning the
emancipation of minors and in cases involving applications for the reduction of the
marriageable age. However, an explicit statutory requirement to obtain such an opinion exists
only under Article 3.14 of the Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania, which governs
proceedings for the reduction of the marriageable age. Nevertheless, the analysed case law
indicates that opinions of the State Child Rights Protection Authority are also regularly obtained
and taken into account in emancipation proceedings. This suggests that such opinions are
regarded as significant in practice when determining whether full civil capacity should be
granted to a minor.

Under Article 3.14 of the Civil Code, the Authority is required to provide its opinion on
the appropriateness of reducing the marriageable age and to indicate whether such a decision
would serve the lawful interests of the minor. However, the law does not regulate the legal force
of the Authority’s opinion or expressly specify the extent to which it is binding upon the court.
This gives rise to a legal question concerning the evidentiary significance of such opinions and
the extent to which courts are required to rely on them when making decisions. As a result, the
practical role of these opinions can be understood only through an analysis of judicial practice.

An analysis of civil cases reveals circumstances in which courts rely on the conclusions
of the Child Rights Protection Authority as well as situations in which they depart from them.
In Civil Case No. 2SP-7964-1005/2018, the court examined an application for the reduction of
the marriageable age. The Child Rights Protection Authority submitted an opinion stating that
granting the application would not be appropriate and would not serve the lawful interests of
the minor applicant. The Authority based its opinion on the applicant’s repeated absconding
from a foster care institution, persistent behavioural problems, involvement in incidents that
resulted in pre-trial investigations, and the ineffectiveness of previously applied supervision
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measures. The Authority also noted that placement in a socialisation centre had failed to
produce positive changes in the applicant’s behaviour.

After assessing both the Authority’s opinion and the other circumstances of the case, the
court dismissed the application. In its reasoning, the court emphasised that the mere fact of
pregnancy could not, by itself, constitute a sufficient basis for reducing the marriageable age.
The court concluded that, in light of the applicant’s overall behaviour and circumstances,
granting the application would not be consistent with the applicant’s lawful interests
(Panevézys District Court, Ruling of 16 July 2018 in Civil Case No. 2SP-7964-1005/2018).

A different approach can be observed in Civil Case No. 2A-37-775/2024, which
concerned an application for emancipation. In that case, the regional division of the State Child
Rights Protection and Adoption Service submitted an opinion opposing emancipation. The
Authority argued that emancipation would not be appropriate and would not serve the
applicant’s best interests. Its assessment was based on a history of legal violations within the
family, the application of case management measures, and the applicant’s behavioural record,
which included smoking, alcohol consumption, and administrative sanctions. The Authority
also noted that the applicant had concealed her pregnancy for a prolonged period, had failed to
attend medical examinations, and lacked sufficient parenting skills. Although the first-instance
court took the Authority’s opinion into account, after assessing all of the evidence in the case
it concluded that the applicant was committed to completing her education, demonstrated
motivation to prepare for motherhood, and intended to care for and raise her child. The court
found that the applicant possessed a sufficient degree of independence and maturity and
therefore granted the application for emancipation (Kaunas Regional Court, Ruling of 4 January
2024 in Civil Case No. 2A-37-775/2024).

The Child Rights Protection Authority appealed the decision and requested that the
application be dismissed. However, the appellate court upheld the decision of the first-instance
court and rejected the appeal. In doing so, it referred to established Supreme Court case law,
according to which the evidentiary value of information submitted in judicial proceedings must
be assessed by the court according to its own inner conviction, formed through a comprehensive
and objective evaluation of all relevant circumstances of the case (Kaunas Regional Court,
Ruling of 4 January 2024 in Civil Case No. 2A-37-775/2024).

The analysed cases demonstrate that the opinions of the Child Rights Protection Authority
may have a significant influence on judicial decision-making. In some cases, courts rely heavily
on such opinions and reach conclusions consistent with the Authority’s assessment. In other
cases, courts depart from the Authority’s position where the totality of the evidence supports a
different conclusion. Consequently, the Authority’s opinion cannot be regarded as
determinative of the outcome of proceedings.

Accordingly, although the opinions of the Child Rights Protection Authority carry
considerable weight in proceedings concerning emancipation and the reduction of the
marriageable age, they do not possess predetermined evidentiary force. Courts base their
decisions on the totality of the evidence and on their own assessment of the circumstances of
the case. The analysed case law demonstrates that the Authority’s opinion performs a significant
informational and advisory function. However, the final decision remains within the exclusive
competence of the court, which must independently determine whether granting full civil
capacity would serve the lawful interests of the minor.
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Relationship between full civil capacity granted to minors and criminal law

When analysing the institution of full civil capacity granted to minors, the question arises
as to how such a person should be treated in criminal law and criminal procedure. This issue is
relevant because legislation does not clearly define the significance of full civil capacity outside
civil law. As a result, uncertainty may arise as to whether a minor who has acquired full civil
capacity should still be treated as a child or minor in criminal-law relations.

This issue was examined in detail by the Supreme Court of Lithuania in Criminal Case
No. 2K-64-654/2024. The case concerned the status, for the purposes of criminal law and
criminal procedure, of a minor victim who had acquired full civil capacity on the basis of
marriage.

The cassation court first explained the concept of civil capacity and the exceptions that
allow minors to acquire full civil capacity before reaching the age of majority. Civil capacity
was described as the ability of a natural person to independently acquire and exercise rights,
assume obligations, and bear responsibility for failure to fulfil them. As a general rule, this
ability arises in full when a person reaches the age of eighteen. The Court noted that Lithuanian
civil law provides two exceptions to this rule. A minor may acquire full civil capacity either by
entering into marriage before reaching the age of majority or through emancipation under
Articles 2.5(2) and 2.9 of the Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania (Supreme Court of
Lithuania, Ruling of 22 February 2024 in Criminal Case No. 2K-64-654/2024).

However, the cassation court emphasised that minors who have acquired full civil
capacity are not regarded as adults in criminal law. This conclusion was based on the legal
concept of a child. Under the Law on the Fundamentals of Protection of the Rights of the Child,
a child is a person under the age of eighteen, unless otherwise provided by law. Criminal law
and criminal procedure do not provide an exception under which a person who has acquired
full civil capacity may be treated as an adult for criminal-law purposes.

The Court also relied on international and European Union legal acts concerning
trafficking in human beings, sexual exploitation of children, and sexual abuse. These
instruments define a child as a person under the age of eighteen. The Court stressed that the
state may not establish lower standards of child protection than those arising from its
international obligations. It also referred to the jurisprudence of the Constitutional Court,
according to which Lithuanian law may not narrow international human rights protection
standards, although it may provide broader protection.

The cassation court further observed that, in cases concerning criminal offences involving
the sexual exploitation of children, the concept of a child has consistently been linked to the
age threshold of eighteen years. Therefore, there is no basis for creating an exception for
emancipated minors or minors who have acquired full civil capacity through marriage. The
Court also noted that even in civil law, full civil capacity does not grant all rights and obligations
linked by law to a specific age. Examples include the duty to perform mandatory military
service, electoral rights, and the right to drive vehicles. Accordingly, full civil capacity cannot
in itself alter a person’s status in criminal law (Supreme Court of Lithuania, Ruling of 22
February 2024 in Criminal Case No. 2K-64-654/2024).

The ruling also addressed earlier cassation practice. The Court noted that an older ruling
had suggested that a child victim of certain criminal offences is any person under eighteen years
of age, “unless the institution of emancipation has been applied to them”. However, the Court
clarified that case law develops over time, taking into account later international instruments
and more recent judicial practice. In the ruling under analysis, the Court clearly held that,
despite the reduction of the marriageable age and the conclusion of marriage, a victim who was
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under eighteen years of age had to be regarded as a child and a minor for the purposes of
criminal law. Thus, the earlier connection between emancipation and the loss of child status in
criminal law is no longer relevant (Supreme Court of Lithuania, Ruling of 22 February 2024 in
Criminal Case No. 2K-64-654/2024).

This interpretation also has direct consequences in criminal procedure. In the case under
analysis, the victim was seventeen years old during the pre-trial investigation. She was
questioned without applying the special procedural rules for minor victims, including the
participation of a psychologist and a representative of the child rights protection authority. The
cassation court recognised this as a procedural violation. However, it considered the violation
to be formal and not affecting the lawfulness of the judgment, because later questioning, carried
out after the victim had reached adulthood, confirmed the same essential facts.

Nevertheless, the Court’s reasoning confirms an important principle. A person under the
age of eighteen who has acquired full civil capacity must still be treated as a minor in criminal
proceedings. Therefore, such a person must be afforded the procedural safeguards applicable to
minors, including additional protective measures during questioning and other procedural
actions (Supreme Court of Lithuania, Ruling of 22 February 2024 in Criminal Case No. 2K-64-
654/2024).

In conclusion, the cassation ruling clearly defines the limits of full civil capacity granted
to minors in relation to criminal law and criminal procedure. A minor who has acquired full
civil capacity through marriage or emancipation is treated as equivalent to an adult only in civil
legal relations. In criminal law and criminal procedure, such a person remains a child and a
minor until reaching the age of eighteen.

This means that, in criminal law, the decisive criterion is not the scope of civil capacity
but the person’s age. The status of a child is linked to the need for special protection and cannot
be denied merely because the minor has acquired full civil capacity in civil law.

Conclusions

Under Lithuanian civil law, full civil capacity is generally acquired upon reaching the age
of majority. However, the law provides for two exceptions: emancipation and the acquisition
of full civil capacity through marriage. Although both institutions result in the acquisition of
full civil capacity by a minor, they differ significantly in their legal nature, conditions of
application, and objectives. Therefore, they cannot be regarded as equivalent legal mechanisms.

Judicial practice demonstrates that decisions concerning emancipation and the reduction
of the marriageable age are based on a comprehensive assessment of individual circumstances.
In emancipation cases, particular attention is paid to the minor’s independence, ability to
manage financial affairs, employment or educational status, and social maturity. In cases
concerning the reduction of the marriageable age, courts focus on the minor’s maturity,
preparedness for family life, the existence of pregnancy or the birth of a child, and the
circumstances of the prospective family. The statutory concepts of a “sufficient basis” and
“other important reasons” are not precisely defined by law, and their content is therefore
developed through judicial practice on a case-by-case basis.

Although the opinions of the State Child Rights Protection and Adoption Service play an
important role in proceedings concerning emancipation and the reduction of the marriageable
age, they do not possess predetermined evidentiary force. Judicial practice demonstrates that
courts assess such opinions together with all other evidence in the case and may depart from
them where the totality of circumstances supports a different conclusion. Consequently, the
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Authority’s opinion performs an important informational and advisory function but is not
binding upon the court.

The granting of full civil capacity to a minor produces legal consequences primarily
within the sphere of civil law and does not alter the individual’s status in criminal,
administrative, or constitutional law. The case law of the Supreme Court of Lithuania confirms
that an emancipated minor, or a minor who has acquired full civil capacity through marriage,
Is treated as an adult in civil legal relations. However, for the purposes of other branches of law,
such a person remains a minor until reaching the age of eighteen and continues to be subject to
the special legal rules applicable to minors.

References

1. Convention on Consent to Marriage, Minimum Age for Marriage and Registration of Marriages.
United Nations. Accessed 2 April 2026. https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-
mechanisms/instruments/convention-consent-marriage-minimum-age-marriage-and-
registration-marriages.

2. European Court of Human Rights. Guide on Article 12 of the European Convention on Human
Rights: Right to Marry. Accessed 16 March 2026. https://ks.echr.coe.int/documents/d/echr-
ks/guide_art 12 _eng.

3. Kaunas Regional Court. Ruling of 4 January 2024 in Civil Case No. 2A-37-775/2024. LITEKO.
Accessed 8 May 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=7fcalbc9-2036-4ac9-bd79-
cf642874f85d.

Jurisprudencija 31(23): 118-125. Accessed 8 May 2026.
https://etalpykla.lituanistika.lt/fedora/objects/LT-LDB-
0001:J.04~2002~1367180206265/datastreams/DS.002.0.01.ARTIC/content.
Jurisprudencija 55(47): 78-89. Accessed 8 May 2026.
https://cris.mruni.eu/server/api/core/bitstreams/5a1059a4-35b9-4574-a69c-
€6666f0bf7cl/content

6. Marijampolé District Court. Judgment of 6 March 2025 in Civil Case No. e2YT-581-831/2025.
LITEKO. Accessed 23 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=049bel110-75a3-43fd-a6ff-
874h2f43aea4.

7. Marijampolé District Court. Judgment of 16 July 2024 in Civil Case No. 2YT-6102-329/2024.
LITEKO. Accessed 23 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=0d2ed611-6094-45fd-b901-
dOfd8f718880.

8. Marijampolé District Court. Ruling of 18 August 2022 in Civil Case No. 2YT-4604-670/2022.
LITEKO. Accessed 22 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=599dd20c-f046-484c-81de-
c546684b1e71.

9. Marijampolé District Court. Ruling of 26 January 2021 in Civil Case No. e2YT-265-670/2021.
LITEKO. Accessed 22 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=f9609465-5a57-463f-a658-
527d99882e29.

10.  Panevézys District Court. Ruling of 16 July 2018 in Civil Case No. 2SP-7964-1005/2018.
LITEKO. Accessed 8 April 2026.

318


https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/convention-consent-marriage-minimum-age-marriage-and-registration-marriages
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/convention-consent-marriage-minimum-age-marriage-and-registration-marriages
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/convention-consent-marriage-minimum-age-marriage-and-registration-marriages
https://ks.echr.coe.int/documents/d/echr-ks/guide_art_12_eng
https://ks.echr.coe.int/documents/d/echr-ks/guide_art_12_eng
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=7fca1bc9-2036-4ac9-bd79-cf642874f85d
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=7fca1bc9-2036-4ac9-bd79-cf642874f85d
https://etalpykla.lituanistika.lt/fedora/objects/LT-LDB-0001:J.04~2002~1367180206265/datastreams/DS.002.0.01.ARTIC/content
https://etalpykla.lituanistika.lt/fedora/objects/LT-LDB-0001:J.04~2002~1367180206265/datastreams/DS.002.0.01.ARTIC/content
https://cris.mruni.eu/server/api/core/bitstreams/5a1059a4-35b9-4574-a69c-c6666f0bf7c1/content
https://cris.mruni.eu/server/api/core/bitstreams/5a1059a4-35b9-4574-a69c-c6666f0bf7c1/content
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=049be110-75a3-43fd-a6ff-874b2f43aea4
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=049be110-75a3-43fd-a6ff-874b2f43aea4
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=0d2ed611-6094-45fd-b901-d0fd8f718880
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=0d2ed611-6094-45fd-b901-d0fd8f718880
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=599dd20c-f046-484c-81de-c546684b1e71
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=599dd20c-f046-484c-81de-c546684b1e71
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=f96b9465-5a57-463f-a658-527d99882e29
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=f96b9465-5a57-463f-a658-527d99882e29

meo ISSN 2029-1701 Research Journal

Mykolas Romeris

University

ISSN 2335-2035 (Online) PUBLIC SECURITY AND PUBLIC ORDER
2026, Vol. 38, Nr. 2

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=7bf717bb-2354-42e6-9fab-
087e084b4310.

Panevézys District Court. Ruling of 15 January 2020 in Civil Case No. ¢2SP-800-1005/2020.
LITEKO. Accessed 27 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=9f849ab3-943a-4693-aa8e-
23aa94b3ccob.

Panevézys District Court. Ruling of 3 November 2020 in Civil Case No. 2SP-9898-783/2020.
LITEKO. Accessed 24 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=12a7f871-41ef-4784-a9c0-
fff73a48bf81.

Plungé District Court. Ruling of 31 March 2020 in Civil Case No. e2SP-1343-514/2020.
LITEKO. Accessed 26 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=e663027f-6e7b-4ed0-9cle-
7197eaded91b.

Protocol No. 1 to the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms (Zmogaus teisiy ir pagrindiniy laisviy apsaugos konvencijos, garantuojant kai kurias
kitas teises ir laisves, be ty, kurios joje nurodytos, pirmasis protokolas). Accessed 27 April
2026. https://e-tar.It/portal/lt/legal Act/TAR.8899C02DFC10 .

Puodziate, Martyna. 2023. “Passive Electoral Rights in the Republic of Lithuania: Concept,
Historical Perspective and Current Legal Developments.” Mokslinés minties Sventé 2023: 564.
Accessed 4 April 2026. https://cris.mruni.eu/server/api/core/bitstreams/1bb0888b-bdc9-4866-
8c59-c2299acleObd/content.

Republic of Lithuania. Civil Code of the Republic of Lithuania (Lietuvos Respublikos civilinis
kodeksas). Accessed 9 May 2026. https://www.e-
tar.lt/portal/It/legal Act/ TAR.8A39C83848CB/asr.

Republic of Lithuania. Code of Administrative Offences of the Republic of Lithuania (Lietuvos
Respublikos administraciniy nusizengimy kodeksas). Accessed 4 April 2026. https://www.e-
tar.lt/portal/It/legal Act/4ebe66c0262311e5bf92d6af3f6a2e8b/asr.

Republic of Lithuania. Code of Civil Procedure of the Republic of Lithuania (Lietuvos
Respublikos civilinio proceso kodeksas). Accessed 4 April 2026. https://www.e-
tar.lt/portal/It/legal Act/ TAR.2E7C18F61454/asr.

Republic of Lithuania. Constitution of the Republic of Lithuania (Lietuvos Respublikos
Konstitucija). Accessed 26 April 2026. https://www.e-
tar.It/portal/lt/legal Act/ TAR.47BB952431DA/asr.

Republic of Lithuania. Criminal Code of the Republic of Lithuania (Lietuvos Respublikos
baudziamasis kodeksas). Accessed 2 April 2026. https://www.e-
tar.lt/portal/It/legal Act/ TAR.2B866DFF7D43/asr.

Republic of Lithuania. Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic of Lithuania (Lietuvos
Respublikos baudziamojo proceso kodeksas). Accessed 8 April 2026. https://www.e-
tar.It/portal/lt/legal Act/TAR.EC588C321777/asr.

Republic of Lithuania. Law on Military Conscription (Lietuvos Respublikos karo prievolés
jstatymas). Accessed 4 May 2026. https://www.e-
tar.It/portal/lt/legal Act/ TAR.EQCE9C91C255/asr.

Republic of Lithuania. Law on Road Traffic Safety (Lietuvos Respublikos saugaus eismo
automobiliy keliais jstatymas). Accessed 4 May 2026. https://www.e-
tar.It/portal/lt/legal Act/: TAR.5DC1759E42CB/asr.

Republic of Lithuania. Law on the Approval, Entry into Force and Implementation of the
Labour Code of the Republic of Lithuania (Lietuvos Respublikos darbo kodekso patvirtinimo,
jsigaliojimo ir jgyvendinimo jstatymas). Accessed 25 May 2026. https://www.e-
tar.lt/portal/It/legal Act/f6d686707e7011e6b969d7ae07280e89/asr.

319


https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=7bf717bb-2354-42e6-9fab-087e084b4310
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=7bf717bb-2354-42e6-9fab-087e084b4310
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=9f849ab3-943a-4693-aa8e-23aa94b3cc9b
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=9f849ab3-943a-4693-aa8e-23aa94b3cc9b
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=12a7f871-41ef-4784-a9c0-fff73a48bf81
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=12a7f871-41ef-4784-a9c0-fff73a48bf81
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=e663027f-6e7b-4ed0-9c1e-7197eaded91b
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=e663027f-6e7b-4ed0-9c1e-7197eaded91b
https://e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.8899C02DFC10
https://cris.mruni.eu/server/api/core/bitstreams/1bb0888b-bdc9-4866-8c59-c2299ac1e0bd/content
https://cris.mruni.eu/server/api/core/bitstreams/1bb0888b-bdc9-4866-8c59-c2299ac1e0bd/content
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.8A39C83848CB/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.8A39C83848CB/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/4ebe66c0262311e5bf92d6af3f6a2e8b/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/4ebe66c0262311e5bf92d6af3f6a2e8b/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.2E7C18F61454/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.2E7C18F61454/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.47BB952431DA/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.47BB952431DA/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.2B866DFF7D43/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.2B866DFF7D43/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.EC588C321777/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.EC588C321777/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.E9CE9C91C255/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.E9CE9C91C255/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.5DC1759E42CB/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.5DC1759E42CB/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/f6d686707e7011e6b969d7ae07280e89/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/f6d686707e7011e6b969d7ae07280e89/asr

meo ISSN 2029-1701 Research Journal

Mykolas Romeris ISSN 2335-2035 (Online) PUBLIC SECURITY AND PUBLIC ORDER
University 2026, Vol. 38, Nr. 2
25.  Republic of Lithuania. Law on the Fundamentals of Protection of the Rights of the Child

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

(Lietuvos Respublikos vaiko teisiy apsaugos pagrindy jstatymas). Accessed 7 May 2026.
https://www.e-tar.It/portal/It/legal Act/ TAR.C8205E261830/asr.

Republic of Lithuania. Resolution on the Approval of the Procedure for Determining a Person's
Ability to Take Care of Themselves and Make Everyday Decisions (D¢l Asmens gebéjimo
pasiriipinti savimi ir priimti kasdienius sprendimus nustatymo tvarkos apraso patvirtinimo).
Accessed 19 May 2026. https://www.e-

tar.lt/portal/It/legal Act/eaddcad09f4211e58fd1fcOb9bba68a7/asr.

Republic of Lithuania. Resolution on the Approval of the Rules for Registration of Civil Status
Acts and the Forms of Civil Status Records and Other Documents (D¢l Civilinés biiklés akty
registravimo taisykliy ir Civilinés biiklés akty jraSy ir kity dokumenty formy patvirtinimo).
Accessed 2 October 2025.

https://eseimas.|rs.It/portal/legal Act/It/TAD/65a5ecc0cd4111e69185e773229ab2b2/asr .
Supreme Court of Lithuania. Ruling of 22 February 2024 in Criminal Case No. 2K-64-
654/2024. LITEKO. Accessed 8 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=c7230f0d-e87b-4d72-a2a2-
01b46bb58abb.

Siauliai District Court. Ruling of 6 May 2022 in Civil Case No. 2SP-5839-457/2022. LITEKO.
Accessed 26 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=c8fch467-635a-4d8d-8699-
6f632edf2c39.

Siauliai District Court. Ruling of 18 December 2023 in Civil Case No. e2SP-16927-1031/2023.
LITEKO. Accessed 2 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=b82ae4d5-8f5d-46f4-b0ad-
758bae9b0587.

Siauliai District Court. Ruling of 20 December 2024 in Civil Case No. e2SP-19914-1051/2024.
LITEKO. Accessed 2 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=0f114785-0ala-4032-9f8e-
a8ae4ead5108.

Telsiai District Court. Ruling of 22 November 2022 in Civil Case No. 2SP-6368-1079/2022.
LITEKO. Accessed 2 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=50e4cf35-f871-460e-a4c0-
dc05937d73bf.

Utena District Court. Ruling of 8 February 2021 in Civil Case No. e2SP-663-913/2021.
LITEKO. Accessed 26 March 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=79d88d94-ca03-4bd4-9fd6-
d487efe7e4c9.

Utena District Court. Ruling of 21 May 2025 in Civil Case No. e2SP-3767-724/2025. LITEKO.
Accessed 26 March 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=1350cab1-9e58-4c33-9e5e-
b9aaa97ab168.

Vilnius Regional District Court. Judgment of 9 July 2025 in Civil Case No. e2YT-8831-
604/2025. LITEKO. Accessed 22 April 2026.
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=94b83f2f-938d-4deb-a85e-
3c51cach397b.

@ This article is an Open Access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the
Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 (CC BY 4.0) License.

320


https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/TAR.C8205E261830/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/eaddcad09f4211e58fd1fc0b9bba68a7/asr
https://www.e-tar.lt/portal/lt/legalAct/eaddcad09f4211e58fd1fc0b9bba68a7/asr
https://eseimas.lrs.lt/portal/legalAct/lt/TAD/65a5ecc0cd4111e69185e773229ab2b2/asr
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=c7230f0d-e87b-4d72-a2a2-01b46bb58abb
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=c7230f0d-e87b-4d72-a2a2-01b46bb58abb
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=c8fcb467-635a-4d8d-8699-6f632edf2c39
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=c8fcb467-635a-4d8d-8699-6f632edf2c39
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=b82ae4d5-8f5d-46f4-b0ad-758bae9b0587
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=b82ae4d5-8f5d-46f4-b0ad-758bae9b0587
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=0f114785-0a1a-4032-9f8e-a8ae4ea45108
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=0f114785-0a1a-4032-9f8e-a8ae4ea45108
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=50e4cf35-f871-460e-a4c0-dc05937d73bf
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=50e4cf35-f871-460e-a4c0-dc05937d73bf
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=79d88d94-ca03-4bd4-9fd6-d487efe7e4c9
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=79d88d94-ca03-4bd4-9fd6-d487efe7e4c9
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=1350cab1-9e58-4c33-9e5e-b9aaa97ab168
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=1350cab1-9e58-4c33-9e5e-b9aaa97ab168
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=94b83f2f-938d-4deb-a85e-3c51cacb397b
https://liteko.teismai.lt/viesasprendimupaieska/tekstas.aspx?id=94b83f2f-938d-4deb-a85e-3c51cacb397b
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

