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Introduction

This submission focuses on the right to conscientious objection to military service and related issues.
According to the UN Human Rights Committee’s jurisprudence: “The right to conscientious objection to
military service inheres in the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion. It entitles any individual to
an exemption from compulsory military service if this cannot be reconciled with that individual’s religion or
beliefs. The right must not be impaired by coercion. A State may, if it wishes, compel the objector to undertake
a civilian alternative to military service, outside the military sphere and not under military command. The
alternative service must not be of a punitive nature. It must be a real service to the community and compatible
with respect for human rights.”

Despite repeated concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee (hereinafter “the Committee”),
judgements of the European Court of Human Rights and subsequent amendments of the relevant legislation,
the latter still falls short of international human rights standards concerning the right to conscientious objection
to military service.

Most importantly, the State under review often, in violation of its international obligations, does not provide
asylum / international protection to conscientious objectors to military service coming from other countries,
especially from Belarus and the Russian Federation, where there is not respect of the right to conscientious
objection to military service.

Further issues of concern are related to the involvement of children in armed conflict or military activities
and the militarisation of education.

Previous consideration by the Human Rights Committee

The issue of the right to conscientious objection to military service has been examined by the Committee already
in the context of the State Party’s initial report. In 1997, in its Concluding observations, the Committee stated:
“19. The Committee expresses its concern over the conditions for alternative service available to persons who
have a conscientious objection to military service, in particular the grounds for establishing the right to perform
alternative service and its length. Therefore:

The Committee recommends the State party clarify the grounds and eligibility for performing, without
discrimination, alternative service on grounds of conscience or religious belief to ensure that the right to freedom
of conscience and religion is respected.”

In 2004, the Committee reiterated its concerns:

“17. The Committee reiterates the concern expressed in its concluding observations on the previous report about
conditions of alternative service available to conscientious objectors to military service, in particular with respect
to the eligibility criteria applied by the Special Commission and the duration of such service as compared with
military service.

The Committee recommends that the State party clarify the grounds and eligibility for performing alternative
service to persons objecting to military service on grounds of conscience or religious belief, to ensure that the
right to freedom of conscience and religion is respected by permitting in practice alternative service outside the
defence forces, and that the duration of service is not punitive in nature (arts. 18 and 26)”.1

In the context of the third periodic report the issue did not appear in the concluding observations, presumably
because conscription was suspended by that time.

However, following the reinstatement of conscription in 2015, the Committee, in 2018, expressed concerns that
in Lithuania “the alternative national defence service does not provide for alternative civil service independent
of military control and supervision and the institutions of the national defence system, and that salaries are not
comparable to those of military service (arts. 18 and 26)”. The Committee called on the State party to “ensure
that the Law on National Conscription provides for conscientious objection in a manner consistent with articles
18 and 26 of the Covenant, ensuring that it provides for an alternative to military service outside of the military
sphere and not under military command and on comparable salary terms, bearing in mind that article 18 protects
freedom of conscience based on religious and non-religious beliefs”.!"
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Judgements of the European Court of Human Rights Previous

The European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR), taking into consideration the above findings of the Human
Rights Committee," in 2022 found, in the case of Teliatnikov v. Lithuania, concerning a Jehovah’s Witness,
that “alternative national defence service is intrinsically linked to military service, and therefore cannot be seen
as separate civilian service”."!

The Court also found that the body that was supposedly assessing claims of conscientious objection was merely
making recommendations, which were transmitted to an institution of the national defence system for final
decision."! Based on the above, the Court found that “the refusal by the State to respect the applicant’s
conscientious objection to military service was not necessary in a democratic society” and constituted a violation
of Article 9 of ECHR, concerning the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion. "

The findings of the ECtHR were reiterated in 2025, in the case of Rutkauskas v. Lithuania.™

In order to comply with the aforementioned judgements of the ECtHR, there has been a recent reform concerning
the “Alternative National Defence Service”, especially as far as it concerns the issues of a genuinely civilian
nature of such service independent from control and supervision of the military, and the independence and
impartiality of the procedures for permitting conscripts to perform such service.*

However, despite progress, the current provisions of the legislation not only have been accompanied by an
increase of the duration of alternative service from 10 to 12 months,* which is not based on reasonable and
objective grounds, but more importantly, they still fall short on a number of issues, including the right to
conscientious objection during military service, i.e. after enlistment, the right to conscientious objection for
reservists, the right to conscientious objection for volunteers / professional members of the armed forces,
and the grounds for conscientious objection.

Main issues of concern

A. No recognition of the right to conscientious objection during military service
According to the response of the Parliamentary Ombudspersons’ Office of the Republic of Lithuania, acting
as the National Human Rights Institution, to a questionnaire of the European Bureau for Conscientious
Objection (hereinafter EBCO): “Neither the current wording of the Law on Conscription and Alternative
National Defence Service (in force since 1 January 2026), nor the previous wording (in force until 31 December
2025) contain provisions on the procedure in case of developing conscientious objection during the military
service of conscripts / volunteers” *ii
Such lack of legislative provisions recognising the right to conscientious objection during military service falls
short of the international human rights standards.
The right to conscientious objection during military service, i.e., after enlistment in the armed forces, derives
from the right to change beliefs and it has been recognised by the Human Rights Committee, "' the OHCHR,*"
and the UN Commission on Human Rights.*" Its successor, the UN Human Rights Council, after noting that
it is aware that persons performing military service may develop conscientious objections, has encouraged States
to allow applications for conscientious objection during military service.*"!
At the regional level, the Committee of Minister of the Council of Europe, already since 1987, had mentioned
in its recommendations that the law may provide for this possibility.**i In 2010, the Committee of Minister in a
recommendation to member states on human rights of members of the armed forces, explicitly asked for those
who perform compulsory military service “to have the right to be granted conscientious objector status and an
alternative service of a civilian nature should be proposed to them” Vil
Furthermore, the right to conscientious objection during military service has been recognised by the
Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe,™* the European Parliament™ and the Office for
Democratic Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR) of the OSCE **

B. No recognition of the right to conscientious objection for reservists
According to the response of the Parliamentary Ombudspersons’ Office to EBCO’s questionnaire: ‘“Neither
the current wording of the Law on Conscription and Alternative National Defence Service (in force since 1
January 2026), nor the previous wording (in force until 31 December 2025) contains provisions on the procedure
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in case of developing conscientious objection after the completion of the initial military service of conscripts /
volunteers (the case of reservists)” *ii

Such lack of legislative provisions recognising the right to conscientious objection after military service / for
reservists falls short of the international human rights standards.

The OHCHR in its publication about the right to conscientious objection to military service in 2013 has
extensively analysed the issue of the right to conscientious objection to military service for reservists. i

In 2017, the OHCHR stated: “Conscripts and volunteers should be able to object before the commencement of
military service as well as at any stage during and after military service.” (emphasis added)

In 2019, the OHCHR, in its minimum criteria in order for the provisions for conscientious objection to military
service to be in line with international human rights norms and standards, explicitly stated that: “The right to
conscientious objection should be recognized for conscripts, for professional members of the armed forces and
for reservists” and that “No time limit should be applicable for the submission of a request to be recognized as
a conscientious objector. Conscripts and volunteers should be able to object before the commencement of
military service, or at any stage during or after military service”.**" (emphasis added)

In 2022, the OHCHR reiterated that: “The application procedure should be available to all persons affected by
military service, including conscripts, professional members of the armed forces and reservists” and that
“Conscripts and volunteers should be able to object before the commencement of military service, or at any
stage during or after military service” "' (emphasis added)

At the regional level, the right to conscientious objection to military service for reservists has been cited in
recommendations of bodies of the Council of Europe (CoE). The Committee of Ministers of the CoE, already
in 1987, had stated that: “The law may also provide for the possibility of applying for and obtaining
conscientious objector status in cases where the requisite conditions for conscientious objection appear during
military service or periods of military training after initial service i

Subsequently, the Parliamentary Assembly of the CoE, in 2001, has recommended that the Committee of
Ministers invite those member states that have not yet done so to introduce into their legislation, inter alia: “the
right to be registered as a conscientious objector at any time: before, during or after conscription, or
performance of military service”. ™"l (emphasis added)

Worth noting that the UN Special Rapporteur on freedom of religion or belief, already since 2006, has
highlighted the above-mentioned recommendation: “draws the Government’s attention to Council of Europe
Recommendation 1518(2001), which invites member states to introduce into their legislation ‘[t]he right to be
registered as a conscientious objector at any time before, during or after conscription, or performance of military
service’. This acknowledges that conscientious objection may develop over time, and even after a person has
already participated in military training or activities.”**

The UN Human Rights Council, “Acknowledges that an increasing number of States recognize conscientious
objection to military service not only for conscripts but also for those serving voluntarily, and encourages States
to allow applications for conscientious objection prior to, during and after military service, including reserve
duties” ™ (emphasis added)

C. No recognition of the right to conscientious objection for volunteers / professional soldiers
In the aforementioned response of the Parliamentary Ombudspersons’ Office to EBCO’s questionnaire the
lack of provisions for volunteers is also included. ™
Such lack of legislative provisions recognising the right to conscientious objection for volunteers / professional
members of the armed forces falls short of the international human rights standards.
The OHCHR, in its minimum criteria in order for the provisions for conscientious objection to military service
to be in line with international human rights norms and standards, has explicitly and repeatedly stated that: “The
right to conscientious objection should be recognized for conscripts, for professional members of the armed
forces and for reservists.”* (emphasis added)
The Human Rights Committee has advocated as well for the right to conscientious objection to military service
for serving / professional members of the armed forces. In the case of another State, Latvia, the Committee has
recently recommended in its Concluding Observations: “Consider revising the legislative framework to provide
for honourable discharges on grounds of conscience, and to ensure that individuals who receive early termination
from military service on those grounds do not face financial or other penalties.”i Besides Latvia, the
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Committee has included in recent years the issue of conscientious objection to military service for serving
members of the armed forces in the Lists of issues prior to reporting of further State parties.**" The issue was
raised also during the examination of Moldova.**¥

The ODIHR of the OSCE, has also explicitly mentioned in its recommendations that “Conscientious objection
should be available both for conscripts and for professional soldiers both prior to and during military service, in
line with the recommendations of international bodies” >V

The UN Human Rights Council has also moved towards this direction by stating that it “acknowledges that an
increasing number of States recognize conscientious objection to military service not only for conscripts but
also for those serving voluntarily and encourages States to allow applications for conscientious objection prior
to, during and after military service, including reserve duties”.**"l (emphasis added)

D. Conscientious objection grounds restricted only to religious and pacifist beliefs
According to the response of the Parliamentary Ombudspersons’ Office to EBCO’s questionnaire:
“There is a possibility to complete the alternative service, which is defined in the Law as ‘the
national defence service performed as a constitutional obligation by a citizen of the Republic of
Lithuania who, due to religious or pacifist beliefs, cannot perform service involving the use of
weapons, special means, or coercion’ (Article 2(3) of the Law on Conscription and Alternative
National Defence Service)¥xvii»? xxxix
Similarly, it is stated that: “According to the Law on Conscription (wording in force until 31 December 2025),
conscripts who wish to perform alternative service may submit an application to perform alternative service to
the national defence system institution administering military service before the start of conscription into regular
compulsory initial military service, and conscripts included in the list of conscripts for the calendar year may
submit their request before the deadline for submitting the documents specified in this list. This request must
be based on religious or pacifist beliefs that prevent the person from serving in the armed forces. (Article 17
(1)) (emphasis added).
Restricting the conscientious objection grounds only to religious or pacifist beliefs falls short of the international
human rights standards.
It is worth noting that the Committee, in its concluding observations on the fourth periodic report of Lithuania
mentioned “religious and non-religious beliefs” without restricting the latter only to pacifist ones.*" The right to
conscientious objection to military service does not concern only, and should not be restricted to, pacifists.
Highly noteworthy, international human rights standards are absolutely clear that individuals who are not
pacifists can be conscientious objectors to military service.
The UNHCR has stated:
“Conscientious objection to military service refers to an objection to such service which ‘derives
from principles and reasons of conscience, including profound convictions, arising from religious,
moral, ethical, humanitarian or similar motives. ! Such an objection is not confined to absolute
conscientious objectors [pacifists], that is, those who object to all use of armed force or
participation in all wars. It also encompasses those who believe that ‘the use of force is justified in
some circumstances but not in others, and that therefore it is necessary to object in those other
cases’ [partial or selective objection to military service]* A conscientious objection may
develop over time, and thus volunteers may at some stage also raise claims based on conscientious
objection, whether absolute or partial.”™"
The OHCHR has consistently requested the recognition by States of the right to conscientious objection to
military service for selective conscientious objectors. In 2017 the OHCHR has pointed out:
“C. Selective conscientious objection
15. In its Guidelines on International Protection No. 10, issued in December 2013, the Office of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) stressed that the right to conscientious
objection also applied to partial or selective objectors.*"¥ Such objectors believe that the use of force
is justified in some circumstances but not in others and that therefore it is necessary to object in
those other cases, whereas pacifists object to all use of armed force or participation in all wars. The
General Assembly implicitly recognized one type of selective objection in its resolution 33/165, in
which it called upon Member States to grant asylum or safe transit to another State to persons
compelled to leave their country of nationality solely because of a conscientious objection to
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assisting in the enforcement of apartheid through service in military or police forces. The Working
Group on Arbitrary Detention and the Special Rapporteur on freedom of religion or belief have
also taken up cases of selective conscientious objectors XV xIvil
And in the Conclusions and Recommendations, the OHCHR has affirmed: “States should ensure that the right
to object applies both to pacifists and to selective objectors who believe that the use of force is justified in some
circumstances but not in others.”™!iii
In 2019, the OHCHR has pointed out that: “Disqualifying conditions should take into account the fact that the
right to conscientious objection applies also to partial or selective objectors who believe that the use of force is
justified in some circumstances but not in others (A/HRC/35/4, para. 15).”*
And it has included in its minimum standards:
“(d) Recognition of selective conscientious objection
The right to object also applies to selective objectors who believe that the use of force is justified
in some circumstances but not in others.”
In 2022, the OHCHR pointed out that in 2019 the UNHCR has “noted that the right to conscientious
objection also applied to partial or selective objectors, who believed that the use of force was
justified in some circumstances but not in others and that it was therefore necessary to object in
those other cases.”ii
And has reiterated that: “The right to object applies both to pacifists and to selective objectors who
believe that the use of force is justified in some circumstances but not in others!ii
In 2024, the OHCHR has further elaborated on the issue of selective conscientious objectors:
“20. In previous reporting, the Office has noted that several States excluded selective conscientious
objectors from recognition, i.e. persons who believed that the use of force was justified in some
circumstances but not in others. It has been noted that selective conscientious objection is a form
of adherence to international law," in that it protects a right to refuse to fight for an aggressor force!™!
and to refuse the perpetration of other international crimes. The objection to the perpetration of
international crimes also overlaps with conscientious objectors’ religious or moral beliefs.™ The
right of selective conscientious objectors to object is consequently protected by international human
rights law'™ and should therefore also be recognized in the domestic legal framework. A notable
example of such recognition is the ruling of the Federal Administrative Court of Germany, in 2005,
declaring that the freedom of conscience protected a major, army software engineer, who had
declared that the Iraq war was illegal and refused to work on a computer programme related to the
conflict for reasons of conscience.”xi

E. Rejection of asylum to refugees conscientious objectors, especially from Russian Federation —
Belarus

It is worth stressing that the Parliamentary Ombudspersons’ Office, in its response to EBCO’s questionnaire,
did not have any information to provide about asylum to conscientious objectors to military service.!
There are serious concerns about the treatment of foreign conscientious objectors coming from States with no
adequate recognition of the right to conscientious objection to military service who have sought or would seek
international protection in Lithuania.
Particular concerns are raised about conscientious objectors from countries directly or indirectly involved in the
regional conflict (Russian Federation, Ukraine, Belarus), who, according to UN reports, might be subjected
in their countries of origin to arbitrary detention,* forced conscription*" and even torture or ill-
treatment.™
It should be emphasised that particularly Russian conscientious objectors to military service face torture and
other ill-treatment. In addition to the broader issues of torture and ill-treatment in the Russian Federation, both
in general and particularly in relation to the war in Ukraine, highlighted by the Human Rights Committee,"!
Russian conscientious objectors is a specific group facing such unlawful treatment.
This is also cited in the press release for the first thematic report to the General Assembly of the UN Special
Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Russian Federation, Mariana Katzarova:
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“The report emphasised the impact of torture on political prisoners, human rights and anti-war activists,
conscientious objectors and mobilised men, lawyers, journalists, LGBT persons, migrants and asylum
seekers, Indigenous Peoples and national minorities, as well as women and girls”™"! (emphasis added).
Indeed, the report highlights such incidents of torture and ill-treatment. i
The Special Rapporteur has explicitly recommended:
“(e) Consider granting protection and asylum to conscientious objectors of military service who
have fled the Russian Federation and exercise due diligence to prevent their expulsion or extradition
back to the Russian Federation in violation of the principle of non-refoulement, since there is a
well-founded fear of persecution and substantial grounds to believe that, upon their return, they
would be prosecuted and face imprisonment and/or torture and ill-treatment in custody.”*x
In her September 2025 report, the Special Rapporteur included again a chapter on “Conscientious objection to
military service and mobilization™.*
The Special Rapporteur explicitly recommended that “the international community and the States Members of
the United Nations: [...] Uphold the human rights of Russian citizens in need of protection within their
jurisdiction by respecting the principle of non-refoulement in regard to all torture survivors and asylum-seekers
from the Russian Federation, in particular [...], anti-war activists, [...], conscientious objectors to military
service and individuals who have refused forced mobilization to the war against Ukraine” !
The above information is particularly important insofar Lithuania has become a country of destination for
citizens especially of the Russian Federation and of Belarus who have left their countries due to conscientious
objection to military service. For them, seeking asylum in Lithuania is linked to a well-founded fear of criminal
prosecution, long-term imprisonment, torture and ill-treatment, or other serious human rights violations in their
countries of origin. Despite this, migration authorities often refuse to grant international protection to such
applicants.
According to the most recent EBCO report:
“Applications are frequently rejected on the grounds that compulsory military service constitutes a
general civic duty and does not, in itself, amount to persecution. This approach contradicts the
provisions of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, and fails to take into account
the nature and severity of penalties for refusal of service in Belarus and Russia, as well as the link
between persecution for refusal of military service and protected grounds, including freedom of
conscience and political opinion. Particular concern is raised by the practice of qualifying
conscientious objectors as posing a ‘threat to national security’.* Even in cases where courts
conclude that there is no individual threat posed by the applicant and annul the relevant decisions,
state security authorities retain the possibility to reinitiate similar assessments within migration
procedures.
Documented cases show that such parallel and unsynchronised application of migration and
‘security’ mechanisms may lead to prolonged legal confrontation without a final determination of
the applicant’s legal status, especially in cases where applicants have previously undergone military
service or training. Such decisions are often taken without transparent criteria and individualised
assessment, which may restrict access to asylum procedures and effective judicial review.
In addition, in practice, access to effective legal remedies in such cases is significantly limited by
financial barriers. Since 2025, free legal aid in Lithuania has been provided to asylum seekers only
at the first stage of appeal. In the event of an unsuccessful appeal, the applicant is left without legal
support, and further defence is possible only through paid legal services, which are often
inaccessible to citizens of Belarus and Russia due to their high cost. il
As a result, some conscientious objectors have been placed in detention or have faced the risk of
removal to their country of origin, i.e. Belarus or Russia.™ These practices create a real risk of
violation of the principle of non-refoulement, which prohibits the return of individuals to countries
where they face persecution, torture or other serious human rights violations. International
standards, including UNHCR guidelines, explicitly recognise conscientious objection to military
service as a possible ground for refugee status.
It is important to note that after a final refusal of asylum, a person is obliged to leave Lithuania. In
cases of refusal of asylum in Lithuania, there are no instruments for legalisation of the applicant by
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any other means. At the same time, in April 2023 Lithuania adopted a law on restrictive measures,
after which restrictions were introduced on the issuance of visas and certain other statuses for
citizens of Belarus and Russia.™ Taken together, these factors significantly narrow alternative
pathways to lawful status after an asylum refusal.”*"i
In recent years, several cases of Belarusian conscientious objectors, as well as human rights defenders
advocating for their rights, who have been denied asylum, have been publicised.™
In March 2026, dozens of international organisations issued a joint press release about the immediate risk of
deportation of a Russian conscientious objector and called for immediate international protection, as “there
are substantial grounds to believe that if returned to the Russian Federation he could face mobilisation and be
forcibly sent to fight in the war against Ukraine, where he could be compelled to participate in war crimes under
threat of violence or severe punishment.”**Vili
Our House, a human rights organization operating in Lithuania, has recently reported of a young Russian deserter
deprived of his liberty in Lithuania and arrested upon his return to Russia on June 15% bxix
The above-described situations do not comply with the EU Parliament call which “demands that Member States
protect and grant asylum to Russians and Belarusians being persecuted for speaking out against or protesting
the war, as well as Russian and Belarusian deserters and conscientious objectors”,™* which was recently
highlighted by the OHCHR,*> nor with international human rights law and standards as described in a
non-exhaustive compilation below.

Main international standards regarding international protection for conscientious objectors to military
service

The UNHCR has included the issue of persecution of conscientious objectors in its guidelines for international
protection. The UNHCR has also clarified that “Such an objection is not confined to absolute conscientious
objectors [pacifists], that is, those who object to all use of armed force or participation in all wars. It also
encompasses those who believe that ‘the use of force is justified in some circumstances but not in others, and
that therefore it is necessary to object in those other cases’ [partial or selective objection to military service].’xi
A conscientious objection may develop over time, and thus volunteers may at some stage also raise claims based
on conscientious objection, whether absolute or partial.”xili

As it has been also highlighted by the OHCHR™":

the Human Rights Council has encouraged States “to consider granting asylum to those conscientious objectors
to military service who have a well-founded fear of persecution in their country of origin owing to their refusal
to perform military service when there is no provision, or no adequate provision, for conscientious objection to
military service ™

UNHCR has noted that a well-founded fear of persecution may arise after an applicant has left her or his country
of origin, owing to circumstances arising in the country of origin during the applicant’s absence and/or as a
result of her or his own actions after she or he has left the country of origin, for example for having expressed
objections or taken a stance against a situation of armed conflict and violence ™"

in 2019, the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention reminded States to respect, protect and fulfil the right to
personal liberty of conscientious objectors to military service by exercising due diligence to prevent their
expulsion, return (refoulement) or extradition to another State where there are substantial grounds for believing
that they would be in danger of being subjected to arbitrary deprivation of liberty. Vi

in its general comment No. 4 (2017), the Committee against Torture noted that “violations of the right to
freedom of thought, conscience and religion” (as well as “desertion from the national armed forces or armed
groups”) were indications of the complainant’s personal risk and that the Committee would assess “substantial
grounds” and consider the risk of torture as foreseeable, personal, present and real when the existence of facts
relating to the risk by itself, at the time of its decision, would affect the rights of the complainant under the
Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment in case of the
complainant’s deportation, i

In 2024, the OHCHR has stressed: “States should respect and protect the rights of conscientious objectors
arriving from third States, including through adherence to the principle of non-refoulement and international
human rights and refugee law and the implementation and dissemination of guidance on the interpretation of
applicable international law, such as the UNHCR guidelines on international protection on claims to refugee
status related to military service.” i
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Most recently, in April 2026, the OHCHR similarly recommended: “Protect without discrimination the rights
of conscientious objectors fleeing their countries of origin, in line with international human rights law and
international refugee law, including by upholding the principle of non-refoulement and ensuring that the relevant
State officials have knowledge of the applicable international law”.*

There is also an evolving jurisprudence of the European Court of Human Rights, which takes into
consideration the issue of conscientious objection to military service as for the expulsion of persons.*

F. Involvement of children in armed conflict and militarisation of education
In 2007, the Committee on the Rights of the Child (CRC) had noted that “no compulsory active military
service is required before the age of 19 but that registration of Lithuanian male citizens to enter military service
starts at the age of 16, and that children between the ages of 12 and 18 can receive military training through the
Riflemen’s Union. The Committee is thus concerned about the fact that the State party could engage children
under 18 in military activities.” And the CRC requested “more information and clarification, to be submitted in
conjunction with the next State party report, on the purpose of the registration of male citizens from the age of
16, and on the military training provided to children between the ages of 12 and 18 within the Riflemen’s Union
and their possible use in armed conflicts” xii
Furthermore, the CRC issued several recommendations regarding peace education*' and “refugee, asylum-
seeking and migrant children entering Lithuania who may have been recruited or used in hostilities abroad”.*"
In 2024, the CRC reiterated such recommendations:
“46. Recalling its previous concluding observations on the report of the State party submitted under
article 8 of the Optional Protocol, the Committee urges the State party:
(a) To establish mechanisms for the early identification of refugee, asylum-seeking and migrant
children who may have been recruited or used in hostilities abroad and to provide them with
immediate culturally sensitive, child-centred and multidisciplinary assistance for their physical and
psychological recovery, their rehabilitation and their social reintegration;
(b) To develop systematic awareness-raising, education and training programmes on the provisions
of the Optional Protocol addressing all relevant groups working with children, in particular
professionals working with asylum-seeking, refugee and migrant children entering the State party
from countries affected by armed conflict.”*"
Concerning the militarisation of the education system, EBCO reports that:
“From the 20242025 school year, a three-day Civics and Defense Skills Course (PGJK) organised
by the Lithuanian Riflemen’s Union became mandatory for all 7-9th grade students in general
education schools, aiming at ‘civic and patriotic education’ and ‘preparedness for emergencies and
crises.”*"! It is planned to expand to grades 5—6 from 2028-2029.*¥i The military does not organise
programs for students under the age of 18. However, a voluntary ‘Youth Riflemen’ programme is
available within the Lithuanian Riflemen’s Union for young people aged 11-18.><¥ii A Cadet
Education Programme was introduced in 2024 to allow municipal and state gymnasiums to offer
cadet education including ‘training in basic national defense skills based on practices by existing
schools like the General Povilas Plechavi¢ius Cadet Lyceum. x>
The Parliamentary Ombudspersons’ Office states that:
There are no compulsory programs which could be seen as preparatory to military recruitment, but an “optional
program called ‘National Security and Defence’ has been developed for students (aged 16-19) in grades II1I-1V
of gymnasium (secondary school)”.
The military does not organize programs for students under the age of 18. Students under 18 who wish to get
involved are invited to join Lithuanian Riflemen's Union.
School teachers of social sciences classes (history, basics of citizenship) often invite representatives of the
military to give lessons on the Lithuanian Armed Forces, national defence, or other related topics.®

Suggested questions for the list of issues prior to reporting

A. Please report on measures taken in order to recognise in law and respect the right to conscientious objection
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for all persons affected by military service, including conscripts, volunteers / professional members of the armed
forces and reservists; before the commencement of military service, or at any stage during or after military
service; and for both pacifists and selective objectors who believe that the use of force is justified in some
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objection to military service, and especially to conscientious objectors asylum-seekers from the Russian
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