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Grand Chamber judgment 

Permanent and irreversible disqualification of a former 
President from parliamentary office following his removal in 

impeachment proceedings was disproportionate 

In today’s Grand Chamber judgment in the case of Paksas v. Lithuania (application 
no. 34932/04), which is final1, the European Court of Human Rights held, by a majority, 
that there had been: 
 
A violation of Article 3 of Protocol No. 1 (right to free elections) to the European 
Convention on Human Rights on account of the applicant’s inability to stand for election 
to the Lithuanian Parliament. 
 
The case concerned the applicant’s disqualification from holding parliamentary office 
following his removal as President of Lithuania in impeachment proceedings2 for 
committing a gross violation of the Constitution and breaching the constitutional oath. 

Principal facts 

The applicant, Rolandas Paksas, is a Lithuanian national who was born in 1956 and lives 
in Vilnius. On 5 January 2003 he was elected President of the Republic of Lithuania. 
Following impeachment proceedings against him, he was removed from office on 6 April 
2004 by the Seimas (the Lithuanian Parliament) for committing a gross violation of the 
Constitution and breaching the constitutional oath. 

The Constitutional Court found that, while in office as President, the applicant had, 
unlawfully and for his own personal ends, granted Lithuanian citizenship to a Russian 
businessman, disclosed a State secret to the latter by informing him that he was under 
investigation by the secret services, and exploited his own status to exert undue 
influence on a private company for the benefit of close acquaintances. 

On 22 April 2004 the Central Electoral Committee (CEC) found that there was nothing to 
prevent the applicant from standing in the presidential election called as a result of his 
removal from office. However, on 4 May 2004 the Seimas amended the Presidential 
Elections Act by inserting a provision to the effect that a person who had been removed 
from office in impeachment proceedings could not be elected President until a period of 
five years had expired (as a result of which the CEC ultimately refused to register the 
applicant as a candidate). The matter was referred by members of parliament to the 
Constitutional Court, which ruled on 25 May 2004 that such a disqualification was 
compatible with the Constitution, but that subjecting it to a time-limit was 
unconstitutional. On 15 July 2004 the Seimas passed an amendment to the Seimas 
 

1  Grand Chamber judgments are final (Article 44 of the Convention). 

All final judgments are transmitted to the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe for supervision of 
their execution. Further information about the execution process can be found here: 
www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/execution
2 Formal indictment procedure whereby the legislature may remove from office a head of State, a senior official 
or a judge for breaching the law or the Constitution. 

http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=879540&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://www.coe.int/t/dghl/monitoring/execution


 

 
 

 

 

 

Elections Act, to the effect that anyone who had been removed from office following 
impeachment proceedings was disqualified from being a member of parliament. 

Criminal proceedings were also brought against the applicant on a charge of disclosing 
information classified as a State secret, but he was eventually acquitted. 

Complaints, procedure and composition of the Court 

Relying on Article 6 § 1 (right to a fair hearing) of the Convention, Mr Paksas complained 
that the Constitutional Court had not been impartial and had exceeded its powers in the 
proceedings concerning the constitutional violations of which he was accused. He further 
complained that his right to be presumed innocent, under Article 6 § 2, had been 
breached in several respects. In addition, under Article 7 (no punishment without law), 
he submitted that the sanction of his lifelong disqualification from standing for election 
was not provided for by law and, relying on Article 4 § 1 of Protocol No. 7 (right not to 
be tried or punished twice), he alleged that the institution of impeachment proceedings 
followed by criminal proceedings against him had amounted to trying him twice for the 
same offence. Lastly, under Article 3 of Protocol No. 1 (right to free elections), he 
complained that the amendment of electoral law had been passed arbitrarily to bar him 
from holding office in future, and that his lifelong disqualification from being a member 
of parliament was contrary to the very essence of free elections. 

The application was lodged with the European Court of Human Rights on 27 September 
2004. On 1 December 2009 the Chamber to which the case had been assigned 
relinquished jurisdiction in favour of the Grand Chamber.3

A Grand Chamber hearing took place in public in the Human Rights Building in 
Strasbourg on 28 April 2010. 

Judgment was given by the Grand Chamber of 17 judges, composed as follows: 

Jean-Paul Costa (France), President, 
Christos Rozakis (Greece), 
Nicolas Bratza (United Kingdom), 
Peer Lorenzen (Denmark), 
Françoise Tulkens (Belgium), 
Josep Casadevall (Andorra), 
Ireneu Cabral Barreto (Portugal), 
Lech Garlicki (Poland), 
Dean Spielmann (Luxembourg), 
Renate Jaeger (Germany), 
Egbert Myjer (Netherlands), 
Sverre Erik Jebens (Norway), 
David Thór Björgvinsson (Iceland), 
Dragoljub Popović (Serbia), 
Nona Tsotsoria (Georgia), 
Işıl Karakaş (Turkey), judges, 
András Baka (Hungary), ad hoc judge, 
 
and also Michael O’Boyle, Deputy Registrar.

 

3 Under Article 30 of the Convention, where a case pending before a Chamber raises a serious question 
affecting the interpretation of the Convention or the Protocols thereto, or where the resolution of a question 
might have a result inconsistent with a judgment previously delivered by the Court, the Chamber may, at any 
time before it has rendered its judgment, relinquish jurisdiction in favour of the Grand Chamber, unless one of 
the parties to the case objects. 

2 

http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=867166&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649


 

 
 

 

 

 

Decision of the Court 

Article 6 §§ 1 and 2, Article 7 and Article 4 § 1 of Protocol No. 7 

The first set of proceedings in the Constitutional Court had concerned the compliance 
with the Constitution and the law of a naturalisation decree issued by the applicant by 
virtue of his presidential powers, and the second set had sought to ascertain whether he 
had committed gross violations of the Constitution or breached his constitutional oath. In 
the Court’s view, the proceedings in question had not concerned the “determination of 
his civil rights and obligations” or of a “criminal charge” against him within the meaning 
of Article 6 § 1 of the Convention; nor had he been “charged with a criminal offence” 
within the meaning of Article 6 § 2 in those proceedings, or “convicted” or “tried or 
punished ... in criminal proceedings” within the meaning of Article 4 § 1 of Protocol No. 
7, and the proceedings had not resulted in his being held “guilty of a criminal offence” or 
receiving a “penalty” within the meaning of Article 7 of the Convention. 

The Court therefore rejected this part of the application as being incompatible ratione 
materiae (in terms of subject matter) with the provisions of the Convention. 

Article 3 of Protocol No. 1 
 
Admissibility 
 
The Court observed first of all that Article 3 of Protocol No. 1, concerning the right to 
free elections, applied only to the election of the “legislature”. It thus concluded that in 
so far as the applicant’s complaint related to his removal from office or disqualification 
from standing for the presidency, it was incompatible ratione materiae with the 
provisions of the Convention and hence inadmissible. However, it was admissible ratione 
materiae in so far as it related to his inability to stand for election to the Seimas. 
 
The Court then dismissed the Government’s arguments that the applicant had not 
exhausted domestic remedies for the purposes of Article 35 § 1 of the Convention and 
that his application had been lodged outside the six-month time-limit prescribed by the 
same provision. It also held that, contrary to what the Government maintained, Article 
17 of the Convention, prohibiting the abuse of rights, could not be applied in his case. 
 
Merits 
 
The Court noted that, as a former President of Lithuania removed from office following 
impeachment proceedings, the applicant belonged to a category of people directly 
affected by the rule set forth in the Constitutional Court’s ruling of 25 May 2004 and the 
Act of 15 July 2004. Since he had thus been deprived of any possibility of running as a 
parliamentary candidate, he was entitled to claim that there had been interference with 
the exercise of his right to stand for election. The interference satisfied the requirements 
of lawfulness and pursued a legitimate aim for the purposes of Article 3 of Protocol 
No. 1, namely preservation of the democratic order. 
 
Assessing the proportionality of the interference, the Court observed on the one hand 
that, as it had previously held, Article 3 of Protocol No. 1 did not exclude the possibility 
of imposing restrictions on the electoral rights of a person who had, for example, 
seriously abused a public position or whose conduct had threatened to undermine the 
rule of law or democratic foundations. The applicant’s case concerned circumstances of 
that kind, since his inability to serve as a member of parliament was the consequence of 
his removal from office by the Seimas in a decision taken in impeachment proceedings 
on the basis of the Constitutional Court’s ruling that he had committed a gross violation 
of the Constitution and breached his constitutional oath. The Court further noted that, in 
the context of impeachment proceedings, which could result in senior officials being 
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removed from office and barred from standing for election, Lithuanian law provided for a 
number of safeguards protecting those concerned from arbitrary treatment. 
 
On the other hand, while not wishing either to underplay the seriousness of the 
applicant’s alleged conduct in relation to his constitutional obligations or to question the 
principle of his removal from office as President, the Court noted the extent of the 
consequences of his removal for the exercise of his rights under Article 3 of Protocol No. 
1: he was permanently and irreversibly deprived of the opportunity to stand for election 
to Parliament. That appeared all the more severe since removal from office had the 
effect of barring the applicant not only from being a member of parliament but also from 
holding any other office for which it was necessary to take an oath in accordance with 
the Constitution. The Court found it understandable that a State should consider a gross 
violation of the Constitution or a breach of the constitutional oath to be a particularly 
serious matter requiring firm action when committed by a person holding an office such 
as that of President of Lithuania; however, that was not sufficient to persuade it that the 
applicant’s permanent and irreversible disqualification from standing for election as a 
result of a general provision was a proportionate means of satisfying the requirements of 
preserving democratic order. 
 
The Court noted that Lithuania’s position in that area constituted an exception in Europe. 
It then observed that not only was the restriction in question not subject to any time-
limit, but the rule on which it was based was also set in constitutional stone, with the 
result that the applicant’s disqualification from standing from election carried a 
connotation of immutability that was hard to reconcile with Article 3 of Protocol No. 1. 
Lastly, it found that although the relevant legal provision was worded in general terms 
and was intended to apply in exactly the same manner to anyone whose situation 
corresponded to clearly defined criteria, it was the result of a rule-making process 
strongly influenced by the particular circumstances. 
 
Accordingly, and having regard especially to the permanent and irreversible nature of 
the applicant’s disqualification from holding parliamentary office, the Court concluded 
that there had been a violation of Article 3 of Protocol No. 1. 
 

Article 13 taken in conjunction with Article 3 of Protocol No. 1 
 
In view of its finding of a violation of Article 3 of Protocol No. 1, the Court considered 
that the applicant had an “arguable claim” calling in principle for the application of Article 
13. 
 
However, the absence of remedies against a decision of a constitutional court did not 
raise an issue under Article 13, which did not go so far as to require the provision of a 
remedy allowing a constitutional precedent with statutory force to be challenged. 
 
This part of the application was therefore rejected as being manifestly ill-founded. 
 

Article 41 

By way of just satisfaction, the Court held unanimously that the finding of a violation 
constituted in itself sufficient just satisfaction for the non-pecuniary damage sustained 
by the applicant. 

Separate opinion 

Judge Costa, joined by Judges Tsotsoria and Baka, expressed a partly dissenting opinion, 
which is annexed to the judgment. 
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The judgment is available in English and French. 
 

This press release is a document produced by the Registry. It does not bind the Court. 
Decisions, judgments and further information about the Court can be found on its 
Internet site. To receive the Court’s press releases, please subscribe to the Court’s RSS 
feeds. 

Press contacts 
echrpress@echr.coe.int | tel: +33 3 90 21 42 08 
 
Céline Menu-Lange (tel: + 33 3 90 21 58 77) 
Emma Hellyer (tel: + 33 3 90 21 42 15) 
Tracey Turner-Tretz (tel: + 33 3 88 41 35 30) 
Kristina Pencheva-Malinowski (tel: + 33 3 88 41 35 70) 
Frédéric Dolt (tel: + 33 3 90 21 53 39) 
Nina Salomon (tel: + 33 3 90 21 49 79) 

The European Court of Human Rights was set up in Strasbourg by the Council of 
Europe Member States in 1959 to deal with alleged violations of the 1950 European 
Convention on Human Rights. 

5 

http://www.echr.coe.int/ECHR/homepage_en
http://www.echr.coe.int/ECHR/RSS.aspx
http://www.echr.coe.int/ECHR/RSS.aspx
mailto:Echrpress@echr.coe.int


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


