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Examples of cases in which the provisions of the Covenant have been invoked by or before, and directly enforced by the courts

	Decision of the Regional Administrative Court of 05/05/2021 in the administrative case № eI2-2236-609/2021.
	The complainant challenged a decision adopted by the Department of Klaipėda of the State Social Insurance Fund Board under the Ministry of Social Security and Labour not to grant her maternity social security benefits. In the case the crux of the matter revolved around the way to calculate the periods on the basis of which the complainant should be entitled to the mentioned benefits. The Court invoked Art. 10 of the Covenant in ascertaining that the right to the maternity leave is esteemed to be a tool of social protection of extraordinary importance.

	Ruling of the Panevėžys Regional Court of 26/11/2020 in the civil case № e2A-678-739/2020.
	The petitioner filed a lawsuit at the court of 1st instance in order to achieve a divorce from her husband, determine the living place of their minor son and to award the maintenance for their son. Since the petitioner was not satisfied with the ruling of the court of 1st instance, she lodged an appeal. Considering that the defendant was in peril of losing a place to live, the court on appeal (that is – Panevėžys Regional Court) referred to the Covenant in affirming that the right to a dwelling place has to be guaranteed to the defendant, as it is protected not only by the Constitution, but also by the international instruments, inter alia, Art. 11(1) of the Covenant (§ 74 of the ruling).

	Ruling of the Vilnius Regional Court of 09/04/2020 in the civil case № 2A-918-910/2020.
	The applicant brought a lawsuit against the State Labour Inspectorate with a view to annulling a decision of the Labour dispute commission and awarding her a part of the salary as well as certain connected benefits arising from the employment relationships. In the present case the applicant referred to the Art. 7 of Covenant so that she could vindicate the right to a fair remuneration for the work.

	Ruling of the Supreme Administrative Court of 08/12/2021 in the administrative case № A-2647-502/2021.
	The petitioner brought an action against the Administration of the Region of Joniškis so as to obtain an invalidation of the decision not to endow him with social benefits. It should be emphasised that in the case under examination the petitioner invoked the explanations provided by the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, which is empowered to supervise the protection of the rights enshrined in the Covenant, on the minimal needs for food, healthcare, dwelling place and education, that are universally regarded to be minimally necessary to assure that at least the basic needs of a human being would be met (§ 18 of the ruling).

	Ruling of the Kaunas Regional Court of 27/02/2019 in the civil case № 2A-10-896/2020.
	The claimant on appeal brought proceedings for the purpose of achieving the dissolution of a marriage for shared fault of the spouses. From the legal standpoint, in the case under discussion the crux of the problem lies in determining the moment from which for the spouses came about the consequences in terms of property rights upon the dissolution of a marriage and liquidation of property acquired during marriage. It should be pointed out that the court has had recourse to the Art. 11(1) of the Covenant in order to substantiate the priority status of the living place, hereby passing a judgment that the defendant is entitled to a part thereof as well (§ 32 of the ruling). 
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