
 
Policy book Review Chapter 2 

 

COLOUR CODING (for resolutions with a text update): New additions, compared to an old 

resolution text were marked in red, texts imported from other resolutions are in green. 

2.09 - UPDATED TEXT TO BE PROPOSED 

Sexual Orientation, Gender Identity and Gender Expression as grounds for International 

Protection  

This resolution archives Resolution 2.09 on Sexual Orientation, Gender Identity and Gender 

Expression as Causes for International Protection and Asylum in the European Countries 

EU, refugees, asylum policy, Gender and Sexual Rights, Civil Liberties 

For consideration on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Skopje, 

North Macedonia on 3-5 April 2020 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Considering that : 

- The attention given to LGBTI rights in the processes connected to international protection and 

asylum has developed significantly in recent years, as it has been acknowledged that sexual 

orientation could be considered as grounds for asylum. According to article 2(d) in Directive 

2011/95/EU on standards for the qualification of third-country nationals or stateless persons as 

beneficiaries of international protection ‘refugee’ means a third-country national (or stateless 

person) who, owing to a well-founded fear of being persecuted for reasons of race, religion, 

nationality, political opinion or membership of a particular social group, is outside the country of 

nationality and is unable or, owing to such fear, is unwilling to avail himself or herself of the 

protection of that country. According to article 10 (d) “Depending on the circumstances in the 

country of origin, a particular social group might include a group based on a common 

characteristic of sexual orientation...Gender related aspects, including gender identity, shall be 

given due consideration for the purposes of determining membership of a particular social group” 

- there are still considerable differences in the way in which the EU member states examine 

LGBTI asylum applications.  

- homo- bi- and transsexuality is still criminalised in a number of countries in the world and people 

are persecuted and sentenced to prison or even to death penalty because of their sexual 

orientation, gender identity or gender expression 

- Although the ECJ has ruled out the "discretion requirement" and rejected concealing one’s 

sexual orientation as means to avoid persecution, LGBTI asylum seekers are still facing 

difficulties in legal and asylum proceedings 



 
- the lack of official statistics on the number of LGBTI asylum claims in Europe is alarming, as it 

further contributes to the discrepancies in providing protection of LGBTI asylum seekers among 

the Member states; 

 

The LYMEC Congress calls for: 

 

- The Fundamental rights agency to conduct and issue an yearly report containing comparative 

disaggregated data, and Eurostat to publish statistics on applications on the grounds of sexual 

orientation and their refusal rates by country. 

 

- EASO to consider the adoption of guidelines on the assessment of LGBTI asylum cases for 

case handlers and judges in the member states, in accordance with existing UNHCR guidelines.  

 

- the Member states of the European Union to ensure a harmonised application and interpretation 

of the “Qualification Directive” with view of the requirements set up in the directive and to ensure 

equaland adequate protection of LGBTI asylum seekers throughout the Union. 

2.10 - UPDATED TEXT TO BE PROPOSED 

Recognise Same-Sex Marriages in the EU 

This resolution archives Resolution 2.10 on Recognise Same-Sex Marriages in the Entire EU 

Gender and Sexual Rights, Civil Liberties, Social Rights 

For consideration on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Skopje, 

North Macedonia on 3-5 April 2020 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Considering that: 

- Same-sex marriages are still not legal in a number of member states of the European Union. 

Other regulated forms of partnerships, such as civil unions or registered partnerships, are 

available to same-sex couples in several member states, but often do not afford the same scope 

of rights as marriage. 

- Some member states do not legally recognize same-sex relationships at all, and in some 

member states, the constitution limits marriage to heterosexual couples. 



 
- Discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation is incompatible with liberal values. 

- While the status of contractual interpersonal partnership is a fundamental concept in family law, 

there are no legitimate grounds to restrict the freedom to enter into such an agreement on the 

basis of sexual orientation, and therefore all contractual interpersonal relationships deserve the 

same respect, recognition, rights and aid in all countries of the European Union. 

- The free movement of individuals is at the core of the founding values of the EU. 

LYMEC calls for 

- all family legislation and family recognition on a European level shall include same-sex couples, 

affording equal treatment of all contractual interpersonal partnerships by the European Union. 

- all member states to recognize same-sex couples who have married or entered into a civil union, 

cohabitation or similar arrangement in another member state, even if the member state does not 

itself perform such marriages or arrangements.  

- That the European Commission step up its actions in enforcing the existing anti-discrimination 

policy in case of violations in a Member state or a EU candidate country. 

2.11 on Ending the Discrimination of Young Gays and Lesbians in the Accession 

Countries-  To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: The EU enlargement process already includes an obligation for candidate countries 

to provide protect LGBTI people from discrimination. According to ILGA Europe itself, the 

umbrella organisation for protection of lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans and intersex people in Europe, 

enlargement “...can affect LGBTI rights significantly... Over time, this process brought with it a 

gradual shift in how LGBTI issues were framed – now they are viewed as a matter of rights, rather 

than a question of morality. As a result, most candidate and potential candidate countries have 

rather advanced legal protection against discrimination and violence.” Thus, the premises of this 

resolution are obsolete. 

2.12 - on Freedom of expression as a core to a liberal society - To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: This resolution, albeit touching on a principled position of LYMEC is built entirely on 

the premises of a concrete case of protests against religiously sensitive cartoons published in 

Denmark in 2006. In addition, after scrapping the case-specific references, this resolution leaves 

out contradicting statements such as “Noting that the price of freedom of expression is the 

publication of material that may be offensive to some groups” but at the same time “Urges all 

those in a position of responsibility in the media to show respect for the beliefs of all citizens”, so 



 
the text covering an old case and having discrepancies in its stands is not worth preserving in the 

modernized version of the policy book.  

2.13 - UPDATED TEXT TO BE PROPOSED 

 

Freedom of Gender Identity as a Fundamental European Right 

 

This resolution archives Resolution 2.13 on Freedom of Gender Identity as a Fundamental 

European Right 

Gender and Sexual Rights, Discrimination, Civil Liberties 

For consideration on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Skopje, 

North Macedonia on 3-5 April 2020 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

 

Considering that 

- Despite the promising developments in individual countries, trans and intersex people still 

confront significant levels of inequality across the European Union. 

- In recent years increasing attention has been paid to the human rights of trans and intersex 

people and to discrimination on the grounds of gender identity and sex characteristics.  

- International and regional protections for trans and intersex populations are currently in a state 

of flux. 

- No international human rights treaty specifically acknowledges trans and intersex individuals; 

EU primary legislation also provides no explicit references to gender identity, gender expression 

or sex characteristics, although the Charter of fundamental rights of the European Union does list 

genetic features and sexual orientation in the list of non-discrimination grounds (Art. 21(1)).  

- EU secondary law does contain reference to trans identities. Recital 3 of the EU equality 

directive (2006/54/EC) provides that the Directive also applies to discrimination arising from 

“gender reassignment”. The baseline obligation for EU Member States in relation to trans non-

discrimination has thus mostly been looked at through the lens of “gender reassignment”, 

resulting in a highly medicalised picture of trans populations, which frames trans equality as 

contingent upon medical interventions. This calls into question the utility and applicability of EU 

non-discrimination guarantees for the large population of trans people in Europe who cannot or 

will not access gender confirmation healthcare.  

- No judgments have been issued regarding intersex or non-binary individuals and it remains to 

be seen whether EU sex equality law – in its current formulation – has the capacity to 

accommodate and safeguard gender beyond the binary.  

- The conditions for legal gender recognition varies greatly in Europe. In some countries, there 

are still no legislative, administrative or judicial guidelines for acknowledging a preferred gender.  

- According the Amnesty International Annual Report 2017/2018, children and adults with 

variations in sex characteristics continue to face human rights violations, perpetrated in the 



 
course of non-emergency, invasive and irreversible medical intervention which often have  

harmful consequences on physical and psychological health. 

- In 2017, the European Court of Human Rights found that the sterilization requirement for legal 

gender recognition violates human rights.  

- that in some countries, a mental health diagnosis is a requirement in order for one to be able to 

change their gender. 

 

Noting that 

- The freedom of identity and expression is a fundamental human right; 

- The availability of non-discriminatory public health care is the foundation of a modern liberal 

society. 

- In states where gender confirmation treatments are not available, obtaining such services 

abroad can result in national authorities refusing to recognise the medical interventions. This 

creates a possible breach of the freedom to provide and receive services across the EU             

 

LYMEC calls for 

- Gender identity, gender expression and sex characteristics to be added to EU non-

discrimination grounds, making discrimination and refusal in the provision of healthcare to trans 

and intersex individuals illegal.  

- Gender confirmation treatments should be made available to all. 

- All EU and EFTA member states to adopt legislation that affirms preferred gender through a 

model of self-determination. 

 

2.14 No Naked Scanners! - To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal, LYMEC Bureau, Radikal Ungdom, 

Joventut Nacionalista de Catalunya.... 

Justification: This resolution was adopted in 2010, whereas in November 2011 the European 

Commission adopted an EU legal framework on security scanners which have been integrated 

into the Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) 2015/1998. Since there are now EU 

provisions in place setting up the framework of naked scanners so the procedure is not 

unnecessarily intrusive, this resolution’s premises are outdated and need to be archived.  

 

2.15 - UPDATED TEXT TO BE PROPOSED 

 

Urgent Resolution on harmful content online 

 

This resolution archives Resolution 2.15 on the Plan of the EU to Block Websites 

 

Civil Rights, Internet, Transparency, Freedom of expression 



 
For consideration on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Skopje, 

North Macedonia on 3-5 April 2020 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Considers:  

- that any case of child abuse published on the internet to be deeply disturbing, but that it is 

important to fight child abuse effectively instead of only making  such content invisible when 

hosted on EU servers;  

- that blocking web sites does not help to avoid harmful content online, but only makes it 

somewhat harder to reach the website and more difficult for the authorities to identify them. That 

there effective initiatives in this field - such as INHOPE, a network of hotlines reporting on child 

abuse online cases that works with representatives of the technology sector, child advocates, 

and law enforcement, need to be supported; 

- that the EU Internet Forum was launched in the EU in 2015 to stop the misuse of the internet 

by international terrorist groups and that the Forum provides a framework for voluntary 

cooperation with the internet industry to remove online terrorist content, bringing together 

governments, EU Agencies, academics, and internet companies such as: Google/YouTube, 

Facebook, Microsoft, Twitter, Justpaste.it, Snap, Wordpress and Yellow; 

- That currently the Dissemination of terrorist content online Directive is being negotiated between 

the European parliament and the Council. That amongst other sensitive elements, the Directive 

contains the so called “one hour rule” - a legally binding one hour deadline for content to be 

removed by platforms and server providers following a removal order from national competent 

authorities, and also, a “duty of care obligation”, rendering all platforms to ensure they are not 

misused for the dissemination of terrorist content. Considers these provisions to put inadequate 

pressure to smaller platforms, operated by SMEs; 

- that Since May 2016, Facebook, Twitter, YouTube and Microsoft, Google+ and Instagram have 

committed to combatting the spread of illegal online hate speech in Europe through a Code of 

Conduct, committing to review and remove content in less than 24 hours. When they receive a 

request to remove content from their platform, the companies assess the request against their 

rules and community guidelines, national laws on combating racism and xenophobia. That 

according to the European Commission this has led to a removal by the signatory platforms of an 

average 70% of illegal hate speech notified to them and in more than 80% of these cases, the 

removals took place within 24 hours; 

- That despite the broad public outcry on the legal uncertainties and ambiguities of the Directive 

on the copyright in the digital single with its liability regime for content-sharing platforms, it was 

adopted by the European Parliament with a narrow majority, and its impact on the way the Internet 

and its digital market operates is yet to be seen. 

 

The European Liberal Youth (LYMEC): 

 

- strongly condemns any form of child abuse and child pornography, calls the European 

institutions and Member states for a joint effort to fight any kind of child abuse with effective 



 
measures inside and outside the internet, and for support to initiatives that fight this phenomenon 

and provide victim support; 

- Reaffirms its stand that the internet is a fundamental right in an age of digitalization and calls for 

its protection as such; 

- Calls the liberal MEPs to oppose censorship of the internet, and insists that actions, such as 

website or content blocks, should require thorough judicial review and authorisation by means of 

a court order and not by order of a government or any means of automatic filtering. 

- Calls for thorough impact assessment to be provided in any further legislative proposals dealing 

with the functioning of freedom of speech in the internet and the digital single market.  

 

2.16- UPDATED TEXT TO BE PROPOSED 

Stop Discriminatory Measures Towards Roma People 

This resolution archives Resolution 2.16 - Stop Discriminatory Measures Regarding Roma People 

Civil Rights, Human Rights, Minority Rights 

For consideration on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Skopje, 

North Macedonia on 3-5 April 2020 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Notes: 

- the systematic discrimination of Roma minorities on the territory of Europe; 

- that Roma children are still frequently taught separately in all-Roma classes or all-Roma schools 

in some European member states, even after the introduction of the measures against this; 

- the gap between the employment rates of Roma people and of the majority population, and the 

stigmatization and prejudice towards the minority at the labour market in Central and East 

European countries; 

- Roma people in Paris who have been object to a series of vigilante attacks sparked by false 

reports of attempted child abductions in March 2019; 

- the that In July 2017, 150 Roma adults and children were subjected to forced eviction in Naples; 

- that many  Roma communities in Slovenia as well as in the Balkan parts of Europe often do not 

have access to sufficient and safe drinking water as they live in isolated, overcrowded and 

informal settlements. 



 
Considering: 

- the fact that the countries of the European Union signed several international human right 

declarations and treaties like the European Convention of Human Rights, the EU Racial Equality 

Directive (2000/43/EC and 2000/78/EC) and the European Framework Convention for Protection 

of National Minorities; 

- that European countries have a shared responsibility towards all European citizens, including 

those belonging to minorities; 

- that ethnic registration and ethnically-based measures are objectionable; 

- that separate measures could promote further discrimination and isolation, and incentive 

measures must be incorporated in regular policies, accessible for all people in comparable 

situations; that affirmative action towards Roma people in particular, could enlarge the tensions 

with non-Roma citizens. 

Calls upon: 

- the European Commission, ALDE Party and Renew Europe Group in the European Parliament 

to evaluate integration policies across the European Union to compare strategies, mechanisms 

and results of exceptional policies concerning Roma people and propose best practises for better 

integration, labour market and social inclusion; 

- the European Commission to ensure that Member States of the European Union respect the 

rights of minorities as stated in the treaties mentioned above; 

- that LYMEC and its Member organisations will take firms and vocal stand condemning any form 

of violence or hate speech against Roma people. 

2.17- UPDATED TEXT TO BE PROPOSED  

Situation in Belarus 

This resolution archives Resolution 2.17 on Capital punishment in Belarus, resolution 2.32, 2.33, 

2.34 and 2.35 on Belarus  

Democracy, Human Rights, Civil Rights, Belarus 

For consideration on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Skopje, 

North Macedonia on 3-5 April 2020 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Considering  



 
- That Belarus is currently the only country in Europe that is still carrying out the capital 

punishment.  

- That the European institutions have been calling on numerous occasions on Belarus to abolish 

the death penalty. That after yet another death penalty was pronounced in 2019, the European 

External Action Service insisted that “the death penalty is not a factor to decrease crimes, and 

mistakes inevitable in any justice system become irreversible if capital punishment is practiced.” 

- that there were cases in the past, when capital punishment convictions were performed swiftly, 

with arguably insufficient time for appeals  

- that it is often the case that the election campaigns in Belarus are conducted with lack of media 

access for opposition campaigners; 

- that the democratic principles and constitutionally guaranteed rights of freedom of expression, 

association and assembly continue to be infringed by Belarusian authorities; 

 Calls upon: 

- LYMEC and its member organizations to raise awareness on the capital punishment performed 

in Belarus;  

- The European institutions to support the development of a conscious civil society by 

encouraging and supporting NGOs and pro-democracy activists, and promoting cultural and 

educational exchange between young people from Belarus and EU, especially with view of 

supporting young human rights and minority activists; 

- calls on the European Commission to support independent media and media organizations in 

Belarus; 

- extensive review of the EU policy towards Belarus, considering possible targeted economic and 

travel sanctions including Schengen visa restrictions and freezing of bank accounts and assets 

to be applied to the senior representatives of the regime, chairs of electoral commissions, heads 

of military, police etc., who are engaged in civil rights violations in Belarus.  

2.18 The situation of Human Rights in Russia-To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: Although the human rights situation in Russia is a topic definitely, worth of attention, 

this specific resolution does not give a thorough overview, but focuses specifically on the impact 

on human right of the Sochi games of 2014. Recommendation: A new proposal to be considered 

at a later stage 

2.19 Resolution on Belgrade Pride-To be archived 



 
Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: This resolution of 2012 is very generic in its content and does not provide thorough 

policy. The working group is therefore on the opinion that the resolution should be archived to 

make way for a new, targeted text whit specific and updated references. 

2.20 Resolution on Turkish Interference in Fosterage -To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: This resolution of 2013 is tackling a specific case a fight over custody and fosterage 

over a Turkish boy named Yunos, when Turkey was trying to meddle, providing support to the 

biological mother, of Turkish origin. The case is too specific to necessitate keeping it in the 

LYMEC policy book. 

2.21 UPDATED TEXT TO BE PROPOSED 

Ending Female Genital Mutilation 

This resolution archives Resolution 2.21 - Aiming at Ending Female Genital Mutilation 

Discrimination, Human Rights, Health, Civil Rights 

For consideration on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Skopje, 

North Macedonia on 3-5 April 2020 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Having regard to: 

-        the United Nations' Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination 

against Women (1979) and its Optional Protocol (1999), as well as the specific; 

-        the convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment 

or Punishment; 

-        the report of the UN Secretary General of 5 December 2012 “Ending Female Genital 

Mutilation”; 

-        the Council of Europe Convention of 12 April 2011 on preventing and combating 

violence against women and domestic violence; 

-        the European Parliament resolution of 12 February 2020 on an EU strategy to put 

an end to female genital mutilation around the world; 

-        the Sustainable Development Goal, sub-goal 5 (Gender Equality); 



 
Considering: 

- that Female Genital Mutilation (FGM) is an irreparable abuse, intentionally causing injury to 

female genitals for non-medical reasons, with irreversible consequences; 

- that according to the WHO it is estimated that more than 200 million girls and women alive today 

have undergone female genital mutilation in the countries where the practice is concentrated. 

Furthermore, there are an estimated 3 million girls at risk of undergoing female genital mutilation 

every year. 

that it also happens in European countries; According to the European Parliament, the most 

recent national data available across Europe, estimates for around 600 000 women and girls in 

Europe living with lifelong physical and psychological consequences of FGM, and a further 180 

000 girls are at a high risk of FGM in 13 European countries alone[1]; 

- that any form of FGM as harmful traditional practice should not be considered as part of a religion 

as such, but as act of violence and torture against girls and women; thus any form of FGM is a 

violation of human rights; 

- the serious and irreparable injuries caused by FGM, in the short and long term, to the physical 

and mental health of the girls and women who underwent it: 

- that they are at risk of further infections, sickness and injuries in case of use of rudimentary 

instruments and the lack of antiseptic precautions; 

- the effect FGM can have on their future relations – pain during sexual intercourse, childbirth, 

and the possible complications (haemorrhaging, shock, infections); 

- that FGM is an expression of inequality between women and men; 

- that a global approach to fight FGM is a necessary tool in the fight towards gender equality; 

The European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) Congress 

Expresses its deep concerns about the fact that FGM is often practiced on girls younger than 15 

years, violating as such the United Nations' 1989 Convention on the Rights of the Child; 

Recalls that every Member State of the European Union are committed to protecting the 

Children's Rights; 

Calls on the EU member states to urgently ratify the Istanbul Convention, and insists that the 

ALDE party members and ALDE Prime ministers should also urges for the Convention’s 

ratification[2]; 

Calls on the Member state to enforce legal measures to end female genital mutilation, including 

penalizing offenders; 



 
Calls on the European Commission to include actions to end FGM in the EU Gender Equality 

Strategy; 

Calls on the Commission to ensure its full integration into the EU legislative framework to ensure 

the prevention of FGM, protection of women, prosecution of offenders and adequate provision of 

services in response to FGM, including providing care for survivors.[3]. 

Member States of the Council of Europe to take preventive and protective initiatives for girls and 

women at risk, particularly from immigration groups; 

Proposes that every European country should develop a mechanism to allow and encourage 

victims to report any case of FGM; 

Believes that international cooperation is needed to end female genital mutilation, not only in 

Europe, but on a global scale; 

Urges the Renew group in the European Parliament to support the European programs on 

Justice, Health and Development and Cooperation, to insist on providing them with sufficient 

resources to face the needs and the priorities of girls in a vulnerable situation, including the ones 

at risk of FGM; 

Asks for the inclusion in every European or bi- and multilateral development and cooperation plan 

of a program aiming at gender equality, women empowerment and the fight against violence and 

discrimination against women; 

2.22 Freedom from Rape -To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: While the topic of sexual violence and sexual attacks is one taht deserves proper 

attention, this particular resolution does not live up to the task, as it not only focuses on an old 

specific case, but the premises of the text are almost entirely focused on countries outside of 

Europe - e.g. India na Egypt, whereas rape and sexual harassment continue to be a serious issue 

in Europe too. Recommendation: A new proposal to be considered at a later stage 

2.23 UPDATED TEXT TO BE PROPOSED 

Freedom of belief 

This resolution archives Resolution 2.23 on “The Liberal-Democrat Attitude Towards Religion” 

adopted in Sinaia, Romania in March 2002, Resolution 2.25 on “Stop the Islamophobia and 

Respect Religious Diversity” adopted in Sinaia, Romania in April 2010, Resolution 2.26 on “True 

Religious Freedom in the EU” adopted in Sofia, Bulgaria in October 2012 and Resolution 2.43 on 

“Blasphemy is a right, freedom is not a crime!” adopted in Rotterdam, The Netherlands in May 

2015 



 
Religion, Modernization of Society, Rejection of Anti-Liberal Policies 

For consideration on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Skopje, 

North Macedonia on 3-5 April 2020 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Considering 

- the increase in discrimination on the grounds of religion and a rise of islamophobia in Europe[4] 

- the legislation passed throughout the European Union on stripping down the right of individuals 

to wear religious symbols[5] 

Believing that 

- All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and possess rights, regardless of their race, 

colour, sex, language, religion, opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status;[6]. 

- The freedom to choose one’s religion and beliefs is a fundamental human right and the right to 

carry religious symbols is part of this freedom[7] 

- Religious freedom is a cornerstone of Liberalism and was a constitutive element of the 

Enlightenment movement that gave birth to our modern, democratic, pluralistic and secularized 

societies;[8] 

- No European citizen should be discriminated through prohibitions in the labour market , 

educational system or in any other way hindered from fully participating in society due to religious 

reasons;[9] 

- the state should be secular and individuals must have the freedom of expression and religious 

freedom as long as it is not harmful against others[10]; 

- respect of freedom of thought and religious diversity is a core liberal value, as well as freedom 

of expression[11]; 

- criticizing religions, and even using satire towards them, cannot be forbidden in a Liberal society, 

and that such criticism may never incite violence[12]. 

- freedom of conscience and freedom of expression are not manifestations of Western culture, 

but universal aspirations to freedom of all rational beings and rejects any return of blasphemy 

laws under the false premises of cultural relativism[13]; 

- there cannot be successful coexistence in without mutual understanding between religious 

believers of any confession, as well as between atheists and agnostics[14]; 



 
- scapegoating by targeting one specific religion is a highly unacceptable as all religions in Europe 

should have the same standing before the law[15]. 

LYMEC calls for 

- countries to respect the religious diversity and be truly secular, therefore refraining from 

imposing obligatory lessons of religion or religious taxes[16]; 

- governments and the EU to refrain from institutional display of religious symbols in public 

schools and universities, while recognising the right of any individual to display their private 

religious affiliation[17]; 

- fighting religious intolerance and all religious extremism, regardless of their nature and 

origins[18] 

- The EU Member states and the institutions to respect the religious freedom of the individual and 

remove the bans on displaying certain religious symbols[19]; 

- Member states to regard the subject of religion in education as a historical, and cultural 

phenomenon, free of any preaching, in order to create mutual understanding[20]; 

- Member states to guarantee freedom of speech in Europe, by removing legal restrictions on 

religious grounds or otherwise, including but not limited to blasphemy and lese-majesty laws[21]; 

- Appeals to European institutions to cease giving a privileged position to certain religious groups 

and integrate representatives from non-religious international organizations in social 

dialogue[22]. 

  

2.24 A Call for a Change in Vatican Policy -To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: Where the topic of freedom of abortion is an important one, the Working grop finds 

that it should not be looked at through the prism of the position of the Vatican, especially in view 

in upholding secularism. The attitude the state towards abortion should rather be put in question. 

Recommendation: an up-to-date LYMEC policy on the right to abortion to be developed. 

2.25 Stop the Islamophobia and Respect Religious Diversity - archived with the updated 

proposal of R 2.23 

2.26 True Religious Freedom in the EU - archived with the updated proposal of R 2.23 



 
!!! To be noted - 2.43 – Blasphemy is a right, freedom is not a crime - is also archived with 

the updated proposal of R 2.23 

  

2.27 Resolution on Democracy in the Italian Republic- to be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: While the title of the resolution sounds somewhat fitting to the current reality, it dates 

back to 1994 and reflects a very dated state of affairs. 

2.28 On the new Hungarian Constitution Democracy - To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: This resolution reflects the adoption of a new Constitution in 2010. Following a 

consultation with TizenX, it appears that while some of the points in the resolution are legitimate, 

after 6 additional constitutional changes, the points listed do not touch on the most troubling 

developments. Recommendation: A new resolution on Hungary, including the recent 

developments on Hungary’s constitution changes and the art.7 procedure should be considered. 

2.29 Urgent Resolution on Bulgaria- To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: This resolution adopted in 1997, 10 years before Bulgaria even entered the EU is 

by far not urgent by now, and depicting a frozen moment in history 

2.30 Resolution on Present Situation in the Russian Federation - To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: This resolution, adopted in 2003 does not reflect any present situation of the Russian 

Federation, and omits key developments over the past nearly 20 years. 

2.31 The Political Situation in the Russian Federation To be archived 

Submitted by: Working Group on Policy Book Renewal 

Justification: This resolution, adopted in 2004 does not reflect any present situation of the Russian 

Federation, and omits key developments over the past 16 years. 

2.32, 2.33, 2.34, 2.35  - A merger text with the title “Situation in Belarus” have been 

proposed, merging Resolutions 2.17, 2. 32, 2.33, 2.34, 2.25, so all of these will be 

automatically archived by virtue of adopting the new text. 



 
 

 

[1] A similar reference was contained in the old text of the resolution as well, this one just reflects the current 

reality 

[2] Stronger calls for 

[3] New calls on, adding a European dimension 

[4] R. 2.26 

[5] R. 2.26 

[6] Concept imported by archived R 2.23 

[7] R 2.23 and R. 2.26 

[8] R 2.43 

[9] R 2.26 

[10] R. 2.25 

[11] R. 2.25 

[12] R. 2.43 

[13] R. 2.43 
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[15] R 2.25 

[16] R 2.25 
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