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 OPEN SOCIETY FOUNDATIONS - ARMENIA
On the Situation of Freedom of Speech and 
Violations of Rights of Journalists and Media in Armenia

The 2012 Annual Report
 of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression
Executive Summary
The Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression is concerned with the conditions, events and objectives of the Armenian mass media and their employees and publishes quarterly and annual reports on the state of freedom of expression in Armenia and violations of the rights of the mass media and their workers. The reports refer to the amendments to the legislation regulating that sphere, the recommendations and processes concerning them, as well as the impact of political factors and the economic environment on the mass media. 
2012 was a year of elections to the parliament and local self-government. Therefore, various electoral campaign-related problems and events on the voting day (6 May, 9 and 23 of September and 2 December) were in the focus of public attention. 
In previous years, one regularity that the CPFE had observed was that in the course of serious events affecting the internal political life in the country, especially the election-related tensions, pressure on the mass media and reporters, as well as the violations threatening freedom of expression increased. In this regard 2012 was not an exception.  
Although the situation in 2012 was more tolerable compared with the periods encompassing the elections of previous years, it was evident that the operational conditions of the mass media became more complicated on election days. 
In particular, during the elections to the RA NA on 6 May 2012, 7 incidents were registered, of which 3 were incidents of physical violence and 4 – violations of the right to receive and impart information. As regards the elections to the local self-government in September 2012, 5 incidents were registered, of which 1 was an incident of physical violence and 4 – violations of the right to receive and impart information. On 2 December, the date of ad hoc elections under the majoritarian system the CPFE recorded one more violation of the right to receive and impart information. 
In connection with the elections, mention has to be made of the procedure for the accreditation of journalists with the Central Electoral Commission, which was approved by its Decision No 18-N dated 31 January 2012. On 15 March, in view of the concerns voiced by the media community in its regular sitting the CEC amended the aforementioned pocedure.  

Where the events occurring in the legal framework related to the mass media are concerned, mention should be made of the fact that on 19 March the Standing Committee of the RA National Assembly for Science, Education, Culture, Youth and Sport circulated the draft of amendments to the RA Law on Television and Radio developed by three media organizations – Yerevan Press Club, Internews, and Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression. On 25 April, the Government submitted their conclusion on the draft to the Chairman of the RA National Assembly. The draft was adopted as a basis for subsequent amendments. 

A landmark event for the legal framework regulating the activities of the mass media was the decision of the RA Cassation Court dated 27 April, whereby the Court regulated the application of the provision of Article 1087.1 of the RA Civil Code (on the procedure and terms of compensating for the damage to the honour, dignity and professional reputation). However, there are two points of concern in the reasoning of this decision regarding the definition of the notion of ‘the source of information’ and the underestimation of the extrajudicial settlement of media disputes. 
Note should be taken of the fact that in the whole course of 2012 the number of civil defamation and insult complaints decreased: the courts admitted 16 complaints, whereas in 2011 they were 36. 
On 22 June, a number of non-governmental organizations and some intellectuals addressed an open letter to the RA President on the Anti-Social Broadcasting Policy of the Television Companies. The President gave instructions to Vazgen Manoukyan, Chairman of the Public Council. On 8 October and 3 November, the Public Council adopted a package of recommendations, which foresaw the creation of a taskforce to determine the broadcasting standards and a monitoring component within the structure of the National Television and Radio Commission. It also foresaw legislative amendments on imposing sanctions on television companies.  
Although the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression shares the concern reflected in the aforementiobed open letter, we are categorically against the predominant part of the offered solutions and assess them as an attemtp at covert censorship. 
It is noteworthy that since 10 September the informational-analytical programme ’Ayb-Fe’ of the television company ’A1+’ has been aired through 20-minute broadcasts. However, according to the CPFE, this does not yet mean that the problem of the return of the ’A1+’ to the air has been resolved.  
The dire financial conditions of the print media became more striking at the beginning of 2012 when the weekly ‘Hetq’ and later the daily ‘Yerkir’ stopped being published while the daily ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ continues to apply to the readers of its online version in Armenia and abroad for financial support.  
In 2012, compared with 2011 the number of incidents of physical violence against journalists reduced, whereas the violations of the right to receive and impart information increased considerably, especially during elections. Over the entire year the CPFE recorded 4 incidents of violence against journalists, 37 cases of various pressures, and 23 facts of violations of the right to receive and impart information. 
Note should be taken of the fact that none of the perpetrators of physical violence and other obstructors of the activities of journalists has been detected or punished. 

Below are the details of these violations.  
The Operational Environment of the Mass Media 
The year 2012 was a period of elections to the parliament and the bodies of local self-government. Therefore, the media-related events taking place during both the election campaign and the voting days (6 May, 9 and 23 September, and 2 December) were in the focus of attention in terms of the impact of the political factors on the mass media. 

In previous years, the CPFE recorded a regularity accoring to which in the light of the significant events occurring in the internal political life, especially the tensions arising in the period of elections both the media and journalists would find themselves in unfavourable conditions with increased violations threatening freedom of expression. 
During the elections to the RA NA on 6 May 2012, 7 incidents were recorded, of which 3 were incidents of physical violence and 4 – violations of the right to receive and impart information. During the elections to the local self-government in September 2012, 5 incidents were recorded, of which 1 was an incident of physical violence and 4 – violations of the right to receive and impart information. On the day of ad hoc elections to the NA under the majoritarian system on 2 December one more violation of the right to receive and impart information was recorded by the CPFE (see the details in the section on ‘Physical Violence against Journalists’ of this Report and the sub-section on ‘Other Obstacles to the Professional Activities of Journalists during the Elections to the NA and the Local Self-Government’). It should be noted that the law enforcment failed to detect and punish the culprits of the incidents of physical violence against journalists and other obstructors of their professional activity. 
Where the political impact on the activities of the media, in particular the broadcast media is concerned, of interest is the open letter addressed to the RA President by a group of intellectuals on the anti-social broadcasting policy of television companies. The signatories of this letter deemed the Armenian TV air unacceptable mainly due to the soap operas ’of Armenian production, which are agressive, criminal and potentially criminogenic’ and the so-called ’humorous’ TV programmes. The problem, according to them, may be resolved if adequate standards are developed, the sanctions against television companies are tightened and another commission established within the National Television and Radio Commission.  

The RA President immediately responded to this open letter by initiating a meeting with Vazgen Manoukyan, Chairman of the Public Council and issuing assignments to the latter. On 8 October, the Public Council adopted recommendations which foresaw to establish a task force and a monitoring structure within the National Television and Radio Commission to set television broadcasting standards. Legislative amendments in the area of sanctions against television companies were also foreseen. On 5 November, the Public Council publicized another document adopted on 3 November which streamlined the aforementioned recommendations of the Public Council, including those related to the activities of the Public Television. 
The Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression, truly concerned with the disastrous state of the Armenian television air, does not believe that the existance of ‘anti-social soap operas’ is the only striking problem in this area, and is categorically against the solutions laid down in the mentioned letter, assessing them as an attempt at covert censorship. In particular, the approach of the CPFE is that in order to improve the television air it is first and foremost necessary to reform radically the RA Law on Television and Radio. Apart from this, it is necessary to force the National Television and Radio Commission to fulfil its mission and constantly follow without discrimination of any kind that all television companies strictly abide by the requirements of the law and the terms of their licences. The solution to the production-related and professional problems of television companies is in contributing to the self-regulation of television companies rather than taking steps that may lead to censorship or self-censorship. The RA President, as well as the Public Council do not have any competences set by law in the area of control or regulation of the TV air. 
Included among the noteworthy events of 2012 was the signing of a co-operation agreement between the television companies ’A1+’ and ’Armnews,’ according to which since 10 Septemer the informational-analytical programmes ’Ayb-fe’ of the ’A1+’ started to be broadcast on the air of ’Armnews’ in 20-minute junks from Monday to Friday. The agreement is signed for a period of 6 months. The co-operation will last for another 6 months if there are no objections by the parties. According to the agreement, ’Armnews’ must not interfere with the editorial policy of ’A1+.’ Although the authorities call this process tolerance to critical speech, this step towards ensuring plurality of opinion on the Armenian air is difficult to assess as satisfactory. 
Mention should be made of the fact that in the tender No 11 held by the National Television and Radio Commission these two television companies were competing with each other. By the results of 16 December 2010, ‘Armnews’ was declared winner. On 21 February 2011, ‘Meltex’ Ltd., the founder of ‘A1+’ lodged a complaint with the RA Administrative Court against the NTRC, whereby it challenged this decision (‘Armnews’ was involved as a third party). On 3 October 2011, ‘Meltex’s’ complaint was rejected. On 9 February 2012, the RA Administrative Court of Appeal rejected ‘Meltex’s’ complaint, while on 28 March the RA Cassation Court returned the complaint of the ‘A1+’s’ founder. The latter applied to the European Court of Human Rights.  
In 2012, the following was noteworthy in the processes taking place in the legal framework related to freedom of speech and the media.  

On 31 January, by its Decision No 18-N the Central Electoral Commission approved the procedure for accreditation of journalists.
 On 7 March, 5 journalistic organizations issued a joint statement declaring a number of provisions of the document unacceptable and supporting it with justifications. The signatories of this document demanded that the Central Electoral Commission reviewed the grounds for refusing and terminating the accreditation foreseen by paragraphs 9 and 11 of the procedure of the accreditation of journalists (see at www.khosq.am).
On 15 March, the Central Electoral Commission amended the procedure of accreditation of journalists.
 
Included among the initiatives of journalistic organizations in the area of legislative reform is the preparation of a new draft Law on Television and Radio and its submission to the NA Standing Committee on Science, Education, Culture and Sports. The document was drafted by Yerevan Press Club, the NGO Internews and the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression.  
On 19 March, the NA Standing Committee on Science, Education, Culture and Sports circulated the draft. On 25 April, the RA Government submitted its conclusion on the draft Law on Television and Radio to the Chairman of the RA National Assembly. The document stated, in particular, that the RA Government admitted the need for amendments to the RA Law on Television and Radio conditioned by the introduction of digital broadcasting in the country. At the same time, it was noted that certain conceptual and technical amendments had to be made in the draft. 

The draft was adopted as a basis for further amendments.  
On 21 March, the RA National Assembly adopted the RA Law on the Legal Regime of the State of Emergency, and Article 182.2 was added to the RA Code of Administrative Offences. Paragraph 12 of Article 7 of the Law foresees limitations on freedom of expression, in particular prohibition on certain publications and programmes by the mass media at the time of state of emergency. Paragraph 8 of the new article of the RA Code of Administrative Offences foresees a fine in the amount of 500 – 800 multiplied by the minimum salary for issuing prohibited publications or programmes at the time of state of emergency. This legislative process in the period preceding the NA elections sparked off the concern of not only journalistic but also the rest of socio-political circles and was severely criticized. 
Of importance in terms of the legislative regulation of the activities of the media was the precedential decision of the RA Cassation Court on 27 April in the dispute between the founder of ‘Zhamanak’ daily and Tatoul Manaseryan, the former advisor to the Chairman of the National Assembly. Formerly, this judicial instance used to return the complaints in defamation and insult cases against the mass media without any examination. In this case, the RA Cassation Court declared the complaint admissible and in its judicial act, relying on the fact that ‘in terms of the application of Article 1087.1 of the RA Civil Code there is a need for a uniform interpretation’ interpreted it making references to the standards set by the European Court of Human Rights on freedom of expression and limitations thereof. In particular, the decision regulated and streamlined such concepts as ‘the party causing damage and the victim,’ ‘insult and defamation,’ ‘precise facts,’ ‘a value judgment,’ etc., the approaches to determining damages awards, the grounds for exempting from liability, the limits of criticizing public officials, the statute of limitations, etc.
Although positive in many respects, the decision contains two points of concern. First, as indicated by the Information Disputes Council in its expert conclusion published on 26 June, when interpreting the concept of ‘the source of information’ a number of legal positions expressed by the court limit the circle of sources, which may be used by journalists. Therefore, it is necessary to revise a number of positions of precedential significance. 


The CPFE shares this viewpoint and, at the same time makes one significant observation. Accordingly, when analyzing the provision concerning the statute of limitations, the court addressed the right to demanding a retraction making the problematic conclusion by which the importance of meeting the demand for a retraction in an extrajudicial manner and the extrajudicial channel of resolving information disputes is underestimated. It is noted in the decision of the Cassation Court that applying to a mass media outlet to restore a violated right in a extrajudicial manner is not a mandatory condition for lodging a complaint for the protection of a right. Meanwhile, in conformity with Paragraph 9 of Article 8 of the RA Law on Mass Communication, a person has a right to apply to the court demanding that a retraction or a reply be published if the mass media outlet refuses to publish the retraction or reply or violates the procedure and timeframe for publishing it. 
Nevertheless, special attention has to be paid to the fact that in 2012, the judicial complaints against journalists and the mass media under Article 1087.1 of the RA Civil Code reduced compared with 2011. In 2012, only 16 such complaints were declared admissible by courts whereas in 2011 they were 36. 
Starting from 2012, the disastrous financial and economic conditions of the print media became even more worrying. In particular, due to financial problems ‘Hetq’ weekly stopped being published since the beginning of 2012. The periodical of 1100 copies had difficulty meeting its costs without revenues arising from advertisements. This mass media outlet having no political bias was in fact left out of the attention and interests of advertisers. As a result, in order not to appear in dependence from any force, ‘Hetq’s’ editor decided to engage in journalistic activity online only.  
The daily ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ also appeared in a dire situation. Starting from 2011, the editors continue to apply to the online readers of the outlet with a request to transfer 660 AMD or 2,2 Euro to the bank account of the daily’s publisher (30 AMD or 10 Euro cent for each issue of the newspaper). It is mentioned in the announcement that although the fact that the readers of the online version of the newspaper have become three times more, the state of the print version is worrying. 
After 4 July, due to financial reasons the daily ‘Yerkir’ also stopped publishing, and there is only the online version of this outlet. 
In the course of 2012 the CPFE continued to note and analyze violations of the rights of journalists and the mass media. 

Below are the infringements of the rights of journalists and the media according to the followng CPFE classification:

1. Physical violence against journalists; 

2. Pressure on the media and their workers; 
3. Violations of the right to receive and impart information. 
This classification used by the CPFE is conditional to some extent. In particular, there are cases when intereference with a journalist’s right to receive and impart information is accompanied with violence against him/her. Such facts are attributed to that type of violation to which, in the opinion of the authors of this Report, they are closer to. Nevertheless, the classification enables to present the general picture of violations of the rights of the media and journalists in a more concrete and clear manner.
Violations of the Rights of Journalists and the Mass Media 
In 2012, compared with 2011, there was 1 less case of physical violence, 12 – of facts of pressure against the mass media and their workers. Conversely, there were 16 more cases of violations of the right to receive and impart information: out of 23 incidents in this group recorded by the CPFE, 9 took place during the elections to the RA NA and the local sef-government.  
Below there are two tables which make the quantitative picture of the violations of the rights of the journalists and the mass media more visible: the first is shown on a quarterly basis, while the second – in comparison with the data of 2011 and 2012.  
The Quantitative Data of Violations in 2012 on a Quarterly Basis
	Types of Violations 
	1st quarter
	2nd quarter
	3rd quarter
	4th quarter
	Total

	Physical violence against journalists 
	0
	3
	1
	0
	4

	Pressure on the mass media and their workers 
	6
	10
	9
	12
	37

	Violations of the right to receive and impart information 
	5
	10
	6
	2
	23


Table of the Comparative Data in 2011 and 2012
	Types of Violations 
	2012 
	2011 

	Physical violence against journalists 
	4
	5

	Pressure on the mass media and their workers 
	37
	49

	Violations of the right to receive and impart information 
	23
	7


As in previous years, the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression notes that the data in the table may be non-exhaustive, neither are they absolutely precise. It is known that the mass media representatives often abstain from publishing any data on interference with their professional activities, they ignore various treats directed at them or prefer to solve the arising problems and illicit limitations on their own. This is the reason why the CPFE is confident that the real number of violations of the rights of journalists and the mass media exceeds the recorded one. This Report reflects the most significant out of the facts that have been in the focus of public attention. 
1. Physical Violence against Journalists 
In 2012, 4 new incidents of physical violence against journalists were recorded (which was less by 1 compared with 2011): 3 of them occurred on 6 May, the day of parliamentary elections and the day before, and 1 more incident – on 9 September, the day of the elections to the local self-government. Hence, the CPFE’s observation that the conditions of journalistic activity are tenser during the days of state or local elections, while the perpetrators of the incidents of violence against journalists are never detected or punished by the law enforcement. 
In 2011, a violent incident occurred in the editorial office of ‘Hraparak’ daily. In this year there are new developments related to this incident.

In what follows we will present these incidents in the chronological order. 
On 16 March  ’Hraparak’ daily informed that they had received the conclusion of Yerevan Central Investigative Department of the RA Police General Investigative Department against Margarita Khachatryan, Chairwoman of the co-ordinating board of the co-operation of NGOs ’Soldier’ with regard to the criminal case instituted on the charge of hooliganism. Accordingly, the proceedings were disconinuted on the grounds of absence of the elements of crime. 
It should be recalled that the criminal case was instituted on the incident having occurred on 21 April 2011 when Margarita Khachatryan, accompanied by 3 individuals, visited the editorial office of ‘Hraparak’, attacked aggressively the editor-in-chief, caused her bodily injuries and demanded that she provided explanations on the news published under the headline ‘Was there a Beating?’ (see the details in the CPFE’s 2011 annual report at www.khosq.am, ‘Reports’). 
It should be noted that Margarita Khachatryan also submitted a complaint to the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan against ’Hraparak Daily’ Ltd. (see in the secion on the ’Pressure on the Mass Media and their Workers’ of this Report). 
On 6 May,  the television company ‘GALA’ disseminated information, according to which on 5 May, the day preceding the elections to the NA, an incident occurred in the constituency No 33 in Gyumri between the filming crew of the television company and the members of the territorial electoral commission (sitting in the building of the school No 30). 
The journalist Naira Nalbandyan and the cameraman Tigran Gasabyan went to the territorial electoral commission but were denied entrance. Grigor Hovhannisyan, Chairman of the commission refused to provide any information, afterwards he attacked the crew along with two other members of the commission, he was rude to the journalist and he pushed the cameraman. The policeman on duty had to interfere to settle the argument. 
On 11 May, the journalist Naira Nalbandyan reported the incident to the Investigative Division of Shirak region of the RA Police where materials were being prepared in respect of the incident. As we learnt from 'GALA' TV company, by a decision adopted on 16 May the police refused to institute a criminal case on the grounds of absence of the elements of crime. 
On 6 May, the day of elections to the NA the mass media informed that a certain young man obstructed the professional activity of Elina Chilingaryan, journalist of the radio station 'Liberty'. When the journalist was filming in the courtyard of the polling station no 12/32 situated in the school No 178 in Yerevan, a young man who can be seen in the video approached her, hit the journalist on her hand and tried to seize the camera. The 'Flip' equipment fell on the ground and then there was a big fuss. With great difficulty the journalist managed to save her equipment following which she left the polling station. 

Elina Chilingaryan reported the incident to the RA Police. A criminal case was instituted in Erebouni Investigative Division under Paragraph 1 of Article 164 of the RA Criminal Code concerning the obstruction of the professional legitimate journalistic activity.
On 12 July, the Erebouni Investigative Division discontinued the proceedings on the grounds of the absence of the elements of crime. 
The reasoning in the decision to discontinue the proceedings stated that 'when videorecording the journalist did not introduce herself as a journalist, didn't wear a distinctive badge and the camera used by her had no distinctive sign either.' Then it stated that the person whose name was H. Hambardzumyan ’was not and could not be aware that El. Chilingaryan was a reporter and that she was engaged in her professional activity.’ The video of the incident filmed by the journalist was not deemed evidence. ’Only El. Chilingaryan testified on a third party hitting her on the hand. No other evidence has been obtained on that episode.’  
On the same date of the NA elections four unidentified persons obstructed the professional activity of journalist Karen Alekyan from the informational-analytical agency ‘Maxinfo’ in the polling station no 34/26 located in the building of the school No 1 in Gyumri tearing the journalist’s badge off his clothes and seizing the camera from him. Following these acts these persons left the polling station. Two hours later the camera was returned but it was broken. 
Karen Alekyan reported the incident to the Gyumri Division of the RA Police. Upon the assignment of the Shirak Regional Prosecutor's Office materials were prepared in Shirak Investigative Division. On 8 May, a criminal case was instituted under sub-paragraphs 3 and 5 of paragraph 2 of Article 149 of the RA Criminal Code (Obstructing the Free Exercise of the Right to Vote or the Exercise of the Powers of a Mass Media Representative Perpetrated by a Group of  Persons Accompanied with Violence or a Threat Thereof). This as well as the case on the incidents in the polling stations no 34/21 and 34/25 in Gyumri were entertained by the RA Special Investigative Service. As we learnt from the RA SIS, the proceedings on these three incidents were discontinued on the grounds of the absence of the elements and incident of crime (sub-paragraphs 1 and 2 of Paragraph 1 of Article 35 of the RA Criminal Procedure Code).  
On 9 September, the date of elections to the bodies of local self-government unidentified individuals obstucted the activities of the filming crew of the television company ‘Tsayg’ in the polling station no 34/73 located in the building of the pre-school education No 12 in Gyumri and exerted physical violence on the cameraman Andranik Barbaryan.  
 When the workers of the television company Nazeli Baghdasaryan, Armenuhi Minasyan and the cameramen Andranik Barbaryan and Ara Kyureghyan, following a report on vote-buying left for the aforementioned polling station to make a report, one of the proxies and other persons present attacked the crew with swear words. There was a hustle, Andranik Barbaryan was hit and there was an attempt to seize his camera. The cameraman reported the incident to the police. Materials were prepared in the investigative division of Shirak regional police. As we learnt from the management of ‘Tsayg,’ the investigator took explanations from the journalist and the cameraman three times, following which the case was discontinued on the ground of insiffuciency of evidence.
Other Types of Obstructions to Journalists’ Professional Activities during Elections to the NA and Local Self-Government 
The majority of incidents described below are regarded as violations of the right to receive and impart information but here they are presented in a stand-alone sub-section in order to sum up the election-related facts of the year. 
On 6 May, the date of elections to the NA the mass media informed that in the polling station No 34/21 located in the building of the music school no 5 in Gyumri a number of people obstructed the activities of Vladimir Khachatryan, the journalist-cameraman of the TV company ’Kentron’. These persons seized the camera installed in the polling station and left.

The incident was reported to the RA General Prosecutor’s Office, a task force from which referred the report to Shirak Regional Prosecutor. Upon the latter’s assignment materials were prepared in Shirak regional investigative division of the RA Police. A criminal case was instituted on 8 May under sub-paragraph 5 of Paragraph 2 of Article 149 (Obstructing the Free Exercise of the Right to Vote or the Exercise of the Powers of a Mass Media Representative Perpetrated by a Group of  Persons). As has already been mentioned, the criminal case instituted in relation to this and the next incident was entertained by the RA Special Investigative Service, and discontinued on the grounds of the ansence of the elements and incident of crime (see page 10 of this Report). 
On the same date, the activities of Varazdat Papikyan, cameraman of the television company ’Kentron’ was obstructed in the polling station no 34/25 located in school No 6 in Gyumri. Spartak Ghoukasyan, the son of the then mayor of Gyumri, grabbed the camera from the hands of the cameraman and forced him to leave the polling station. 
The report made to the RA General Prosecutor’s Office was referred to Shirak regional prosecutor upon whose assignment the aforementioned circumstances were verified in Gyumri division of the RA Police and materials prepared. On 8 May a criminal case was instituted under Paragraph 1 of Artice 149 of the RA Criminal Code (Obstructing the Free Exercise of the Right to Vote or the Exercise of the Powers of a Mass Media Representative). 
On 6 May, as reported by www.aravot.am, at about 10.00am an incident occurred in the polling station no 5/11 of Davtashen administrative district in Yerevan with Nelli Babayan, reporter of the mentioned website. When the journalist was filming the people’s gathering in that polling station, an unidentified youn man obstructed the journalist’s work by seizing the mobile phone from her hands. Some time later this person returned the mobile. 

On the same day,  after 20.00pm, the CPFE was alerted by the editorial office of www.hetq.am about the fact of obstruction to the professional activities of journalist Kristine Aghalaryan’s in the polling station No 6/01 when she was not allowed to obtain information about the progress of the vote count. The chairperson of the precinct electoral commission was prohibiting the journalist to videorecord the process without an explanation of any kind. When the journalist demanded that she be shown the legal basis of that ban, the chairperson was unable to do that, and only after persistent insistence of the journalist did the chairperson allow her to film. 
On 28 August, the editorial office of the newspaper ‘Syunyats Yerkir’ issued in Kapan disseminated a statement, according to which on 27 August the online version of the newspaper (www.syuniacyerkir.am) had been hacked and the editorial office had received threats. That issue (No 21) of the newspaper was dedicated to the activities and the pre-electoral programme of Artur Atanesyan, candidate for the mayor of Kapan. The editorial office called on the co-ordinators of the election headquarters of Kapan mayor’s candidates to abstain from  such acts and to continue the election campaign in a civilized manner.   
On 9 September, the date of elections to the local self-government when Karen Haroutyunyan, an activist from ‘Asparez’ Club of Gyumri Journalists was filming how a candidate for the Council of the Elderly of Gyumri directed a number of voters to the polling station, one of the members of this group threatened him by saying ‘I will break your mouth.’ The latter reported the threats addressed to him to the second town division of Gyumri police. In the police station he was kept waiting for more than 30 minutes for the investigator to come to take explanations from him. However, the investigator did not turn up. 
On the same day, the members of the electoral commission of precinct no 36/7 in Artik obstructed the activities of Kima Arevshatyan, journalist of the television company ‘Tsayg’ and the cameraman Arthur Margaryan. First, the chairperson of the commission refused to be interviewed and answered rudely the questions on gatherings of voters in the polling station. Later, the inhabitants of Artik who came to vote accused the journalists of taking bribes. When the same filming crew tried to obtain explanations from the chairperson of the commission on the information related to electoral fraud, the latter along with the rest of the members of the commission rudely invited the journalist and the cameraman out of the polling station. And when the latter reminded them of the liability for obstructing the professional activities of journalists, the members of the commissions answered in an even more disrespectful manner. 
On 21 September,  ‘Hraparak’ daily informed that in the early morning of 18 September some people bought all the copies of that issue of the newspaper from three newsstands in Yeghegnadzor. The newspaper concluded the publication under the headline ‘In the elections for the mayor of Yeghegnadzor the RPA used all of its leverage.’
According to ‘Hraparak,’ the same happened to ‘Aravot’ daily since the latter also had published critical materials on Sirekan Babayan, the RPA candidate for the mayor of Yeghegnadzor.
On 2 December, the day of elections to the NA under the majoritarian system the activities of Irina Hovhannisyan, journalist of Radio ‘Liberty’ was obstructed in the constituency No 1 (1st and 2nd quarters of Avan and Nor Nork in Yerevan). The incident occurred at the dormitory of the 2nd quarter of Nor Nork. When the journalist was filming in the mentioned polling station, one person who was organizing the transportation of voters to polling stations in microbuses demanded that the journalist stopped filming her and then seized the recorder from the journalist’s hand. Later the recorder was returned.   
On the same day, the proxy of Edward Petrosyan, self-nominated candidate in the constituency No 1 who introduced himself as Mr. Muradyan, demanded that the camera be switched off, then tried to obstruct the activities of all the present journalists and addressed disrespectful words to them.

2. Pressure on the Mass Media and their Workers  
As has already been mentioned, in 2012 the number of incidents of pressure on the mass media and their workers decreased compared with 2011 possibly due to the reduced number of defamation and insult complaints involving the mass media. In 2012, the CPFE registered 37 incidents of pressure, of which 16 were judicial cases against the mass media under Article 1087.1 of the RA Civil Code, whereas in 2011, 49 incidents were recorded, of which 36 were judicial cases. 
The remaining facts registered in 2012 were of other types of pressure. 
This section of the Report addresses the developments of the court disputes started in 2010 and 2011 and involving the mass media and journalists, including their outcome. However, part of these proceedings continue in higher instance courts. 

In what follows we set out the details of these cases.  
On 11 January, the Court of General Jurisdiction in Shirak Region continued the hearing on the complaint of Arman Avetisyan, President of the Board of Trustees of the charity foundation ’Minas Avetisyan.’ 
It should be recalled that the plaintiff considered the information in the articles published in June 2011 on the website www.asparez.am headlined ‘There are Things that are not Forgiven,’ ‘Arman Avetisyan Lies for No Known Reason,’ ‘They Would Strike at the Family Contract,’ which concerned the transfer of Minas Avetisyan’s frescoes from Gyumri to Yerevan. The complaint was submitted to the court on 9 August 2011. The hearing started on 9 September of that year. The claims are that Levon Barseghyan be obligated to publicly apologize to Arman Avetisyan for defamation and insult, publicize the judgment of the court on the club’s website, as well as pay 2 million AMD (500 000 AMD for insult and 1 500 000 AMD for defamation), and 200,000 AMD for the court expenses. 
In the course of the proceedings the parties started to negotiate a friendly settlement. However, on 1 March it became clear that they failed. The hearings resumed on 27 June, while on 11 July the Court of General Jurisdiction of Shirak rejected the complaint on the ground of failure to meet the statute of limitations. The plaintiff appealed the judgment to the Appeal Court. In the RA Appeal Court the examination took place on 7 November. By its decision dated 22 November the RA Civil Court of Appeal rejected the appeal and obligated Arman Avetisyan to pay 60 000 AMD to the state budget as the court fee underpaid to the Appeal Court.
On 11 January,  the RA Cassation Court returned the complaint of Gevorg Melkonyan, inhabitant of the village of Lernapat against the decision of the RA Appeal Court dated 26 October 2011, which had left the judgment of 8 July 2011 of the Court of General Jurisdiction of the RA Lori Region (sitting in Vanadzor) in force. 
We would like to recall that by this judgment Gevorg Melkonyan had been obligated to retract via the newspaper ’Zhamanak’ the information published on 1 September 2010 in the article headlined ’Remove this turk from among us,’ to apologize to Vano Yeghiazaryan, mayor of the village of Lernapat, as well as to pay 8000 AMD for the court fee. 
This case on the damage to the honour, dignity and professional reputation had been in the court since 2010 (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, in the section ’Reports’).
On January 13, the hearing on the case of legal counsel Artur Grigoryan v. ’Hraparak Daily’ Ltd. continued in the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative District of Yerevan. 
It should be recalled that the legal counsel deemed defamatory and insulting the comments left by readers below the article ‘Citizens as Victims of Bad Faith Lawyers’ posted at www.hraparak.am on 10 August 2011. The overall claim of damages constituted 18 million USD calculated as follows: 2 million AMD for each defamation and 1 million AMD for each insult (according to the plaintiff, each of the 6 comments contained both defamation and insult). The case had been in the court since 20 October 2011. In the course of the preliminary hearing the plaintiff, referring to the decision of the RA Constitutional Court dated 15 November 2011, according to which when putting forward pecuniary claims account should be taken of the defendant’s financial situation, requested that his complaint be amended as follows: to exact from the defendant in his favour 250 000 AMD per month until the 18 million AMD is paid. 

The hearing on the case took place on 24 February 2012. On 7 March the court pronounced the judgment, according to which the claim of the counsel was declined for being ungrounded. Apart from that, the court obligated Arthur Grigoryan to pay the court fee in the amount of 360 000 AMD. 
On 5 April, the plaintiff appealed the judgment to the higher-instance court. On 16 April, the RA Civil Court of Appeal returned the appeal filed by counsel Arthur Grigoryan on account of the fact that the appellant only paid 10 000 AMD instead of the required 540 000 AMD. On 15 May Arthur Grigoryan appealed this decision to the RA Cassation Court which returned the cassation complaint on 6 June.
 On 14 January the Court of General Jurisdiction of Lori Region (sitting in Vanadzor) held a hearing on the case of Vano Yeghiazaryan, Mayor of Lernapat v. Adrine Torosyan, journalist from the newspaper Hetq. 
We would like to recall that according to the plaintiff, certain data published in an article headlined ‘The Word “Graze” in Respect of a Village Mayor Costs 1 Million AMD’ on 23 August 2011 in ‘Hetq’ weekly damaged his honour, dignity and professional reputation. Therefore, he demanded retraction of that information by the same mass media outlet, an apology and payment of damages in the amount of 1 million AMD. During the preliminary hearing the plaintiff reduced the pecuniary claim to 1 Armenian luma.  
On 14 February the hearing continued and the case entered the stage of examination. The hearing continued in March, April and May. 
On 29 May, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Lori Region rejected Vano Yeghiazaryan’s complaint. The court decided to exact from Vano Yeghiazaryan 150 000 AMD in favour of Adrine Torosyan as a lawyer’s reasonable fee. However, the village mayor failed to execute the judgment voluntarily. 
On 7 September, the Lori Division of the Mandatory Execution of Judicial Acts under the RA Minister of Justice based on the application of Adrine Torosyan, reporter of ’Hetq,’ decided to initiative execution proceedings, to arrest debtor Vano Yeghiazaryan’s property and to declare a search on it.
On 16 January, a regular hearing on the case of ’Glendale Hills’ Ltd. v. ’Skizb Media Kentron,’ the publisher of ’Zhamanak’ daily was held in the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts of Yerevan. 
It should be recalled that this case had been in the court since 24 September 2010. The object of the legal dispute was the news published in the 26 August 2010 issue of the newspaper under the headline ‘1000 USD Against Silence,’ which concerned the low quality construction activity in ‘Mush-2’ quarter built by the company ‘Glendale Hills’ for the families of the victims of the earthquake in Gyumri. The plainiff demanded 2,5 million AMD against the damage caused to the professional reputation of the company by publishing information which was not true. 
The hearing ended on 16 January and the judgment was pronounced on 30 January. The plaintiff’s complaint was granted in part. The founder of ‘Zhamanak’ daily was obligated to pay 200 000 AMD to the company ‘Glendale Hills’ as damages award against defamation, 300 000 AMD for the lawyer’s fee and 10 000 AMD for the court fee. Apart from this, the newspaper was obligated to retract the information published in the article ‘1000 USD Against Silence.’

On 2 March ‘Skizb Media Kentron’ Ltd, the founder of the newspaper ‘Zhamanak’ appealed this judgment to the Appeal Court. On 30 May the RA Civil Court of Appeal examined the appeal of ‘Skizb Media Kentron’ Ltd., the founder of the newspaper ‘Zhamanak’ and on 14 June dismissed it leaving in force the judgment of January 30 of the Court of General Jurisdiction. 
On 13 July, the founder of ’Zhoghovurd’ daily filed a cassation complaint to the RA Cassation Court against the June 14 decision of the RA Appeal Court. Hence, the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts dated 30 January was left in force.
On 17 January, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Gegharkounik Region (sitting in Gavar) continued the examination of the case on the complaint of Nver Poghosyan, regional governor of Gegharkounik against the ‘Editorial Office of the Newspaper Zhoghovurd’ Ltd. 
It should be recalled that the plaintiff challenged the article headlined ’The PAP Regional Governor Took a Bribe in the Amount of 3000 USD’ (7.10.2011). The newspaper wrote that in order to declare a winner in the contest for the teacher of history in the village Ttujur Nver Poghosyan, regional governor of Gegharkounik took 3000 USD through his driver. This information was reported by Anna Torosyan, another participant of the contest who was also involved in the case as a defendant. 
The plaintiff demanded that ’Zhoghovourd’ daily be obligated to publish an apology to the regional governor and pay damages in the amount of 2 million AMD against defamation, as well as 500 000 AMD as the lawyer’s fee. On 30 November 2011, the founder of the daily submitted a counter-complaint, by which they demanded one luma from the regional governor for the damage to the honour, dignity and professional reputation of the editor and the staff (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am under the rubric Reports).
The hearing took place on 19 and 26 January, 9 and 27 February and 6 March. The judgment was pronounced on 19 March, and the complaint was granted in part. The court obligated ’Zhoghovourd’ daily to retract the information disseminated by the article ’The PAP Regional Governor Took a Bribe in the Amount of 3000 USD’ and to pay to Nver Poghosyan 200 000 AMD, of which 100 000 as damages, and 100 000 as the lawyer’s fee. The counter-complaint was rejected. 
On 18 April ’The Editorial Office of the Newspaper Zhoghovurd’ Ltd. appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 31 May, the RA Civil Court of Appeal examined the appeal and suggested that the parties arrived at settlement. In the next hearing on 14 June the plaintiff’s representatives informed the court that they failed to arrive at any settlement with the defendant. 
On 6 September the RA Court of Appeal rejected the appeal of ’The Editorial Office of the Newspaper Zhoghovurd’ Ltd. On 10 October, the founder of the newspaper appealed this decision of the Appeal Court to the higher instance.
On 30 November, the RA Cassation Court decided to return the complaint of the founder of the daily. Hence, the judgment of the general jurisdiction court remained in force.
On 19 January, the hearing on the case of Gourgen Khachatryan, Principal of Vanadzor State Pedagogical University v. Lusine Ashughyan, ex-teacher of the same university took place in the Court of General Jurisdiction of Lori Region (sittin in Vanadzor). It should be recalled that the founders of ’Hetq’ weekly and ’ATV’ television company were the third party in this case. The latter were concerned in this case by the article entitled ’Morbid Passions in Vanadzor State University’ published in ’Hetq’ on 13 May 2011 and the June 15 broadcast of the programme series ’Half-Open Windows’ on ’ATV.’ The plaintiff demands that the same media retracted the information and paid him damages in the amount of 2 million AMD against defamation (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). The regular hearing on this case took place on 23 February, in the course of which the defendant Lusine Asgughyan and one of the third parties, the representatve of ’Hetq’ asked for time to file a motion on self-recusal to the judge. On 28 February, Lusine Ashughyan sent a complaint to the upper instances on the breaches of law made by the judge, and on 7 March she received a notice on the examination of her complaint from the RA Ministry of Justice.  

The court hearing appointed on the same day, 7 March did not take place due to change of the judge, The parties learned that the case had been referred to another judge sitting in Spitak. 

On 4 June, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Lori Region resumed the hearing on the case. 

On 16 August, the judge decided to move to the stage of examination and appointed the hearing on 11 September. The defendant, however, appealed this decision to the Appeal Court. On 7 September the latter returned the appeal. Until 31 December, no session had been appointed.  

On 19 January, the complaint of ’Meltex’ Ltd., founder of the television company ’A1+’ against the judgment of the RA Administrative Company dated 3 October 2011 took place in the RA Administrative Court of Appeal.  
It should be recalled that the founder of ‘A1+’ demands that the decision no 96-A of the NTRC dated 16 December 2010 (on declaring the television company ‘Armnews’ winner in the tender no 11 for digital broadcasting) be annulled, as well as to recognize the fact of depriving ‘A1+’ from the right to a fair competition in this tender. The RA administrative court declined the complaint (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). 
 The session of 19 January took place in the absence of the NTRC representative. On 9 February, the court pronounced the judicial act, according to which the judgment of the RA administrative court dated 3 October 2011 was left in force.
On 20 January, the RA Cassation Court returned the cassation complaint of Grisha Balasanyan, correspondent of 'Hetq' weekly against the decision of the RA Civil Court of Appeal dated 12 October 2011, by which it declined the journalist’s complaint. 
It should be recalled that Grisha Balasanyan had submitted an appeal to the RA Appeal Court against the decision of the Court of General Jurisdiction of Avan and Nor Nork Administrative Districts in Yerevan dated 7 June 2011, by which it rejected the journalist’s complaint against Rouben Hayrapetyan, member of the NA. The journalist demanded that the MP be obligated to apologize to him and pay damages for insult in the amount of 1 million AMD, as well as the judicial expenses (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). 

On 20 January, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Tavoush Region (sitting in Ijevan) continued the hearing on the case of Ijevan road construction CJSC against ’Ijevan Studia’ Ltd. and Naira Khachikyan, director of the same television company. 
It should be recalled that the plaintiff was challenging the 21 June 2011 broadcast of the news programme ’Lraber’ on the Second Armenian Channel, as well as by the television company ’Yerkir Media,’ which criticized the activities of the road construction company. 
The plaintiff demanded that the defendant apologized publicly and paid damages against defamation in the amount of 3 246 000 AMD including the judicial expenses and the court fee. 
The concurrent hearing took place on 24 February. On 7 March the examinaion of the case was deemed over, however it resumed on 22 March due to the need for additional examination of the evidence. 
On 27 April the judgment was pronounced, and according to it, the complaint was met in part. The court decided that in this case the proper plaintiff was Naira Khachikyan who was obligated to pay 50 000 AMD to Ijevan Road Construction CJSC as damages against defamation. When determining the amount of damages the court took into account that on 27 June 2011 the manager and employees of Ijevan Road Construction CJSC by the news programmes ’Lraber’ of the Second Armenian Channel presented their reply on the information aired in the broadcast. According to the judgment, Naira Khachikyan was to be exacted 20 000 AMD as reasonable payment to the lawyer, as well as 1500 AMD as compensation for the pre-paid court fee.  

On 23 May the plaintiff appealed this judgment to the Appeal Court.
On 21 June the RA Civil Court of Appeal held a hearing on the case. On 4 July the appeal was granted and accordingly the 27 April judgment of the court of general jurisdiction was quashed and the case was sent to the same court for full re-examination. 
The re-examinaion of the case in the Court of General Jurisdiction of Tavoush Region (sitting in Dilijan) started on 26 September and continued until the end of the year. The concurrent hearing was appointed on 9 January 2013.  
On 23 January, a hearing was scheduled on the case of Aram Chatinyan v. photojournalist Gagik Shamshyan in the Court of General Jurisdiction of Arabkir and Qanaqer-Zeytoun Administrative Districts. However, the hearing was postponed since the notice sent by the court had not reached the defendant. 
It should be recalled that the plaintiff demanded that the information published in the article ‘“The Higher Circles” Failed to Meet their Hope’ (‘Aravot’ daily, 24.08.2011) damaging to his honour and dignity be retracted.

The concurrent court hearing took place on 23 March but Aram Chatinyan withdrew his complaint. On 29 March the case was discontinued. 
On 24 January, the hearing on the case of Paravon Mirzoyan, director of the National Gallery v. ’Entrance for Strangers’ Ltd., the founder of ’The Fourth Self-Estate’ daily and glass artist Sergey Gasparyan continued in the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan. 
It should be recalled that this case has been in the court since 20 April 2011. The claims are to retract the information disseminated by the article ’To Know Pharaoh’ published in the 20 April 2011 issue of the daily and to exact damages from the defendants in the amount of 3 360 000 AMD for defamation, insult and judicial expenses.  
Although on 27 August the concurrent hearing was regarded over and 11 September was appointed as the date for pronuncing the judgment, the hearing resumed and continued on 14 and 26 September. The judicial act was pronounced on 2 October. Accordingly, Paravon Mirzoyan’s complaint was rejected. The plaintiff appealed the judgment to the appeal court. On 13 November the appeal was returned. 
On 24 January, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan was to start the examination of the case of Spusanna Nazaryan, director of Etchmiadzin High School no 2 and her minor son Tigran Terteryan (the legal representative was Hamlet Terteryan) against ’168 Zham’ Ltd. and the journalist Marine Martirosyan. 
It should be recalled that the plaintiff demanded that the defendants be obligated to retract the information published in the article ’The Principal Sued the Ministry of Education and Science’ published in the issue no 53(813) dated 26-27 May 2011 of ’168 Zham’ daily, according to which Tigran Terteryan burnt the documentation archive of the school, as well as exact in favour of the plaintiff 2 million AMD against defamation and freeze the current and fixed assets of ’168 Zham’ Ltd.  
On 24 January and 6 February the hearings were postponed upon the motion of the plaintiff. The examination of the case continued on 27 February, and later on 29 March. On 13 April, the court pronounced the judgment, according to which the complaint was rejected for being unfounded. Tigran Terteryan, in the person of his legal representative, was obligated to pay 36 000 AMD as the court fee. The judicial act was not appealed and entered into legal force.  
It should be recalled that the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts had also admitted the case on the complaint of Susanna Nazaryan v. the same newspaper and the journalist. The plaintiff demanded that the defendant be obligated to retract in the newspaper ’168 Zham’ the information, according to which the school principal created an unhealthy moral and psychological atmosphere in the school and demanded that 2 million AMD be exacted from them against defamation. On 15 Novemer 2011 the defendant’s representative motioned the court ro suspend the examination of the case until the end of the preliminary examination of the criminal case against the plaintiff Sousanna Nazaryan on the basis of the publications of the defendant newspaper and the journalist (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). 
On 27 December 2012, the Court of General Juridiction of Armavir Region found Sousanna Nazaryan guilty under Paragraph 1 of Article 309 of the RA Criminal Code and sentenced her to a one-year imprisonement. At the same time, the court applied the resolution on amnesty adopted by the NA in 2011 and released Nazaryan from the execution of the sentence. Once the judgment enters into force the civil complaint against the newspaper and the journalist will resume. 
 On  26 January, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Lori Region (sitting in Vanadzor) was to hold a hearing on the case of Tereza Shahverdyan, dean of the Faculty of Pedagogy at Vanadzor State Pedagogical University after Hovh. Toumanyan. 
It should be recalled that the plaintiff regarded defamatory some of the expressions made in the 13 May 2011 issue of ‘Hetq’ weekly entitled ’Morbid Passions in Vanadzor Pedagogical University.’  She demanded that the same mass media outlet published a retraction, issued a public apology and paid 200 000 AMD for the damage to her honour, dignity and professional reputation. 'Hetq' was involved as a third party (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). It should be mentioned that the print version of 'Hetq' weekly stopped being published since the beginning of 2012.  

 On 26 January and later on 2 March the hearings on this case did not take place. The hearing continued on 10 May in the course of which the plaintiff offered to enter into a friendly settlement. The defendant asked for time from the court to think about the proposal and later rejected it since in the opinion of the journalist and the editors the disputed article did not contain defamation. Apart from that, they possessed the recording proving the truth of the journalist's statements.
On 24 October, a concurrent session was apointed but 1 hour before the hearing the journalist was informed that Tereza Shahverdyan had submitted an application on withdrawing the complaint. The court decided to exact 185 000 AMD from Tereza Shahverdyan in favour of Adrine Torosyan as lawyer’s reasonable fee.   
Incidentally, the court had admitted another defamation case lodged by Gourgen Khachatryan, Principal of the same university in relation to another expression made in the above article in ’Hetq’ 
 (see page 13 of this Report).
On 31 January, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork Marash Administrative Districts of Yerevan held a concurrent session on the case of Benik Haroutyunyan, advisor of the RA Minister of Defence and Head of the RA Resort Science and Physical Medicine Research Centre v. ’The Editorial Office of Zhoghovurd’ Ltd. 
It should be recalled that the plaintiff challenged the article entitled ‘The Adventures of Doctor-Professor in a Gold Mine’ published in the 9 September 2011 issue of the newspaper. The plaintiff demanded that the founder of the media outlet paid damages in the amount of 2 million AMD against defamation and insult, as well as 244 000 AMD against the lawyer’s fee and the judicial expenses. 
In the course of the examination of the case the parties presented their positions. The next session took place on 5 March following which the plaintiff Benik Haroutyunyan, upon the motion of Davit Karapetyan, the then press secretary of the Minister of Defence, withdrew the complaint against the daily. On 20 April, the court discontinued the hearing of the case on the basis of the withdrawal of the plaintiff. 
On 1 February, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrative Districts in Yerevan held a preliminary hearing on the case of ’Armenia Arythomological and Cardiological Centre’ Ltd. v. ’Media Consult’ Ltd., founder of the news and analytical agency ’News.am’. 
It should be recalled that this case has been in the court since 27 December 2011. The complaint concerned the article entitled 'A Heart Patient was 'Fooled' in the Arythmological and Cardiological Centre by Another Device' published about an Armenian national Hovhannes Katrjyan in the 23 November 2010 issue of 'News.am.' In his statement, the latter accused the medical centre for deceiving him and installing another cheap device at the time of surgery instead of an electric cardio-stimultor with a 10-year period of validity. 'Armenia Arythmological and Cardiological Centre' Ltd. considers that 'News.am' damaged its honour, dignity and professional reputation and demands that a retraction be published in the same media outlet and that it be paid damages in the amount of 2 million AMD (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’).   
During the hearing held on 1 February, the plaintiff's representative motioned to suspend the examination of the case since Hovhannes Katrjyan had applied to police for instituting a criminal case against the Arythmological and Cardiological Centre. However, the defendant's representative objected. On 2 February the hearing continued. The court declined the motion of the plaintiff's representative. 
The hearing continued on 16 December and 1 March. In the course of the last session the plaintiff’s representative submitted their text of retraction and reply, which i case the complaint is granted, must be posted at ’News.am’ after the pronouncement of the judgment. 
The examination of the case started on 3 September and lasted until 9 October. In this session Hovhannes Katrjyan who was invited as a witness confirmed that the information he had imparted on the correspodent of the website was true. Apart from this, he submitted to the court the decision on instituting a criminal case against Smbat Jamalyan, the then director of the Arithmological and Cardiological Centre based on his report. 
This criminal case instituted on 7 December 2011 on the basis of the materials prepared in the Investigative Division in Erebuni, was under Article 130(1) of the Criminal Code concerning the non-fulfilment or inadequate fulfilment by persons delivering medical aid and medical services of their professional duties. Moreover, at present a search is declared on Smbat Jamalyan. Hovhannes Katrjyan also submitted a document relating to the forensic medical examination, which had recorded that the electro-cardio-stimulator installed by the Arythmological and Cardiological Centre had a 5 rather than 10-year period of validity and is cheaper than the price actually paid for it. 

On 14 December the Court of General Juridiction of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrative Districts declined the complaint in whole.      
On 2 February, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan held a preliminary hearing on the case of Margarit Martirosyan, inhabitant of Artashat against Hripsime Karapetyan. The latter is the plaintiff’s daughter-in-law and on the basis of the evidence given by her the newspaper ’168 Zham’ published an article entitled ’I Cannot Live Like this when an Innocent Person was Tried’ (04.11.2010) in regard to which the media outlet was involved as a third party in the case. 
It should be recalled that the case has been in the court since 3 December 2010. Starting from October 2010 the newspaper published a series of articles on a murder perpetrated in the town of Artashat of which the aforementioned became the subject of dispute. The plaintiff demanded that the same media outlet retracted the information damaging her honour and dignity. The Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts suspended the civil proceedings on 29 June since Artashat Investigative Division was investigating a criminal case on the charge of embezzlement against the plaintiff. However, the RA Appeal Court eliminated this decision on the basis of a complaint and on 11 November 2011 the civil proceedings resumed.  

On 20 June 2012 the judgment on the case was to be published. However, the proceedings of the case resumed since it was found out that by the stage of submission of evidence the period of validity of the plaintiff’s representative had expired.   
The hearing continued on 2 July, and on 12 July the court granted the complaint in part. According to the judgment, the newspaper ’168 Zham’ was obligated to retract the information damaging (defamatory) to the plaintiff’s honour and dignity published in the article ’I Cannot Live Like this when an Innocent Person was Tried.’ The Defendant Hripsime Karapetyan was obligated to pay 100 000 AMD in favour of Margarit Martirosyan as lawyer’s fee. 

On 13 August, the judgment became legally effective. 
On 3 February, the mass media reported that the journalist Hayk Gevorgyan, then responsible person of ’Haykakan Zhamanak’ daily (current editor-in-chief) was detained and transferred to ’Noubarashen’ penitentiary for violation of traffic rules, causing damage to human health by negligence and for abandoning the site of the incident (Paragraph 1 of Article 242 and Article 244 of the RA Criminal Code). The decision to detain the journalist was adopted by the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan. 
The editorial office of ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ disseminated a statement on the incident in the evening of the same day, according to which Hayk Gevorgyan had been subjected to a pre-commissioned prosecution, which was connected with his professional activities. The RA Police also provided explanations. 
The journalistic community immediately reacted to the incident by expressing its anger and concern. In particular, the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression and Yerevan Press Club issued a joint statement on 4 February, by which they assessed Hayk Gevorgyan's detention as an act devoid of any sufficient legal justification. In the course of time (more than ten days) when a search had been declared on the journalist, the latter was busy with his professional activities and gained entrance to various state instances, as well as communicated with a police investigator to find out in what capacity he was called for the interrogation. The authors of the document stressed. 'The impression is that intentionally precoditions are created for imposing detention on the journalist as a means of prevention.' Accordingly, the statement called on the authorities to release immediately Hayk Gevorgyan and to ensure an impartial and transparent investigation into the incident. 
On 6 February, the RA Prosecutor’s Office determined to change the means of prevention and to substitute detention for a signature not to leave the country. In the afternoon of that day the journalist was released. 
Hayk Gevorgyan submitted an appeal to the RA Criminal Court of Appeal challenging the lawfulness of the decision of the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts to detain him. On 13 March the complaint was declined and on 7 May the RA Cassation Court left the March 13 decision of the RA Criminal Court of Appeal in force. As we have learnt from Hayk Gevorgyan, he is in the process of preparation of his application to the European Court of Human Rights. 
On 2 July, Hayk Gevorgyan, the editor-in-chief of 'Haykakan Zhamanak' daily received the decision of the investigator of the Division of Traffic Crimes of the RA Police on discontinuing the case against him. By that decision the criminal case was discontinued on the grounds of the absence of the elements of crime. Hayk Gevorgyan appealed this decision. According to him, since the charge against him was fake (and the car accident was made-up) his claim was that it be detected and the case discontinued on the ground of absence of crime rather than elements of crime. On 8 October the RA Appeal Court declined the appeal on the grounds of breach of the deadline for appeal, which in the journalist's opinion was groundless. 
On 7 February, the RA Administrative Court granted the complaint of Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan, director of ’Sirak’ Ltd, the founder of ’Hrazdan’ television company v. the Kotayk territorial centre of the RA State Labour Inspectorate. The claim was that the latter’s decision dated 9 August 2010 be annulled. 
The case had been in the court since 18 October 2010. On 9 August 2010, the Kotayk territorial centre of the RA State Labour Inspectorate adopted a decision on imposing an administrative sanction on Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan in the amount of 50 000 AMD (Article 169.5 of the RA Code of Administrative Offences). This decision was based on the materials received from Hrazdan Division of the RA Police on 23 July 2010, according to which in the period between 10 Januay 2008 and 30 March the director of the television company illegally employed Artash Saghatelyan. As a result of extended court proceedings in the RA Administrative Court the latter considered that it was not proved that this person was Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan’s employee with no employment contract.  

Later, a similar dispute arose between the director of the television company and Gagik Atasyan, inhabitant of Hrazdan. On 28 October 2011, the RA State Labour Inspectorate instituted administrative proceedings on the basis of the latter’s application to the effect that in the period of 18 July-30 September 2011 he had worked in the television company ’Hrazdan,’ but was not paid any remuneration. On 30 November 2011, on the basis of the decision adopted by the RA State Labour Inspectorate the proceedings were discontinued since the applicant, Gagik Atasyan failed to prove his submissions. Shortly after the adoption of this decision Hrazdan Division of the RA Police sent a motion to the RA Tax Inspectorate in response to the application of the same person demanding all the documents in connection with the tax transactions of the television company ’Hrazdan’ starting from 2005.   
On 21 February 2012, Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan, denying the allegation against him and considering the aforementioned event groundless, lodged a complaint with the prosecutor’s office. However, in April the Prosecutor of Kotayk region sent a letter to the RA State Revenues Committee for them to carry out additional tax complex inspections in the television company ‘Hrazdan’ with the participation of the operational officers of the SRC 4th Operational Intelligence Department. These inspections took place in the television company ‘Hrazdan’ in the period between 8 May and 12 June. 

On 22 June, the inspection commission drew the draft act according to which a fine in the amount of 2 300 000 AMD was imposed. In response to this, Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan, Director of ‘Sirak’ Ltd. submitted his objections. They were taken account of, and the fine was reduced to 1 960 000 AMD . However, the director of the TV company believes that the drawn act is unlawful and for that reason in July he submitted a complaint against the RA State Revenues Committee and requested that it be annulled in whole. The hearing was held on 8 November. The next hearing was appointed on 21 January. 

In parallel to this, the director of the TV company ‘Hrazdan’ having made publications in different mass media from January to March portrayed Gagik Atasyan who was declared ‘Citizen of the Year’ as prone to fraud and defaming people by means of misinformation. This latler became the basis for the court dispute (See page 29 of this Report).
On 8 February, the RA Cassation Court returned the complaint of ’Bi line’ Ltd. in the case against Armenia Public Television CJSC. The case was declared admissible by the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts on 26 July 2010. The object of the dispute was the video material presented in the 22 October 2009 broadcast of the news programme ‘Haylur,’ in which, according to the plaintiff ‘Bi line’ Ltd., the idea ‘Armenian economic entities often register the famous brands by which they obstruct investments’ could give rise to misconceptions and form an erroneous public opinion about the plaintiff and the objects of intellectual property belonging to the latter. Therefore, the plaintiff requested the court that the defendant ‘Armenia Public Television’ CJSC be obligated to retract the disseminated factual inaccuracies within one week following the lawful entry of the judgment into force during the main broadcast of the news programme ‘Haylur,’ as well as pay for the judicial expenses. The examination of the case was over on 11 July 2011, and on 25 July 2011 the complaint was dismissed for being ungrounded. The plaintiff appealed the judgment to the higher instance. By its decision dated 1 December 2011 the RA Appeal Court dismissed the appeal. On 30 December 2011, ‘Bi line’ Ltd. submitted a cassation complaint, which the RA Cassation Court returned.  
On 9 February, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan was to held a hearing on the case of Gourgen Aghajanyan v. ’The Editorial Office of Zhoghovurd’ Ltd, which, however, was postponed. 
It should be recalled that on 30 August 2011 the newspaper published an article headlined ’Galoust’s Son is Being Asked For’ based on a letter received from Gourgen Aghajanyan, which contained critical information about Karine Kirakosyan, former head of the State Assets Management Department under the RA Government and Ashot Markosyan, deputy head of the same department. The plaintiff denies that he was the author of the letter and demands that the same media outlet retracts the information he considers to be defamatory and pay damages in the amount of 804 000 AMD. 
The court sessions in this case were being postponed several times starting from 24 October 2011 due to the failure by Karine Kirakosyan and Ashot Markosyan to attend the court sessions, as well as for a number of other reasons.
The examination of the case started on 2 October 2012 and continued in the course of the subsequent months. 8 January 2013 was appointed as the day of the pronouncement of the judgment.
On 10 February, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan examined the case of Hayk Baboukhanyan, President of the Constitutional Law Union  and ’Iravounq Media’ Ltd. v. ’Khmbagir’ Ltd. and journalist Edik Andreasyan. 
It should be recalled that in this case the object of dispute was the article published on 31 August 2010 in the website www.report.am and headlined ‘The Right of the ‘Right’ is at the Point of Hayk Baboukhanyan’s Sword.’ The complaint was lodged with the court on 11 November 2010. Each of the plaintiffs demanded from the defendants to retract the information damaging their honour, dignity and professional reputation, apologize in public, publish the judgment of the court, pay damages and judicial expenses (more than 7 million AMD in total).  
At the stage of the examination of the case the parties expressed their final positions. 
The judgment was pronounced on 27 February 2012 and the complaint was declined. The court found that the plaintiff had missed the one-month statute of limitation. By this judgment Hayk Baboukhanyan and 'Iravounq Media' Ltd. were obligated to pay 236 000 AMD against the pre-paid court fee to the state budget. The plaintiff appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 16 May, the RA Civil Court of Appeal examined the appeal, and on 31 May it was rejected. According to the decision of the court, Hayk Baboukhanyan and 'Iravounq Media' Ltd. were obligated to pay 390 000 AMD to the state budget for the non-paid court fee. The plaintiff again appealed this decision to the higher court. However, on 25 July the RA Cassation Court returned the complaint of Hayk Baboukhanyan and 'Iravounq Media' Ltd.
On 22 April 2011, the Court of General Juridiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared admissible another complaint by Hayk Baboukhanyan against Edik Andreasyan, analyst in www.report.am and Abel Mikayelyan, editor of the same website by which he challenged the article ‘When You are Forced to Prompt the Unprompted’ posted at www.report.am on 25 March 2011 (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’).  

On 12 March 2012, the judicial act in this case was pronounced, and the complaint was declined for being ungrounded. According to the judgment, Hayk Baboukhanyan was obligated to pay 20 000 AMD as payment for the court fee against the increased pecunary claim. This judicial act was not appealed and became effective. On this basis the limitations applied to the defendants as measures for securing the complaint by the decision dated 22 April 2011, according to which it was prohibited to post any information at www.report.am, to post or keep any statement by third parties, which would contain insulting or defamatory expressions concerning the plaintiff, were lifted in full.
On 15 February, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan held a concurrent hearing in the case of Robert Kocharyan v. ’Hraparak Daily’ Ltd., in the course of which a friendly settlement was reached on the basis of the parties’ submissions. 

It should be recalled that the case was declared admissible by the court on 28 March 2011. The claims were to retract the information published in the article ‘Kocharyan is Being Destroyed and Tsaroukyan Explained’ and pay damages for insult and defamation in the amount of 6 million AMD (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). 
On 18 February, ‘Hraparak’ daily published the requested retraction to fulfill the terms of the friendly settlement. 
On 16 February, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts continued the examination of the complaint filed by ’Armenia Public Television’ CJSC v. the religious organization ’Jehova’s Witnesses.’ 
It should be recalled that the religious organization ‘Jehova’s Witnesses’ challenged the information disseminated in the news programme ‘Haylur’ (currently ‘Arajin Lratvakan’) and the analytical programme ‘Tesankyun’ on 9, 10 and 11 November, according to which Arman Torosyan who was charged for the murder of his parents was a Jehova’s witness (the incident occurred in the town of Sevan). The case was admitted by the court in December 2010. The hearings were postponed in the period between 23 September 2011 and 16 February 2012 since the plaintiff had initiated negotiations around friendly settlement.  
On 15 May the parties signed an agreement on friendly settlement, while on 5 June the Public Television of Armenia, in order to fulfil the obligations undertaken by this document, denied the disputed information by the news programme 'Arajin Lratvakan.'
On 10 July, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan confirmed the friendly settlement agreement signed between Armenia Public Television Company and the religious organization ’Jehova’s Witnesses.’
On 25 February, the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression received an alert from Naira Khachikyan, director of the TV company ’Ijevan Studia’ on the fact of obstructing the activities of the company’s journalists. She informed that on 21 February at about 17.00 when she and the cameraman Armen Asatryan went to the municipality with a view to covering the session of Ijevan Council of the Elderly, they were met by Arman Khachatryan, member of the council in the reception who rudely demanded for a retraction of a report made by Naira Khachikyan broadcast by ’H2’ on 16 February. 
The video related to unconscientious cleaning of the snow from the streets of Ijevan: it was stated, in particular, that that the sidewalks in the town were not being cleaned. In the course of the argument another member of the Council – Vardan Ordinyan – approached, and pushed Naira Khachikyan and Armen Asatryan out of the building of the municipality with swear words.  

The Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression informed Armen Gevorgyan, the RA Deputy Prime Minister and the Minister of Territorial Administration about the incident by an official letter. Another letter with the same content was sent to Aghvan Hovsepyan, the General Prosecutor which was requested to be regarded as a report of a crime.
Later, CPFE received the letter no 7/20-1-378 (dated 25 March 2012) from the Investigative Division of Tavoush Region of the General Investigative Department of the RA Police by which we were informed that on 6 March 2012 Naira Khachikyan, Director of 'Ijevan Studia' Ltd. reported of the aforementioned incident to Ijevan Police Division and that on 7 March a criminal case was instituted under Article 258 of the RA Criminal Code. On 13 March the case was referred to Tavoush Regional Investigative Division. 
On 29 June, Naira Khachikyan informed the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression that she had received the copy of the decision adopted by the Investigative Division of Tavoush Region of the General Investigative Department of the RA Police on 22 June, according to which the proceedings on the criminal case instituted against Vardan Ordinyan, member of Ijevan Council were discontinued.  
The cameraman Armen Asatryan when testifying at the time of the preliminary investigation (supposedly under pressure) failed to confirm what had been reported about the crime as a result of which  suspicion arose that Naira Khachikyan had committed a perjury.    
It was registered in the decision on discontinuing the criminal proceedings of Tavoush Regional Investigative Division that as a result of operational investigative activities no witnesses of the incident had been identified, and neither the crime committed by Vardan Ordinyan nor perjury committed by Naira Khachikyan had been proved.  
On 29 February, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts held a concurrent hearing on the case of Ara Gabouzyan, teacher at YSU Law Faculty Criminal Law Department and YSU SNCO v. ’Banadzev’ Ltd. (founder of the programme ’Akanates’ aired by Armenia Public Television Company), Sirekan (Sirak) Yeghiazaryan, applicant of the Master’s Programme at YSU Law Faculty and legal expert Sona Haroutyunyan. 
It should be recalled that this case was declared admissible on 27 June 2011. The plaintiff challenged the information presented in the story ‘The Offending Lawyer’ of the programme ‘Akanates’ broadcast by Armenian Public Television Company on 28 May 2011. According to ‘Akanates,’ Sirekan Yeghiazaryan, applicant of the Master’s Programme of YSU Law Faculty received poor for his paper without any check of its content and purely on the basis of its length. The applicant complained, which stimulated teacher Ara Gabouzyan to hand the applicant over to the police. In the programme the applicant concluded that this story related to his case had corruption risks. The programme also broadcast the comments of the legal expert Sona Harutyunyan on the incident. The plaintiff demands from the three defendants to apologize in public and from the first two defendants – to retract the information damaging his honour, dignity and professional reputation by any programme on Public Television since the programmes produced by the company ‘Banadzev’ were not longer broadcast by that television company. Apart from that, the plaintiffs demanded that the final judicial act be posted at http://akanates.banadzev.com. 
On 29 February, the preliminary hearings were over and the case entered the stage of examination, which ended on 13 July. 
 On 30 July, the court granted the complaint in part. According to the judgment, YSU SNCO could not act as a proper plaintiff in that case since a legal person could not have honour and dignity, and therefore the complaint was rejected in this part. The claim related to the legal expert Sona Haroutyunyan was again rejected since it had been submitted in breach of the statute of limitations. The rest of the complaint was granted. Apart from this, the court obligated the defendants to publish an apology and retraction not only by the aforementioned mass media outlets but also at www.youtube.com. 
The plainitff YSU SNCO and the defendant Sirekan Yeghiazaryan appealed the judgment of the court of general jurisdiction to the higher court. 
By its decision adopted on 23 November the RA Civil Court of Appeal granted the complaint of YSU SNCO in full and Sirekan Yeghiazaryan’s complaint, in part. Accordingly, the defendant had to publish a retraction and an apology, pay the damages caused to Ara Gabouzyan’s honour and dignity, as well as to YSU SNCO’s professioal reputation since the latter’s claim as a legal person related to this and not the honour and dignity (as interpreted by the court of general jurisdiction). According to the decision of the appeal court, the ‘concluding part of the judgment of the general jurisdiction court had to be drawn in such a way that in case of any obstacle to publishing a retraction and apology on the programme ‘Akanates’ by ‘Banadzev’ Ltd be published by another mass media outlet.’ 
On 6 March the media reported that the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared admissible the complaint of the religious organization ’Word of Life’’ and its religious leader Arthur Simonyan v. ’Iravounq Media’ Ltd., the founder of ’Iravounq-Hetaqnnutyun’ and ’Argumenti Nedeli v Armenii.’ The plaintiff’s claims are to retract the publications in the above newspapers in which the ’Word of Life’ was characterized as a sect, to apologize in pubic and to pay the judicial expenses. The leader of the organization was especially disturbed by the information related to ’The Word of Life’ published in Annex 39 ’Hetaqnnutyun’ (19-25 October, 2011) of the newspaper ’Iravounq-Hetaqnnutyun,’ according to which ’The topic of sect-related porn pictures flourished with the charge in pedophilia’ and the two related collages. The case was admitted by the court on 23 November 2011.   
 The preliminary court hearing appointed on 13 March 2012 was postponed due to the absence of the plaintiff. The hearing of the case continued on 23 March. On 10 May the plaintiff submitted the evidence, including the expert conclusion of the Informational Disputes Council on this dispute drawn following the plaintiff’s request. 
The examination of the case ended on 17 July, and on 31 July the court rejected the complaint. 
The court of general juridiction decided to exact 1500 AMD to the state budget from both the religious organization and Arthur Simonyan against the court fee, as well as 150 000 AMD from each as a lawyer’s fee in favour of ’Iravounq Meda’ Ltd. The plaintiff appealed this case to the higher court.  
On 29 September the RA Civil Court of Appeal declared the case admissible. The examination took place on 25 October, and on 8 November the court rejected the appeal of the ‘Word of Life’ and decided to exact 100 000 AMD from each of the plaintiffs – ‘The Word of Life’ and Arthur Simonyan – in favour of ‘Iravounq Media’ Ltd. against the lawyer’s reasonable fee. On 6 December the plaintiff appealed this case to the higher court.  
On 17 March, ’Haykakan Zhamanak’ daily informed that the day before, on 16 March, the activities of Sahak Mouradyan, the newspaper photographer and correspondent Lusine Barseghyan were obstructed. Mher Sedrakyan, nominated as a candidate for the election of the MP in the constituency no 13 in Yerevan, having noticed that he was being filmed at the headquarters of the Republican Party of Armenia, approached the photographer of ’Haykakan Zhamanak’ and said. ’I’ll break your chin now, stop photographing.’ At that moment the policemen prevented his attack. They were approached by the newspaper correspondent who said. ’You want to become an MP and not to be photographed?’ The candidate replied. ’No, I don’t. Your father does. Go and photograph him!’ Then he hit the journalist’s recorder and left (See also page 38 of this Report).
On 21 March, the RA Appeal Court declined the complaint of Manvel Ter-Arakelyan, owner of ‘Hin Erivan Holding’ Ltd. against the judgment of the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan dated 27 December 2011, by which the defamation and insult-related claims of ‘Unibank’ CJSC were granted: the media agency www.news.am (whose founder was ‘Media Consult’ Ltd., current owner ‘News.am’ Ltd).  was involved in the case as a third party. This case was declared admissible by the court on 18 July 2011. The claims put forward to the defendant were to retract the information published in the interview posted at www.news.am, according to which the bank made a loan transaction by means of the documentation fraud, to apologize to the plaintiff and the readers of the website, as well as to pay for the damage caused by defamation in the amount of 2 million AMD and 40 000 AMD for the pre-paid court fee. The examination of the case in the court of general jurisdiction ended on 13 December 2011. The judgment on granting the complaint was pronounced on 27 December 2011. The third party who did not have a separate claim with regard to the subject of the dispute did not take part in the hearings, and the case was heard in their absence.     


The defendant Manvel Ter-Araqelyan appealed the decision of the RA Civil Court of Appeal dated 21 March 2012 to the higher court. The RA Cassation Court, having granted the complaint of 19 October in part, decided to quash the act passed by the RA Civil Court of Appeal and refer the case to the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan for a new examination, which took place on 5 December. 

On 12 December this court, by granting the defendant’s motion, decided to suspend the proceedings of this case until the judicial act on another case became effective since the factual circumstances to be established within those proceedings were of essential importance for resolving the former case since they could confirm or retract whether or not the disputed expression was true.  
On 5 April, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan held a preliminary hearing on the case of Juri Mnatsakanyan v. National Health Institute after S. Avdalbekyan CJSC and Vigen Shahinyan, chief of staff of the same institute. The informational and analytical agency ’News.am’ (whose founder was ’Media consult’ Ltd, and the current owner – ’News.am’ Ltd.) 
The plaintiff challenged the information disseminated by the publication headlined ’40-100 Employees of the National Health Institute will Become Unemployed’ (26.12.2011). The case was declared admissible by the court on 26 December 2011.  

The hearings started on 5 April and continued until 31 August. In addition to the claim of public apology the plaintiff later added a pecuniary claim as damages for insult and judicial expenses. 
The court rejected the complaint on 4 September. According to the judgment, the plaintiff Yuri Mnatsakanyan was obligated to pay 20 000 AMD against the court fee. The plaintiff appealed the judgment to the higher court. The hearing in the RA Appeal Court took place on 9 November, and by its decision pronouced on 23 November the court quashed the judgment of the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan and referred the case to the same court for re-examination.  
On 10 April, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrative Districts in Yerevan admitted the case of Andranik Hovhannisyan against ’Armenia TV’ television company (CJSC).

The plaintiff challenged the information in the main broadcast of the television news programme ’Zhamy’ about the website www.armgirls.am owned by him and in the report regarded the expression ’online pimp’ insulting and defamatory. The claims were to publish a retraction and pay 3 million AMD for defamation and insult.   
  The hearings on the case started on 13 July and continued on 2 November and then on 10 December. The examination was appointed on 19 February 2013.  

On 15 April, the date of national music award an incident occurred in the Academic Theatre of National Opera and Ballet after A. Spendiaryan between the organizers of the award ceremony and journalists. The journalists and photographers accredited to cover the award ceremony were not allowed to enter the hall and work from there. 

According to Melik Baghdasaryan, director of the agency ’Photolour,’ the employee of the agency was also prohibited from going beyond the lobby of the theatre. Following the latter’s alert, Melik Baghdasaryan also went there to seek for clarifications. Grigor Nazaryan, an organizer of the event justified that the rest of the journalists and photographer had been prohibited to enter the hall in order not to obstruct the television broadcast. The director of the agency explained that in the lobby photographers would be unable to fully perform their duties. An argument took place. The journalists and photographers were allowed to enter the hall only at the end of the ceremony when the hall was already half empty.  

On 19 April, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan validated the friendly settlement reached between ’Aravot Daily’ Ltd. and ’Armenia Arythmological and Cardiological Centre’ Ltd. which was submitted to the court on 4 April. Hence, the proceedings were discontinued.  
It should be recalled that the plaintiff ‘Armenia Arythmological and Cardiological Centre’ Ltd. demanded that the information disseminated by the article ‘Where is the Hyppocratic Oath’ (in the electronic version of 01.12.2010) in ‘Aravot’ daily be retracted, a reply published and damagesed paid (2 million AMD) for the honour, dignity and professional reputation, as well as for the lawyer’s fee (300 000 AMD). On 10 December 2011, ‘Aravot’ published the reply submitted by the plaintiff and the retraction of the above article admitting that it damaged the honour, dignity and professional reputation of the AACC’s staff and that it was not true. 
In the evening of 21 April, Samvel Alexanyan, member of the NA called the editorial office of ’Zhoghovurd’ daily and by threatening demanded that the publication entitled ’A Greeting Card or Voter Bribe’ of 20 April be retracted. The publication related the meeting of parents in school no 190, which was essentially a pre-election campaign meeting with the candidate Samvel Alexanyan. In this meeting the latter gave the school principal 700 000 AMD and envelopes to some parents which appeared to have 100 USD notes. He also promised to organize their ’Last Bell’ party in ’Parvana’ restaurant owned by him. While speaking with Tagouhi Tovmasyan, editor-in-chief of the newspaper, Samvel Alexanyan demanded that the information regarding vote buying be retracted threatening that he would sue her and adding ’you will have problems,’ ’you don’t know what will come on your head.’ The next day this dialogue between the candidate and the editor-in-chief was published in the same newspaper. This incident did not have any further developments.  
On 26 April, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Shengavit Administrative District in Yerevan declared the complaint of Rouzanna Azizyan, principal of Yerevan school no 11 against ‘Tevanyan’ Ltd., founder of the media outlet www.7or.am admissible. 

The subject of the dispute was the news posted at www.7or.am on 16 April headlined ‘The Principal – Serzh Sargsyan’s Fellow Student – Demands 100 USD from Teachers,’ which was published on the basis of the information received by e-mail from the parents of the pupils of school no 11. Although on 17 April the media outlet published the reply to the above news signed by the lawyer of the principal of school No 11 under the headline ‘Retraction,’ on 26 April, nevertheless, the latter applied to the court. The claims were to retract the information damaging the honour and dignity of Rouzanna Azizyan, publish an apology by the same media outlet and pay 100 000 AMD for the lawyer’s fee.   
The court hearing appointed on 24 May was postponed for the parties to negotiate a settlement. In the hearing that took place on 15 June the claim was amended and a claim of 300 000 AMD was added as damages for insult. 
On 10 August the court discontinued the proceedings on account of the plaintiff who withdrew the complaint.  
On 27 April, the RA Cassation Court exmined the complaint of ’Skizb Media Kentron’ Ltd., the founder of ’Zhamanak’ daily against the decision of the RA Appeal Court dated 18 January in the case of Tatoul Manaseryan, former NA advisor v. ’Skizb Media Kentron’ Ltd. 
It should be recalled that Tatoul Manaseryan deemed the information published in the issue of 29 September 2010 headlined ‘A Criminal Case against the Adviser to the Chairman of the NA?’ damaging to his honour and dignity. He demanded that a retraction be published, 2 million AMD be paid to him for the damage, 500 000 AMD as the lawyer’s fee and 44 000 AMD as the pre-paid court fee. This case had been in the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts since October 2010. On 20 September 2011 the court granted the complaint in part. According to the court, ‘Zhamanak’ daily was obligated to publish a retraction and pay 510 000 AMD, of which 300 000 AMD for defamation, 200 000 for the lawyer’s fee and 10 000 AMD for the pre-paid court fee. 
The founder of the newspaper appealed the judgment to the higher court. On 15 December 2011, the RA Civil Court of Appeal dismissed the appeal. On 18 January 2012, the founder of the newspaper appealed this case to the RA Cassation Court. 
On 27 April, the RA Cassation Court also dismissed the cassation complaint. However, as we have already mentioned in the section of this Report entited ’The Media Environment,’ it passed a precedent by which it interpreted Article 1087.1 of the RA Civil Code. 
  
On 27 April, the RA Cassation Court examined the complaint of Boris Ashrafyan, inhabitant of the village of Lernapat in the case of Vano Yeghiazaryan, mayor of the same village v. Boris Ashrafyan, in which ’Skizb Media Kentron’ Ltd., founder of ’Zhamanak’ daily was involved as a third party.  

It should be recalled that Vano Yeghiazaryan had lodged complaints against Boris Ashrafyan, as well as several others of his co-villagers with the Court of General Jurisdiction in Lori Region (sitting in Vanadzor) by which he challenged the article published on 1 September 2010 in ’Zhamanak’ daily and headlined ’Remove this Turk from among Us!’ (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’).   

This case related to damage to honour, dignity and professional reputation had been in the court since 22 September 2010. The plaintiff’s claims were the public apolgy, publishing of a retraction in the same media outlet and payment of damages in the amount of 3 million AMD (1 million AMD for insult and 2 million for defamation). By its judgment dated 22 July 2011 the court granted the complaint in part. Accordingly, Boris Ashrafyan was obligated to apolgize via ’Zhamanak’ daily, to retract the defamatory data, as well as to pay damages for defamation and insult in the amount of 314 000 AMD and the court fee. 
Both the plaintiff and the defendant appealed this judgment to the RA Appeal Court which declined both appeals on 5 October 2011. On 7 November 2011, Boris Ashrafyan appealed the decision to the higher court. 
By its decision passed on 27 Aptil 2012, the RA Cassation Court granted Boris Ashrafyan’s complaint in part. Accordingly, Vano Yeghiazaryan’s complaint was declined and he was obligated to pay 19 000 AMD in favour of Boris Ashrafyan against the pre-paid appeal court fee and 20 000 AMD – against the cassation court fee.  
On 27 April, the Court of General Jurisiction of Arabkir and Qanaqer-Zeytoun Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared admissible the case of the non-governmental organization ’Women’s Resource Centre’ v. the journalist Rouslan Tatoyan and ’Zarouhi Publishing House’ Ltd., the founder of ’Zarouhi’ women’s magazine. 
The plaintiff disputed the expressions found in the article headlied ’The Ruiners of Families’ posted at www.zaruhi.com on 21 March, which related to the aforementioned non-governmental organization. The aforementioned article by Rouslan Tatoyan related to the interview of publicist Zarouhi Hovhannisyan to www.lurer.com ends with the following paragraph: ’By the way, lately a representative of the non-governmental organization ’Women’s Resource Centre’ who could not explain the fields of activities of her NGO, was the guest of ’Vitamin’ club. However, we remembered an event organized by them, which is not accommodated by the concept of ’traditional family’: last year this organization held a so-called theatrical event called ’Vagina Monologues’. That was it! Finally, we would like to call on grant-suckers of all types to be united!’ 

The claims were to obligate the defendants to apologize publicly, to pay 500 000 AMD for the damage to the plaintiff’s professional reputation and to post the judgment of the court at the same website.  
 The examination of the case started on 17 July, and the judgment was pronounced on 7 December. The court of general jurisdiction granted the complaint in part, and, accordingly, the defendants were obligated to post an apology at www.zaruhi.com for calling the mentioned NGO ‘ruiners of families’ and ‘grant-suckers’ and pay it 50 000 AMD as damages. The defendant appealed this case to the higher court. 
Note should be taken of the fact that this is one of the cases when the media outlet and the journalist breached the rules of professional ethics. 
On 14 May, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Shengavit Administrative District in Yerevan declared the case of Roudolf Babayan and Ofelya Movsesyan against Levon and Gohar Hambardzoumyan and Laura Maroutyan. The founder of the television company ‘ATV’ was involved as a third party. 
The plaintiffs disputed certain expressions addressed to them by the defendants in the 19 March 2012 broadcast of the programme series ‘Half-Open Windows’ which were considered defamatory and insulting. The claims were to publicly apologize to the plaintiffs and pay damages in the amount of 5 million AMD. The hearing started on 10 July and ended on 3 December. In the course of the hearings the representative of Gohar Hambardzoumyan submitted a counterclaim. 

On 18 December the court of general jurisdiction granted the complaint in part by obligating the defendants to broadcast their apology, while the pecuniary claim and the counterclaim were rejected. As of 31 December the judicial act was not appealed.
On 18 May, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared admissible the complaint of Senik Joulhakyan, chairperson of the board of directors of ‘Hayhydroenergyproject’ institute against Hmayak Hovhannisyan, President of Armenian Political Scientists’ Union. 9 companies and organizations were involved as third parties not having independent claims, incuding the founders of a number of media: ‘Hraparak Daily’ Ltd., ‘Media Style’ Ltd., ‘Armenia TV’ CSJC, ‘Multi Media Kentron TV’ CJSC, ‘Armnews’ CJSC, ‘Dialogue Expert Examination Centre’ NGO, ‘Hayeli Club’ support to democracy NGO, ‘Henaran Sociolegal Humanitarian Association’ NGO. 

The plaintiff regarded insulting a number of expressions addressed to him by Hmayak Hovhannisyan and demanded to obligate the defendant to publicly apologize, to retract the information damaging his honour, dignity and professional reputation, as well as pay damages in the amount of 1 million AMD for defamation and insult.  

 The examination of the case started on 9 July, and the hearings continued in the course of the subsequent two months. 1 November was appointed as the date for the pronouncement of the judgment but the court decided to resume the examination. The hearing will continue on 23 January 2013.  
On 21 May, the mass media reported that on the same day at around 17.00 during the march on the ocassion of the International Day of Cultural Diversity initiated by the non-governmental organizations ’Need for Public Information and Knowledge’ and ’Women’s Resource Centre’ one of the young men who opposed this protest act swore at Siranoush Papyan, reporter of www.lragir.am and www.1in.am. 

A number of journalists were invited to Kentron Division of Yerevan Department of the RA Police to give explanations. The swearing young man persisted that he had not sworn at the girl but ‘a young man defending homosexuals.’ Materials were prepared in the police in regard of the incident under Article 258 (hooliganism) of the RA Criminal Code in the course of which that young man, Edmon Petrosyan (who appeared to be the deputy director of Avan youth complex sport school, and the head of Avan task force of the Republic Party’s youth organization) admitted that he repented for what he had done.   
At around 30 May the parties were invited to Kentron Division of the police where Edmon Petrosyan apologized to Siranoush Papyan and announced that he would never against behave the way he had done.
On 29 May, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kotayk Region declared admissible the complaint of Gagik Atasyan, inhabitant of Hrazdan v. Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan, director of ’Sirak’ Ltd., founder of the television company ’Hrazdan.’ The plaintiff deemed insulting and defamatory Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan’s article about him posted at www.aravot.am (’Discovery: the True Face of the Citizen of the Year,’ 18.01.2012), www.hraparak.am (’The True Face of the Citizen of the Year,’ 20.01.2012), www.hetq.am (29.02.2012), www.mitq.am (’World Famous Film Director?’ 11.03.2012), as well as the websites of ’Hrazdan’ TV company. According to him, the comments made under these publications were also insulting, which he suspects were again authored by Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan. The claims were to obligate the defendant to issue a public apology, to pay damages in the amount of 3 million AMD for defamation and insult and to publish the judgment by the same media. 
The hearings started on 9 July. On 16 August the defendant submitted a motion on discontinuing the case. To decide on this motion the judge had to postpone that hearing and the hearing of 22 August. In the hearing that took place on 24 September the judge declined the defendant’s motion. The latter submitted a motion of self-recusal of the judge. The next hearing was appointed on 28 September for the judge to make a decision on the motion on self-recusal within a three-day period as required by the law. However, that hearing was postponed. The hearing of 11 October was again postponed. On 25 October the defendant submitted a counterclaim, in which he regarded certain comments addressed to him and posted at www.aravot.am as defamatory. The hearing appointed on 21 November was postponed for the judge to decide on the motion of self-recusal. The hearings appointed on 23 November, 4 and 21 December were again postponed due to technical and other reasons. The next hearing was appointed on 24 January 2013 (see page 19 of the same Report).  
On 31 May, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Lori Region (sitting in Vanadzor) discontinued the proceedings in the case of Vano Yeghizaryan, mayor of Lernapat v. Boris Ashrafyan, inhabitant of the same village, in which ’Aravot Daily’ Ltd. was involved as a third party. 
It should be recalled that Vano Yeghiazaryan had submitted three complaints (against his co-villagers Boris Ashrafyan, Gevorg Melkonyan and Fahrad Voskanyan) by which he challenged the information published in ’Aravot’ daily under the headline ’Who Accuses Who’ and demanded to pay damages for damage to his honour, dignity and professional reputation. The disputed article concerned the protest act that took place in front of the RA Government building in August 2011 in which the inhabitants of Lernapat, participants of the act complained to the journalist about their mayor Vano Yeghiazaryan (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). 
On 6 June the same court also discontinued the proceedings in the cases of Vano Yeghiazaryan v. Gevorg Melkonyan, and on 2 August, Fahrad Voskanyan, both inhabitants of Lernapat. 
Thus, these cases with the involvement of ’Aravot Daily’ Ltd. as a third party were resolved due to the withdrawal of the plaintiff.   
On 8 June, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared admissible the complaint of Anoushavan Nikoghosyan, a self nominated candidate for the member of the parliament v. ‘Virtual Media’ Ltd., founder of the news website www.slaq.am. The plaintiff disputed the publication entitled ‘The Cause of Anoushavan Nikoghosyan’s Discontent.’ The claims were to obligate the defendant to apologize for the defamatory and insulting information, retract it by the same website, as well as to pay 3 million AMD for defamation and insult. The proceedings in this case started on 12 July. 

 As we learnt from the then editor-in-chief of www.slaq.am Karen Vardanyan, the defendant admitted that unverified information had been posted on the website and in the court expressed readiness for publishing a retraction and negotiating a friendly settlement. However, the plaintiff persisted with his claims. 
The court gave the parties time for negotiating a friendly settlement. During the concurrent hearing, which took place on 29 November, Artak Haroutyunyan, director of ’Virtual Media’ Ltd., stated in the court that their former representative, the editor-in-chief was not authorized to give a final response regarding the friendly settlement and that the defendant considers that the complaint must be fully dismissed. 
On 14 December, Karen Vardanyan retracted via www.hetq.am the information imparted by Artak Hatoutyunyan in the court and stated that he had the proper POA, which he had submitted to the court and that his position voiced before the court was fully agreed with the management of ’Virtual Media.’  
On 14 December, the court of general jurisdiction dismissed the complaint in whole. And although during the proceedings the plaintiff had reduced the claimed amount of damages to 3000 AMD, the court decided to exact from him 60 000 AMD to the state budget as the court fee against the previously claimed 3 million AMD. 
On 8 June, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan admitted the complaint of Mikayel Andreasyan, former military pilot v. Novoe Vremya Daily’s Editorial Office’ Ltd., the founder of the newspaper ’Novoe Vremya’ for the protection of his honour, dignity and professional reputation. 
By the complaint he challenged the article published in 7 February 2012 issue of ’Novoe Vremya’ headlined ’Those Who Were Destined to Live...’ According to the plaintiff, the publication presented a distorted picture of one of the episodes of the war in Artsakh, which he had participated in. The claims are to publish a retraction, to pay damages in the amount of 2 million AMD, as well as the court fee.  

 The hearing of the case started on 29 August. In the subsequent stages of the hearing the defendant offered a friendly settlement. On 3 December, the court approved the friendly settlement reached by the parties on 14 November and discontinued the proceedings. Accordingly, the defendant was obligated to publish the article entitled ’It is Possible to Deceive Some People for Long, It is Possible to Deceive Some People for Short. It is not Possible to Infinitely Deceive Everybody.’
On 18 June, the CPFE was informed by the editorial office of www.lurer.com that on 16 June the activities of journalist Lilit Lalayan had been obstructed in the supermarket ’Yerevan City’ at 10 Tigran Mets Street in Yerevan. When in order to prepare a publication on inflation the journalist was monitoring the prices of goods by making notes in her notebook, the manager of the supermarket approached her and prohibited to carry out that activity. Lilit Lalayan explained that she was doing a journalistic monitoring but the manager demanded that she showed a permission from the director of the store. When the journalist again explained that she was performing her professional duties, the manager rudely pushed her out of the supermarket. 
As we learnt from Lilit Lalayan, 2 days after this incident she again visited the same supermarket and continued her monitoring, this time without obstacles. By the way, the journalist carried out such activities in other supermarkets of the city as well. 
On 20 June, ’Aravot’ reported that the day before Nelli Babayan, the reporter of the daily tried to speak with Artak Bayadyan, one of the military doctors beaten in ’Harsnaqar’ restaurant in the RA MoD’s military hospital in view of the fact that he was already in the condition to tell the reporter about the incident. However, the journalist was not allowed into the hospital. 

 Nelli Babayan had previously obtained a permission from Moushegh Aghekyan, staff member of the MoD’s PR department to visit and speak to doctor Artak Bayadyan. However, in the passport control point of the hospital she was informed that the director of the hospital prohibited the journalist to enter. Meanwhile, the day before, on 18 June the youth initiative group ’We Won’t Remain Silent’ entered the hospital and made videorecordings, and on 19 June another media representative managed to interview Artak Bayadyan. 
On 22 June, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrative Districts held a preliminary hearing in the case of Mourad Asryan, member of the Chamber of Advocates against ’Media Consult’ Ltd. (the current owner is ’News.am’ Ltd.), founder of the informational and analytical agency ’News.am.’ 

The plaintiff challenged the information published at www.news.am on 4 February 2011 in the article headlined  'Another Complaint Against an Independent Media Outlet: A Perfect Example of Illiteracy.’ The article stated that as early as December 2010, Mourad Asryan who represented the interests of the Armenia Arythmological and Cardiological Center, had submitted a complaint to the court following an article posted at www.news.am on 23 November 2010, which stated that ’A Heart Patient was ’Fooled’ by the Arithmological Centre when Another Device was Implanted on him’, and the complaint was against the media outlet (that could not act as a defendant) rather than its founder. 
It should be recalled that there was another dispute on this subject between Mourad Asryan and ’Aravot Daily’ Ltd., which ended in a friendly settlement (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). 
In this case which had been in the court since 3 March 2011, the plaintiff Mourad Asryan demanded 1 million AMD damages for both defamation and insult, as well as publishing of the judgment within 3 days after its pronouncement by the court.  
On 22 June 2012, the plaintiff explained which of the expressions he regarded insult and which – defamation. The defendant submitted his objections. The plaintiff expressed a wish to familiarize himself with the written objections. 
The hearing lasted until the end of the year. The next hearing was appointed on 14 January 2013. 
On 22 June, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared admissible the complaint of Arthur Sakounts, President of Helsinki Citizens’ Assembly in Vanadzor v. Rouben Hayrapetyan, President of Armenia Football Federation. The Publiց Television of Armenia was involved in the case as a third party. 
The basis for the complaint was the following expression made by the President of Armenia Football Federation Rouben Hayrapetyan, during the sports programme ‘Time Out’ shown by the Public Television Company of Armenia on 26 May: ‘When I want to build the football school in Vanadzor, there is neither a tree nor a bush, I build this school on top of a hill but I don’t know why a Helsinki son of a bitch with unimaginable rings appeares and sues us ... ’ The claim was to obligate the defendant to publicly apologize and to pay 10 AMD for the damage to the honour and dignity of the person. 
 The preliminary court hearing took place on 25 July, in the course of which the plaintiff replaced his claim of 10 AMD with 1 Luma. The hearings continued on 8 and 17 August. It should be mentioned that Armenia Public Television Company did not submit a response and their representative did not express any position during the hearing. 
On 29 August the complaint was dismissed.  
On 11 July, the online version of ’Aravot’ daily repoted that the daily’s journalist Rouzan Minasyan was invited to the National Security Service but that she did not know what publication of her this was related to. A few hours later it became known that the journalist was interrogated as a witness in the case of Samvel Hovhannisyan, former chief of the Department of Penitentiary Institutions. The latter was suspected of preparation of an attempt of murder against a convict through another convict. Rouzan Minasyan published an article about him in the 30 June 2006 issue of ’Aravot’ headlined ’Murder for Pecuniary Reasons.’ When the journalist learnt about the cause of her interrogation, she invited an advocate, and the four-hour long interrogation took place in the latter’s presence. The investigator had both the journalist and the advocate sign that the confidentiality of the preliminary investigation would not be breached. 
On 13 July, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan completed the proceedings in the case of Margarita Khachatryan, Chairperson of the ’Soldier’ Cooperation of NGO Human Rights Co-ordinating Council v. ’Hraparak Daily’ Ltd.  

It should be recalled that according to the plaintiff, the 21 April 2011 publication entitled ‘There was a Hustle’ damaged her honour and dignity, and, therefore, she demanded that the founder of the newspaper be obligated to retract the disseminated information and to pay her damages in the amount of 2 040 000 AMD, including the judicial expenses. The hearing started on 6 September 2011. 

On 13 July 2012 the plaintiff withdrew the pecuniary claim, leaving only the claim for the retraction. 

On 30 July, the court of general jurisdiction dismissed the complaint in whole. The court found that when publishing the article the journalist took reasonable measures to find out the truth of the data known by her. In other words, the journalist did not intend to damage Margarita Khachatryan’s honour, dignity and professional reputation.  

On 6 September Margarita Khachatryan appealed this judgment to the higher court. The RA Appeal Court declared it admissible on 11 September. The hearing took place on 9 November, and on 3 November the appeal was granted. The appeal court decided to quash and change the 30 July judgment of the general jurisdiction court and to grant the complaint and to obligate ’Hraparak Daily’ Ltd. to publish a retraction of the information related to Margarita Khachatryan published in the 21 April 2011 issue of the daily and to apologize to Margarita Khachatryan, as well as to exact 14 000 AMD from the founder of the daily against the pre-paid court fee. ’Hraparak Daily’ Ltd. appealed this act to the higher court. 
On 20 July, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts declared admissible the complaint of blogger Tigran Kocharyan (known by his pseudonym ’Elephant’) against ’The Entrance of Strangers’ Ltd., the founder of the newspaper ’The Fourth Self-Estate.’ The plaintiff considered the expressions made in the daily’s article headlined ’The Fascist and the Elephant: in the Defence of Elephants’ (13.07.2012). The claims are to obligate the defendant to publish a retraction and an apology, as well as to pay damages in the amount of 3 million AMD for defamation and insult. 
Earlier, on 26 May ‘The Fourth Self-Estate’ made a publication entitled ‘Fascistlet, Fashulya, Fashya – 3: About Elephants,’ which, according to Tigran Kocharyan, contained insulting expressions about him. The latter asked the staff of the newspaper to remove the publication from the website but this was followed by the publication ‘The Fascist and the Elephant: in the Defence of Elephants,’ which stimulated the submission of the complaint.  
The preliminary court hearing took place on 24 September. The hearings continued on 16 October and 15 November. In the course of the process the plaintiff amended his claims: in order to pay his advocate he raised the amount of the damages by 500 000 AMD. The examination has not started yet since on 12 November and 26 November, and later on 7 December the hearings were postponed due to the absence of the plaintiff. The next hearing was appointed on 16 January 2013.  
On 4 September, the journalistic club ’Asparez’ disseminated a statement to the effect that on the same day in the course of the RA President’s visit to Gyumri the representatives of the staff of the head of state did not allow the journalists of the local mass media (the local correspondents of the daily ’Gyumri-Asparez,’ the weekly ’Thursday,’ www.asparez.am, ’Tsayg’ and ’GALA’ TV companies, radio ’Liberty’ and ’Aravot’ daily) were not allowed to take part in the briefing held inside Gyumry Mother and Child Hospital. In the above statement this was assessed as a limitation of freedom of speech and discrimination of various groups of representatives of the same profession. 
In the evening of the same date the PR Department of the RA President’s Staff in its clarification disseminated by the news website www.panorama.am stated that the briefing took place in the ’small lobby of the hospital. Therefore, in order to cause the least possible inconveniences to the patients and due to space limitations only journalists from a few television companies broadcasting in the territory of the state were allowed to ask several short questions.’  
On 6 September, the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression, along with the partner organizations, made a statement, in which it was stated that ’...In general, it is evident that there is an unwritten rule among the ruling elite to prefer foreign mass media in their contacts with the means of mass communication, then ’select’ television companies broadcasting throughout Yerevan and the country, and only then, the representatives of regional media. This is an extremely negative phenomenon... This workstyle of public institutions creates unequal competition conditions and obstructs the process of receiving and disseminating information. Therefore, we call on the authorities to review this style.’
On 7 September, the RA Criminal Court of Appeal rejected for the second time the appeal of Vladimir Baghdasaryan, leader of Sevan local unit of the religious organization ‘The Order of Christians of the Evangelical Faith’ against the decision of the Court of General Jurisdiction of the RA Gegharkounik Region, whereby the court rejected the application for instituting a criminal case against the journalist of the television company ‘Shant’,  Arpi Soukiasyan and the cameraman Edward Petrosyan. 

It should be recalled that this court dispute originated in December 2010. The incident, which caused the submission of the complaint took place on 10 November 2010 when the filming crew of the television company ‘Shant’ in the person of journalist Arpi Soukiasyan and cameraman Edward Petrosyan left for Sevan to prepare a report. They stepped into the buidling of the former cinema which had to sign, which, as was found out later, was the meeting point of the members of the above religious organization, while one of its floors was the private property of the leader of the organization and two of its members. When the filming crew started their work, Vladimir Baghdasaryan, the leader of the organization stepped forward and demanded that they left the building. The latter punched the cameraman on his face and did not allow him to videorecord.  

Within the frames of the criminal case instituted on 24 December 2010, Vladimir Baghdasaryan was found guilty of the commission of a crime under Paragraph 1 of Article 164 of the RA Criminal Code (obstruction of the lawful professional activities of a journalist) and obligated to pay 200 000 AMD as a fine. Under the act of amnesty applied by the court the latter was released from the payment of the fine. Vladimir Baghdasaryan appealed the judgment of the general jurisdiction court dated 13 July 2011 to the higher court. By its decision dated 12 December 2011, the RA Criminal Court of Appeal declined the appeal (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). The decision of this court was appealed to the RA Cassation Court, which returned it by its decision dated 17 February 2012.   

Within the frames of the criminal case Vladimir Baghdasaryan also submitted a motion to Sevan Investigative Division of Gegharkounik Region of the RA Police and demanded that a criminal case be instituted against two employees of the television company on the ground of trespass of the private property. The police refused to institute the criminal case on the ground of the absence of the elements of crime. On 25 February 2011, Vladimir Baghdasaryan applied to the Court of General Jurisdiction of Gegharkounik Region asking to obligate Sevan Investigative Division of the RA Police to institute a criminal case. By its judgment dated 13 July 2011, the court declined the application and this act was appealed. On 12 December 2011, the RA Criminal Court of Appeal did not grant the appeal. This decision was also appealed, and on 8 June 2012, the RA Cassation Court quashed the decision of the RA Criminal Court of Appeal dated 12 December 2011 and referred the case to the first instance court for re-examination.  
On 3 July 2012, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Gegharkounik Region (sitting in Martouni) received this case for re-examination by a new formation. By its decision dated 24 July, the application on instituting a criminal case with regard to the journalist and cameraman of the TV company ‘Shant’ was declined, and on 7 September, the RA Criminal Court of Appeal did not grant the appeal aganst this decision. According to the reasoning of the court, the applicant must have first appealed the investigator’s decision to the prosector. Apart from that, the court found it confirmed that the private property in question was not an apartment and served as a public place where the entrance of journalists could not be prohibited.  

The representative of the religious organization applied to the RA Cassation Court for the second time. By its decision of 31 October this court returned the cassation complaint. 
By the way, in June 2011, Vladimir Baghdasaryan demanded a retraction from the TV company ‘Shant,’ and on 12 August he submitted a complaint to the Court of General Jurisdiction of Arabkir and Qanaqer-Zeytoun Administrative Districts in Yerevan against the TV company demanding a retraction, which was dismissed on 20 December. The plaintiff’s appeal was also dismissed. And the RA Cassation Court returned the latter’s cassation complaint on 6 June 2012.   
On 19 September, when the photojournalist Gagik Shamshyan tried to ask questions to Samvel Chailyan, the newly elected director of the Institute of Biochemistry after H. Bouniatyan under the RA National Academy of the Sciences during the protest act staged at the Academy, the latter, having attacked the photo journalist, said: ‘Hey, who are you to film me? You know what I’m going to do now? I will break this bottle on your head.’ Gagik Shamshyan in his turn retaliated improperly.
On 20 September, Rouzan Minasyan, journalist of ‘Aravot’ daily again informed us that she was invited to an interrogation, this time in Yerevan Investigative Department of the RA Police. The reason was the incident that took place in the court during the trial of Vahram Kerobyan and Stepan Hovakimyan who were charged for theft. Stepan Hovakimyan cut his veins. The journalist provided to the investigator 3 of her publications and 6 photographs on the facts of the case and gave explanations. 
On 24 September, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork Marash Administrative Districts of Yerevan declared admissible the complaint of the ex-Prime Minister Armen Darbinyan v. ‘The Centre for Political Studies’ Ltd., which published the online journal ‘National Idea’ (‘N-idea.am,’ whose founder and director is Artyom Khachatryan). The plaintiff considered a number of expressions made about him in the article posted on 16 August 2012 and entitled ‘Armenchik Darbinyan does not like to pay: why should he if he is protected by the Armenian state?’ defamatory and insulting. The claim was to pay 4 million AMD for the damage to his honour and dignity (including the lawyer’s fee). The plaintiff also demands that the defendant be exacted 84 000 AMD for the pre-paid court fee and be obligated to apologize to him. An arrest on the defendant’s property and monetary assets was imposed to secure the complaint. 
The preliminary hearing took place on 8 November and the case went to examination. The defendant did not attent the hearing of 21 December, and the hearing was postponed. The process will continue in 2013.  
On 24 September, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Shengavit Administrative District declared admissible the complaint of Mkrtich Piltoyan, President of the RA Rally Federation v. Gagik Aghajanyan, director of ‘Apaven’ Ltd. The news agency ‘Arminfo’ was informed as a third party. The plaintiff challenges the expressions found in the publication posted at the website of ‘Arminfo’ news agency (‘Ipages.am’) entitled ‘Gagik Aghajanyan: the RRF President Inspires Disgust among the Members of the Federaion’ claiming that it damaged his honour, dignity and professional reputation. 
The preliminary court hearings took place on 23 November and 7 December. As we learnt from Emanouil Mkrtchyan, director of the news agency ‘Arminfo,’ the latter did not take part in the hearings and applied to the court requesting that the agency remained outside the judicial process. 
The next hearing was appointed on 5 February 2013.
On 26 September, the website www.henaran.am informed that on the same day the RA Minister of Agriculture Sergo Karapetyan was disrespectful to Marianna Ghahramanyan, correspondent of the website when the latter asked the minister to assess the situation in the fields under his ministry in 2011. In particular, to the journalist’s question, ’Whether the positive developments in the sphere are the product of effective work or God’s mercy?’ the minister shouted ’No, woman, switch off you phone.’ He meant the recorder and snatched it from the journalist’s hand. At that moment Marianna Ghahramanyan reminded the minister that at the start of his office the latter personally advised the people to resort to God, to pray for favourable weather conditions and initiated the blessing of fields. In response to this, Sergo Karapetyan shouted, ’At first we’d better pray you, so that you become human, an Armenian Christian.’
On 10 October, the mass media informed that Armenia Football Federation refused to accredit the representatives of a number of mass media (including ‘Kentron,’ ‘Yerkir Media’ and the Public Radio) for the match between the national teams of Armenia and Italy at the stage of selection of the world football championship, which was to take place on 14 October in ‘Hrazdan’ stadium. On those days it was indicated in the accreditation procedure disseminated by the AFF that the final decision on both the granting and refusal to grant accreditation would be made by the AFF and that the latter was not obliged to provide explanations in case of both granting and refusal to grant accreditation. 
On 11 October, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Lori Region declared admissible the complaint of Mariam Epremyan v. ‘Loru MIG’ Ltd., the founder of the television company ‘MIG’ and ‘News.am’ Ltd., the owner of the news agency ‘News.am.’ The plaintiff challenged the reportage of Narine Matevosyan headlined ‘A Fatal Accident’ broadcast on 14 March by the television company ‘MIG’ and the video material prepared by Edward Arzoumanyan and posted at www.news.am. These publications covered the accident that took place in Vanadzor over the night of 14 March, which resulted in two deaths. The plaintiff was the wife of one of them. In the complaint she mentioned that the sight of her husband’s body in the video materials caused her pain and damaged her honour and dignity and those of her children and that she got familiarized with these materials two months after the accident.   
The claims were to obligate the defendant to remove the disputed video materials from the Internet and pay 500 000 AMD for the damage and the pre-paid court fee. 

The preliminary hearing took place on 20 December. The representative of www.news.am did not attend the hearing. In order to allow him to be present at the session the court decided to adjourn. The next hearing was appointed on 17 January 2013.  
It should be noted that following the submission of the complaint the disputed video was removed. 
On 9 November, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Shirak Region declared admissible the complaint of Hambardzoum Matevosyan, chief of Gyumri Centre of Food Security Service v. Anoush Mnatsakanyan, Iveta Charkhifalaqyan, Vardan Papoyan and Levon Gevorgyan, former and current employees of the same centre. ‘Azg Daily’ Ltd. was involved as a third party.

The plaintiff disputed the open letter published in the issue no 171 of ‘Azg’ daily (2.10.2012) and entitled ‘Free Us from this Corrupt Manager,’ signed by the four defendants and demanded that the same media outlet recognized this information untrue, retracted the defamation and paid damages.  
The preliminary hearings took place on 6 and 18 December. The next hearing was appointed on 21 January 2013. 
On 21 November, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrative Districts in Yerevan declined the complaint of Gevorg Asatryan, director of ‘Golden Pomegranade Holding’ Ltd. v. the television company ‘Yerevan’ and Ashot Khachatryan for the protection of honour, dignity and professional reputation. 

 This case was declared admissible by the court on 4 October 2010. The plaintiff applied to the court on 30 September 2010 challenging a number of expressions made during the broadcasts of 29 July, 4 August and 9 August 2010 of the TV programme ‘By Daylight.’ The claims were to obligate the defendants to apolgize by means of the programme ‘By Daylight’ of the TV company ‘Yerevan’ for the defamatory expressions, retract them and pay damages in the amount of 199 999 AMD, as well as broadcast the judgment of the court in whole or in part.   
On 26 November, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared admissible the complaint of Tigran Ourikhanyan, member of the RA National Assembly v. blogger Edgar Barseghyan. The plaintiff challenged the collage made by the defendant and posted at www.demotivator.am which publishes political humour where the photo of the MP’s face was added to a half-naked body of a woman. The claims are to obligate the defendant to remove the materials damaging to the honour and dignity of the plaintiff from the websites www.demotivator.am and www.blognews.am and the social networks, to publicly apologize to the plaintiff, to pay him 1 million AMD for the damage by means of an insult and 530 000 for the judicial expenses. 

The preliminary hearing took place on 24 December. The next hearing was appointed on 14 January 2013. 
This case was interesting due to the fact that new media are also being involved in defamation and insult cases. 

On 27 November, the photojournalist Gagik Shamshyan reported that the MP Nahapet Gevorgyan swore at him and threatened by saying, ‘I will kill you like a dog’ when the journalist took a picture of his Mercedes under the arch of ‘Ararat’ restaurant.

The journalist tried to find out from the MP if the car was his and if the technical inspection receipts were posted on it. At first the MP denied that the car was his, at the same time informing that the insurance receipt was posted. A few minutes after this dialogue the MP saw the photo journalist at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and got angry that the latter took a picture of the car. Then the conversation turned into an argument. 

Gagik Shamshyan informed the Chairman of the RA National Assembly and the NA Ethics Committee in writing about the incident and passed the video recording and the pictures of the incident to them.                                        

On 29 November, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts declared admissible the complaint of Razmik Abrahamyan v. ‘Aravot Daily’ Ltd. and ‘Dareskizb’ Ltd., the publisher of ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ daily. 

The plaintiff who had gotten a 10-year prison term for forced acts of a sexual nature was released from the penitentiary institution only lately. By his complaint he challenged the article ‘Will the Pedophyle Get 2 Years?’ published in ‘Aravot’ daily on 26 September 2003, as well as the article ‘Razmik Abrahamyan, the 62-Year-Old Pederast Admitted his Guilt’ published in ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ daily on 5 September 2003.  

The plaintiff demanded 2 million AMD from each of the defendants for the damage to his honour and dignity. 

The preliminary court hearing took place on 24 December. The plaintiff and the representative of ‘Aravot’ daily did not attend the hearing, while the representative of ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ objected to the complaint and requested that it be dismissed due to the expiry of the statute of limitations. The examination was appointed on 9 January 2013.   
On 11 December, ‘Zhoghovurd’ daily reported that Khachik Khachatryan, president of the company ‘X Group’ addressed obscene expressions to Sona Grigoryan, correspondent of the newspaper when the journalist tried to find out from him over the phone what kind of problems that company had with the State Revenue Committee. In answer to the correspondent’s question Khachik Khachatryan stated in particular ‘Write, darling, on the contrary, I am happy that you write about me. Otherwise, you don’t pay any attention to us. Darling, you are not a journalist, you are a whore, go and write this too.’ It should be mentioned that by disseminating this news that daily retaliated by the same obscene expressions.  

On 28 December, ‘The Editorial Office of Zhoghovourd’ Ltd. and journalist Sona Grigoryan submitted a complaint to the Court of General Jurisdiction of Arabkir and Qanaqer-Zeytoun in Yerevan demanding a public apology for the damage to the person’s honour and dignity. The case was declared admissible but the hearing has not been appointed yet. 
On 19 December, the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression was informed and shortly afterwards the media disseminated a video, in which Mher Sedrakyan, an RPA MP responded to the attempt to ask a question of Mher Arshakyan, journalist of ‘A1+’ in the lobby of the RA National Assembly.  

The latter did not even manage to utter his question when the MP said: ‘Get out, get out. I will break your chin. Go to hell. You’ve lost your braces and reins’. 

On 20 December, the CPFE sent an official letter to Hovik Abrahamyan, Chairman of the RA National Assembly informing the latter that the CPFE assessed the incident as a blatant violation of the journalist’s rights and requested to be informed of the steps the leadership of the parliament intended to take against an MP who manifested such an improper conduct in his contacts with a mass media representative, as well as motioned that this issue be discussed in the RA NA Ethics Committee. As of 31 December, the CPFE had not received any answer from the Chairman of the RA NA. 

It should be recalled that in March the same MP threatened the photographer and correspondent of ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ daily with similar expressions and obstructed their activities as well (See page 24 of this Report.) 
 
3. Violation of the Right to Receive and Impart Information 
In 2012, the CPFE registered an increased number of violations of the right to receive and impart information. If in 2011 this figure was 7, in 2012 it reached 23: 4 of such incidents occurred on 6 May, the day of elections to the RA NA, 4 – in the course of the elections to the local self-government, and 1 on 2 December, the ad hoc elections to the NA under the majoritarian system. This has already been presented above under a separate heading (’Other Obstructions to Professional Journalistic Activity during the Elections to the NA and the Local Self-Government.’)

It should be noted that as a result of court proceedings having lasted for more than a year the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression won the case against the RA Ministry of Health, by which we demanded that the latter’s acts be recognized unlawful. The complaint of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression against the National Television and Radio Commission was again granted in part. 
Below are the new facts registered in 2012, as well as the new developments of former ones. 
On 10 January, the RA Administrative Court of Appeal held a hearing on the complaint of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression on the judgment of the RA Administrative Court dated 27 September 2011, by which the CPFE’s complaint on recognizing the acts of the National Television and Radio Commission unlawful and the provision of the sought information was rejected.  

 It should be recalled that on 21 February 2011, the CPFE made an official inquiry to the NTRC to obtain the copies of the proposals for the television broadcasting licences and the documents enclosed with them. In its response the NTRC informed that the documentation containing secrets cannot be provided. According to the NTRC, these include the re-broadcasting agreements enclosed with the papers, as well as the CVs of the employees of companies. On 11 April, the CPFE lodged a complaint with the RA Administrative Court against the NTRC demanding complete information. On 27 September it became known that the CPFE’s complaint was rejected. Furthermore, there was also a breach of the procedure (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). 
The RA Administrative Court of Appeal pronounced the judgment in this case on 2 February 2012, and the CPFE’s complaint was granted. The judgment of the RA Administrative Court dated 27 September 2011 was quashed and the case was referred to the same court for re-examination. When passing this decision, the RA Administrative Court of Appeal ‘found that the judgment of the first-instance court could not be deemed justified and reasoned since it contained assessments about facts which are of essential importance to this case without any relevant evidence.’
The hearing in the RA Administrative Court took place on 19 July. 
On 3 August, the RA Administrative Court granted the complaint of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression in part, and, accordingly, the act of the NTRC of refusing to provide the CVs of the employees of companies was found unlawful. The court obligated provide to the CPFE the CVs of teh employees of companies enclosed with the tender documentation and requested by the letter of 21 February 2011. Where the act of obligating to provide the agreements with third parties on rebroadcasting is concerned, the claims in this part were rejected. 
The judgment of the Administrative Court dated 3 August was not appealed by the NTRC. And on 3 September, the CPFE submitted an appeal to the RA Administrative Court of Appeal on the rejected part of the claims. The appeal was declared admissible on 10 September. The examination took pace on 22 November. On 13 December the RA Administrative Court of Appeal rejected the CPFE’s appeal. The Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression appealed this decision to the higher court.  
On 23 January, the RA Administrative Court declared admissible the complaint of the Freedom of Information Centre against ‘Ashtarak Kat’ CJSC.

On 12 November 2011, the FOICA sent an inquiry to ‘Ashtarak Kat’ CJSC, asking to inform which of the company’s diary products is made of natural milk and which – not, and what is the quantity of natural milk in which product. The inquiry was left unanswered, and on 6 December 2011 the FOICA made a repeat inquiry to the same company. The answer of the inquiry was received on 12 January 2012 after the FOICA had applied to the court and demanded that ‘Ashtarak Kat’ CJSC be obligated to provide full information, and that the director of the company was subjected to administrative liability. 
On 6 February, the Freedom of Information Centre of Armenia appealed the judgment of the RA Administrative Court dated 23 January to the higher court. On 5 March, the RA Administrative Court of Appeal granted the appeal in part and, accordingly, the lower court was obligated to admit the complaint on subjecting the director of ‘Ashtarak Kat’ CJSC to administrative liability. The decision of the administrative court on providing information was left unchanged. 

On 7 August, the RA Administrtive Court held the first hearing in the case of Freedom of Information Centre v. 'Ashtarak Kat' CJSC. The examination of the case continued on 4 October and ended on 16 November. 5 December was appointed as the day of the pronouncement of the judgment but instead the examination of the case resumed due to newly emerged circumstances. The next hearing was appointed on 23 January 2013.
On 26 January, the RA Administrative Court refused to admit the complaint of Freedom of Information Centre v. ‘Dustr Marianna’ Ltd.

On 18 November 2011, the FOICA had sent an inquiry for information to ‘Dustr Marianna’ Ltd. requesting to advise on which of the company’s diary products was made of natural milk and which – not and what was the quantity of natural milk in various products. The inquiry was left unresponded, and on 6 December 2011, the FOICA sent a repeat inquiry to the same organization. On 16 December the company responded by e-mail and informed that the information requested by the FOICA was marked on each of the boxes of products. At the same time, it made a reference to the organization’s website. However, according to the FOICA, the information they were interested in could not be found on the boxes of the company’s products or on its website. Therefore, on 19 December 2011, the Freedom of Information Centre lodged a complaint with the RA Administrative Court and demanded that ‘Dustr Marianna’ Ltd. be obligated to provide complete information, as well as to subject the company’s director to administrative liability.  

On 13 February, the Freedom of Information Centre appealed the 26 January decision of the RA Administrative Court to the higher court. On 5 March, the RA Administrative Court of Appeal granted the appeal in part, and, accordingly, the lower court was obligated to admit the claim of subjecting the director of 'Dustr Marianna' Ltd. to administrative liability. As regards the claim of providing information, the decision of the administrative court was left unchanged. 
On 16 April, the RA Administrative Court admitted the complaint of the Freedom of Information Centre v. ‘Dusrt Marianna’ Ltd. in its part related to subjecting its director to administrative liability. The first court hearing took place on 18 July, while the hearings appointed on 25 September, 31 October and 6 December were postponed. The next hearing is appointed on 21 January 2013. 
On 17 February, the Freedom of Information Centre sent an inquiry to Volodya Khloyan, mayor of Vardenis, requesting him to provide information on the financial resources foreseen by the budget of the town of Vardenis and allocated for that purpose. On 21 February, the FOICA made a similar inquiry to Samvel Darbinyan, mayor of Vanadzor. Neither of the mayors responded. On 15 March, the FOICA made a repeat inquiry to the same officials. The repeat inquiries remained unanswered too. 
On 14 March, the RA Administrative Court of Appeal held a hearing on the complaint of the RA Ministry of Health Care on the judgment of the RA Administrative Court dated 30 November 2011, which granted the complaint of Freedom of Information Centre on recognizing the acts (inaction) of the RA Ministry of Health Care unlawful.   

It should be recalled that on 11 February 2011, the CPFE made an inquiry to the RA Ministry of Health Care requesting information about the accreditation of journalists in the ministry, as well as on refusals of applications for accreditation. The ministry provided the information to the CPFE on 5 April having breached the deadline set by the law and only after they had received the complaint. On 25 March, the CPFE had applied to the RA Administrative Court against the RA Ministry of Health Care with a complaint on recognizing the ministry’s actions (inaction) unlawful and demanding information. On 30 November, the RA Administrative Court granted the CPFE’s complaint. In the course of the hearing the CPFE withdrew the claim of providing information since after applying to the court the ministry provided this information. On 27 December, the RA Ministry of Health Care appealed the judgment to the RA Administrative Court of Appeal (see the details in the 2011 annual report of the CPFE at www.khosq.am, under the rubric ’Reports’). 
On 4 April, the RA Administrative Court of Appeal rejected the complaint of the RA Ministry of Health Care. On 28 April, the RA Ministry of Health Care appealed this decision of the RA Administrative Court of Appeal to the higher court. On 6 June, the RA Cassation Court returned the appeal. Hence, the judgment of the RA Administrative Court dated 30 November 2011, according to which the actions (inaction) by the RA Ministry of Health Care had been recognized unlawful became effective.  
On 15 March, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declined the complaint of the Freedom of Information Centre v. the Universal Credit Organization ‘Small and Medium Enterprize Investments’ CJSC. The claim was to obligate that organization to provide complete information, as well as to subject its manager to administrative liability in the amount of 50 000 AMD. The case was declared admissible by the court on 23 December 2011. The hearing took place on 27 February and 2 March 2012. 

 On 22 November 2011, upon the request of ‘Ankakh’ weekly, the FOICA made an inquiry to the universal credit organization ‘SME Investments,’ requesting information on the legal and physical persons the company funded from state resources and how much has been provided to each of them. The credit organization answered this inquiry in part stating that the requested information was a commercial (banking) secret. Previously, the same organization under the same pretext had refused to respond to the similar inquiry of the weekly ‘Ankakh,’ and, therefore, the newspaper applied to the FOICA with a request to assist in obtaining the necessary information.  

 The FOICA stated that they intended to appeal the judgment of the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan but it failed to do so. 
On 25 April, the Freedom of Information Centre made written inquiries to the bloc of parties ‘Armenia National Congress,’ the party ‘Prosperous Armenia,’ the Armenia Democratic Party, asking each of them to provide information on the finances spent on their pre-election campaigns. The inquiries were left unanswered. On 16 May, the FOICA made repeat inquiries to the same parties, which again remained unanswered. 

 On 2 July, FOICA submitted a complaint to the Court of General Jurisdiction of Arabkir and Qanaqer-Zeytoun Administrative Districts in Yerevan requesting to obligate the Prosperous Armenia Party to provide exhaustive information. 
The first hearing on the case of FOICA v. PPA was appointed on 12 September. However, before that, on 4 September the PPA had submitted the requested information, as well as informed the court that they had answered the FOICA’s inquiry and submitted a motion on discontinuing the proceedings on the case. The FOICA in their turn submitted a complaint to the court indicating that they did not object to discontinuing the proceedings on the condition that the court resolved the issue of the court fee in favour of the FOICA or that the PPA voluntarily passed to the FOICA the amount of the pre-paid court fee. The hearing appointed on 12 September was postponed. Before the next hearing the PPA paid to the FOICA the pre-paid court fee. On 10 October the court discontinued the proceedings.  
On 2 July, the FOICA submitted a complaint to the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan v. Armenia Democartic Party requesting that the latter be obligated to provide exhaustive information. 

Following the hearings that took place on 18 September and 30 October, on 13 November the court had to pronounce the judgment but it was postponed until 12 December. On that day the court decided to resume the examination of the case due to newly emerged circumstances. The judgment was pronounced on 21 December and, accordingly, the court recognized the fact of breach of the FOICA’s right to receive information and obligated the ADP to provide the necessary information to the FOICA. Apart from that, the court obligated the defendant to compensate the FOICA for teh pre-paid court fee and part of the lawyer’s fee in the amount of 100 000 AMD. 
On 21 May, the RA Administrative Court held a preliminary hearing on the complaint of the FOICA v. the RA Ministry of Emergencies.

On 7 February 2011, the FOICA had made a written inquiry to the RA Ministry of Emergencies requesting information on whether the ministry had declassified documentation from 2010, and if yes, to provide the copies of these documents to the FOICA. The RA MoE replied that these documents had been seized by the RA Special Investigative Service. The latter, however, informed the FOICA that the copies of the seized documentation could be found in the Ministry of Emergencies. On 29 March, 25 May and 20 October 2011, the FOICA again applied to the ministry with the same inquiry but the latter did not provide any response to it. On 8 November 2011, the FOICA applied to the RA Administrative Court demandng that the RA Ministry of Emergencies be obligated to provide within 5 days the requested information, as well as to subject the RA MoE minister, Armen Yeritsyan to administrative liability by imposing a fine on him in the amount of 50 000 AMD. In the course of the preliminary hearing of 21 May the MoE provided the FOICA with the copies of the requested documentation and the parties entered into friendly settlement. Interestingly, the declassified documents concerned the purchause of flour. 
On 25 May, the Freedom of Information Centre made a written inquiry to the Republican Party of Armenia requesting information on the event organized in the Republic Square on 4 May. The inquiry was left unanswered. On 14 June, the repeat inquiry made by the FOICA was again ignored.
On 28 June, the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts was to hold a preliminary hearing on the complaint of the Freedom of Information Centre v. the condominium ‘University People’ but it was postponed. 

 On 13 and 30 June 2011, the FOICA made an inquiry to the Chairperson of the condominium 'University People' but again it was ignored. The requested information concerned the meeting of the condominium which decided the cost of service to 55/5 Tsarav Aghbyur. On 11 November 2011, the FOICA applied to the court demanding to obligate the condominium 'University People' to provide the requested information within 5 days, as well as to post them in a place accessible to the public. 
All the hearings appointed between 8 December 2011 and 28 June were postponed due to the absence of the defendant. Apart from that, neither had the defendant submitted a response to the complaint. 
The next court hearing took place on 24 July. The defendant again failed to attend the hearing. It was impossible to notify Armen Tadevosyan, the chairperson of the condominium ‘University People’ either through the municipality or the court mail service, and therefore, the FOICA’s representative motioned to announce a search on the defendant and his property. The motion was granted and the case was suspended for an indefinite period until Armen Tadevosyan was detected. As of 31 December the situation had not changed. 
On 24 July, the Freedom of Information Centre submitted a complaint to the RA Administrative Court v. the RA Ministry of Finances, the RA MoF Licencing Agency and the RA MoF Inspection for Financial Control. The claims are to recognize the fact of breach of the right to recieve information of the NGO Freedom of Information Centre and obligate the defendants to provide information on how much were the financial awards of the staff members of the Licencing Agency and the Inspection for Financial Control in 2011, as well as to impose a fine in the amount of 30 000 AMD on each of the three responsible staff members of the RA MoF for failure to provide information. 

Prior to applying to the court on 29 May, the FOICA had filed a written inquiry to the above state bodies in order to obtain information about the awards. The response provided was incomplete since the requested information was not provided. On 23 June the FOICA again applied to the RA Ministry of Finances in writing with a request to provide complete and exhaustive information. The requested information was not provided on the pretext that it concerned the private data of the staff. 
The first court hearing took place on 14 November, the preliminary hearing was over and the case went to the stage of examination. The next hearing is appointed on 5 March 2013. 
On 24 July, the Freedom of Information Centre submitted complaints to the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan and the RA Administrative Court v. the RA Ministry of Nature Protection’s state institution ‘Nature Protection Projects Implementation Unit.’ The complaint submitted to the general jurisdiction court claims to recognize the fact of violation of the right to receive information of the NGO Freedom of Information Centre and to obligate the defendant to provide information about the monetary awards to the staff members of the Nature Protection Projects Implementation Unit by their positions in 2011. By the complaint submitted to the administrative court FOICA also demanded that the responsible official of the Ministry of Nature Protection be fined in the amount of 30 000 AMD for failure to provide the requested information. 

 Prior to applying to the court, on 29 May the FOICA had made a written inquiry to the above state institution requesting information on the awards. The response provided was incomplete. On 20 June, the FOICA sent a repeat inquiry  requesting to provide exhaustive and complete information. On 2 July, the RA Ministry of Nature Protection provided information on the overall amount of the financial award to the staff members of the Nature Protection Projects Implementation Unit in 2011 but refused to provide information on financial awards according to positions on the pretext that they concerned the employees’ private data. 
The preliminary hearing appointed in the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan was postponed. The next hearing took place on 25 October, in the course of which the defendant informed that they intended to provide the FOICA with the requested information. The examination ended with the hearing of 8 November and on 23 November the court pronounced its judgment by which it recognized the fact of the breach of the FOICA’s right to receive information and obligated the defendant to provide the requested information. As to the claim of compensation for the judicial expenses, the court granted it in part by obligating the defendant to compensate the FOICA for the pre-paid court fee and half of the lawyer’s fee. On 12 December, the state institution the Nature Protection Projects Implementation Unit appealed the judgment of the court to the RA Civil Court of Appeal. 
And the RA Administrative Court appointed the hearing on 18 October. However, it was postponed. In the hearing on 9 November the court decided to suspend the case until the Court of General Jurisdiction of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan pronounced the judgment. There will be new developments in this case in 2013. 
On 30 October, ‘The Fourth Self-Estate’ daily informed that on 27 October the editorial staff received a number of alerts from citizens and newspaper salesmen that a limited number of that day’s issue reached the newsstands. According to the editorial staff of the newspaper, this obstruction to the dissemination of this media outlet had to do with a publication on gas tariffs.  
Other Events Related to the Activities of the Mass Media 
On 6 February, the RA Administrative Court (sitting in Vedi) granted the complaint of the National Television and Radio Commission v. ’Arpainform’ Ltd. (Vayots Dzor), founder of ’Arpainform’ television company. The claim was to recognize invalid the broadcasting licence no 155 issued on 10 January 2011. This claim was conditioned by the fact that ’Arpainform’ had failed to fulfil its obligations undertaken by the legislation and the licence, including the installation of the necessary technical equipment for broadcasting television programmes prior to 10 June 2011 and had not submitted the relevant evidence on the impossibility of fulfillment of their obligations. 
On 26 March, the Human Rights Defender’s Office published three reports related to the activities of the RA state agencies in 2011. One of them concerned the problems and achievements in the sphere of television and radio broadcasting. 

 According to the report, it was especially due to numerous breaches in the television broadcasting, including lack of pluralism, breaches of the legislation on advertising, failure to observe the legislation on the Armenian language and the minimum rules of ethics that the results of the NTRC's monitoring of the activities of television and radio companies was assessed dissatisfactory. As a result of extensive interpretation of the provisions related to limitations on advertising in the RA Law on Television and Radio and on Advertising the NTRC failed to ensure the rights of the RA taxpayers financing and watching the private television companies and the public television company.  
'As regards the process of digitalizing, by stating that it was not within the scope of its competence, not only does not the NTRC admit the responsibility for the most essential processes in its field but it does not possess very important information either. Such performance of its functions testifies to their insufficient and improper exercise. In terms of ensuring the antitrust safeguards foreseen by the law in 2011 the NTRC manifested inaction and did not perform its oversight functions to prevent the overcentralization or monopolization of the broadcasting market,' says the report. 
As a positive development, the Ombudsman’s office registered that as a result of the monitoring of the activities of the television and radio companies the NTRC detected two cases of breach of the law and reacted to them within the scope of its competence. 
On 7 May, the National Television and Radio Commssion instituted administrative proceedings against the television company ’Kentron’ for broadcasting a campaign programme in the period prohibited by the RA legislation on elections and referenda (the RA Electoral Code, the RA Law on Television and Radio). 

 On 6 May, the day of elections to the NA at about 17.00 the programme ’Epicentre’ of ’Kentron’ TV company broadcast the press conference of the ANC representative. The latter called on the people to take part in elections and not to cast their vote for the RPA. 
In the NTRC session of 11 May, it was decided to subject the TV company ’Kentron’ to administrative liability by fining it in the amount of 1 million AMD. 
On 10 May, the National Television and Radio Commission instituted administrative proceedings against the TV companies ’Kentron’ and ’Yerkir Media’ for exceeding significantly the disproportionality of air time allocated to the candidates nominated to the NA under the majoritarian system, as well as the parties and party blocs running under the proportional system.  
In the period between 8 April and 6 May – the time for pre-election campaign and the votimg day – the National Television and Radio Commission monitored the compliance of the programmes broadcast by 45 television companies and 20 radio companies in the RA territory with the RA electoral legislation and the RA Law on Television and Radio. As a result of this monitoring administrative proceedings have been instituted.  
On 18 May, the NTRC decided to discontinue the proceedings instituted against the TV companies ’Kentron’ and ’Yerkir Media.’ The Commission showed a lenient approach to this issue taking account of the fact that the monitoring done by it was a new workstyle and that apart from that the television company ’Kentron’ had already been subjected to administrative liability for another violation (see above). 
On 23 August, ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ daily informed that the European Court of Human Rights completed the examination of the case of ‘Dareskizb’ Ltd. v. the Government of Armenia. 

It should be recalled that the state of emergency declared in Yerevan in the period of 1-20 March 2008 was accompanied by censorship on the printed press, the websites, etc. The company publishing ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ appealed the provision of the decree signed by the then President Robert Kocharyan by which a ban was imposed on freedom of the press. ‘Dareskizb’ Ltd. demanded 9 million AMD from the RA Government for the 20-day ban on the publication of daily published by it, as well as 20 000 Euro for non-pecuniary damage and 10 000 Euro for the legal expenses.  
As the CPFE was informed from the editorial office of ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ the European Court of Human Rights after the examination of the publisher’s application referred questions to the RA Government and received questions, as well as clarifications on those responses from the applicant. Now it is time for the pronouncement of the ECtHR’s judgment. 
On 14 December, the mass media informed that the writer Arpi Voskanyan filed a complaint against www.1in.am with the police claiming breach of copyright. The problem is that the website, without any consent from the author, republished the poem ‘Political Puzzle’ by Arpi Voskanyan published in the issue of 6 December 2012 of ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ daily and announced a competition for writing a song with the poem as its lyrics. The author of the poem demanded that the website removed her work or paid her. However, no settlement has been reached between the two parties. Although the problems of breaches of copyright are regulated by the RA Law on Copyright and Related Rights and other legal acts, the CPFE, nevertheless, believes that the problem between the writer and the media outlet is possible to solve within the scope of self-regulation.
  The Report was prepared on the basis of the data of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression, the electronic newsletter of Yerevan Press Club and the website materials of the Freedom of Information Centre of Armenia, as well as publications of the mass media. 
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