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 OPEN SOCIETY FOUNDATIONS-ARMENIA
ON THE STATE OF FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION IN ARMENIA AND VIOLATIONS OF THE RIGHTS OF JOURNALISTS AND THE MASS MEDIA 
The 2013 Annual Report of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression 
The Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression imparts on the public on a quarterly and annual basis reports on the environment of the Armenian media and media workers, the state of freedom of expression, and the violations of the rights of the mass media and journalists. 
Executive Summary
The year 2013 was a considerably tense period for the Armenian media and journalists. This was so due to unfavourable conditions for the media and their workers in the light of a number of serious events in the domestic political and social life. In particular, this year was noteworthy for the presidential and Yerevan Council elections, as well as a number of civic movements (against the attempt to raise the urban transport fare, to transform Yerevan ‘Closed Marked’ into a ‘Yerevan City’ supermarket, Armenia’s accession to the ‘Customs Union’). This kind of events are normally accompanied by tense socio-political relations and limitations threatening freedom of expression, which leads to an increased number of incidents of intolerance to journalistic work. The CPFE has drawn attention to this regularity by registering very clear facts.  

In particular, on 18 February, the day of the RA presidential elections, 2 incidents of violence against journalists occurred. 4 other incidents of obstruction to the professional activities of journalists were recorded. 1 case of phisical violence was registered at the time of the election campaign for Yerevan Council elections, while on 5 May, the day of voting 8 other incident of obstruction to the professional journalistic activities occurred. 3 cases of violence and 6 incidents also occurred in respect of journalists covering the aforementioned civic movements. 
The year also marked a considerable increase in the number of civil defamation and insult suits against the media and journalists (including as a third party): the CPFE registered 24 such judicial cases (in 2012 they were 17). 
Hence, in 2013 in total the CPFE registered 10 cases of physical violence (which was more by 6 compared with 2012), 57 diverse incidents of pressure on the mass media and their workers (which was more by 20 compared with 2012) and 10 facts of violations of the right to receive and impart information (which was less by 13 compared with 2012). 
Thus, in 2013 the violations of the rights of the media and journalists increased by and large compared with 2012 and reached 77 (see tables 1 and 2).
The following merits attention in terms of the legislative amendments regulating the mass media. 
On 19 June, the RA National Assembly adopted in the second reading and in whole the draft law on making amendments to the RA Law on Television and Radio which postponed by six months the complete suspension of analogue broadcasting in the territory of the Republic of Armenia setting July 2015 as a deadline instead of 1 January. As a result, the terms of broadcast licences of those regional television companies whose activities were to expire on 1 January 2015 were extended. Besides, the licence terms of radio companies which were due to expire on 20 July 2015 were also extended until 20 July 2016.

On 30 September, the RA National Assembly adopted on second reading and in whole the draft on on making a supplement to the RA Law on Copyright and Related Rights, according to which the current law was supplemented by Article 22.1 which regulates the conditions for the use of publications of other media. 
On 26 December the RA Government approved the package of drafts on making amendments and supplements to the RA Law on Television and Radio, as well as to the RA Law on Advertising, according to which commercial advertising will be prohibited on the Public Television. The package of drafts will be submitted to the RA National Assembly.

See below for more details.   
The Media Environment 
The year 2013 was a considerably tense period for the Armenian media and journalists. This was due to the conditions arisen for the Armenian media and journalists in the context of the serious events taking place in the domestic political and social life of the Armenian public.  
The year 2013 was marked by two elections – presidential and Yerevan Council. As a result of tensions during elections the media and journalists find themselves in unfavourable conditions and the number of diverse limitations threatening freedom of expression increases. In this regard, the year 2013 was a logical sequence of 2012 when during the period encompassing parliamentary and local elections the violations of the rights of the media and journalists increased considerably. 
On 18 February 2013, the day of presidential elections, 2 incidents of violence in respect of journalists were recorded. Other incidents of obstruction to journalistic work occurred on that day, as a result of which the number of incidents of pressure on the media and their workers increased considerably.
On 20 February, at the initiative of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression more than a dozen journalistic and human rights organizations issued a statement expressing their concern about the violence exerted on the journalists covering the presidential elections and other incidents of obstruction to their professional work. The statement, in particular, said: ’The law enforcement usually turns a blind eye on such incidents and instead of detecting and punishing the culprits offer strange ’justifications’ for discontinuing these cases. Meanwhile, impunity begets new crimes.’
Criminal cases were instituted on the occasion of 2 incidents. However, one of them was disconinued shortly due to absence of the corpus delicti. 
Although no incidents of violence in respect of journalists were recorded on 5 May, the day of Yerevan Council elections, 8 other incidents of obstruction to professional journalistic activity occurred. 1 incident of physical violence occurred during the election campaign.  
All incidents of obstruction to journalists’ professional activities on the days of elections of the RA President and Yerevan Council are laid down separately in the following sub-section. 
As has already been mentioned, cases of intolerance by various layers of society to journalistic work were also recorded at the time of covering civic movements. In particular, on the days of protest acts against the attempt to increase the city bus fare, transforming the ‘Closed Market’ of Yerevan into a ‘Yerevan City’ supermarket and the visit of the President of the Russian Federation to Armenia (2 December), when a protest act took place in the centre of Yerevan against the accession to the Customs Union 3 cases of violence against journalists and 6 incidents of obstruction to journalistic work occurred.

Although in 2012 the CPFE recorded a decrease in the number of civil defamation and insult suits against the media and journalists (including as third parties) compared with 2011, it nevertheless recorded 24 new judicial cases in 2013. 

On 11 February the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression made a statement jointly with a number of other journalistic and human rights organizations in connection with the beginning-of-the-year activeness of political circles and large-scale businesses in suppressing journalists, deploring these steps, which, in the following terms: ‘And again the damage claims are maximal. At the same time, motions on freezing the media property and monetary assets are being submitted. ... As regards the courts, it has become fashionable for them to issue freezing orders on the property of the media founders. We believe that these formally impeccable decisions develop a faulty practice when plaintiffs are offered attractive terms in suppressing the media before the pronouncement of the judgment.’  
The signatories of the statement called on politicians and businessmen to show more tolerance and to try to solve the emerging problems extrajudicially by using the right to reply and retraction, as well as the possibilities to apply to the self-regulatory media observatory. The signatories also called on the courts to grant the claims on freezing the media property only in cases of extreme necessity since the use of such mechanisms is a psychological pressure on the media workers which may result in self-censorship. 
Despite this, in the months that followed the number of civil defamation and insult suits under Article 1087.1 increased to 24.
In terms of the legislative amendments in the area of the media in 2013, note should be taken of the following.
On 19 June the RA National Assembly adopted the draft law on amending the RA Law on Television and Radio developed by the RA Government. Under these amendments the complete suspension of analogue broadcasting in the RA territory is postponed by 6 months and the deadline is set on 1 July 2015 instead of 1 January. In this regard, the terms of broadcast licences of those regional television companies whose activities were to expire on 1 January 2015 were extended by six months (until 1 July 2015). Besides, the licence terms of radio companies were extended by 3 years and were to expire on 20 July 2016 instead of 20 July 2016. The Government substantiated the necessity for these amendments by ‘the essential technical, matertial and financial difficulties’ that were identified in the process of transition from analogue to digital broadcasting.
On 21 May, more than a dozen editors-in-chief of newspapers issued a statement on the copyright of journalists and the print media. The signatories of the document were concerned about the fact that the news and articles published in the press oftentimes within seconds are reproduced online for the most part without due references, as a result of which not only the copyright of journalists and the media is violated but the latter suffer financially losing readers and  advertisers. In order to regulate the situation newspaper managers offered the online media to sign relevant agreements in order to be able to make use of their products. On 21 June the responsible persons of more than a dozen online media (including of the online versions of certain print media), taking account of the frequent facts of violation of the copyright of journalists and the media offered rules of cooperation to their online colleagues.  

 
On 20 June the draft law on supplementing the RA Law on Copyright and Related Rights which was submitted on 22 May by a group of MPs under their right to legislative initiative following a series of discussions with the chief editors of print and online media was discussed. The Government did not in principle object to the draft law and submitted its conclusion to the RA National Assembly in due manner. On 30 September the RA National Assembly adopted the draft. According to it, the current RA Law on Copyright and Related Rights was supplemented with Article 22.1 which regulated the terms of use of publications of other media. In particular, it defined: ‘when reproducing news items on a website from a print media, indicating the name of the print media in the headline is mandatory. When citing news from electronic websites, including the active link of the electronic website, as well as indicating the Latin name of the electronic website in the headline is mandatory.’  
The Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression believes that it is of utmost importance that the initiators of this legislative amendment were the media managers and that both the executive and legislature reacted positively to this. At the same time, the CPFE believes that in order to solve this issue in addition to legislative changes of special importance are the media self-regulation and the internal agreements on upholding professional ethics. 
On 26 December the RA Government approved the package of drafts on making amendments and supplements to the RA Law on Television and Radio, as well as on making amendments to the RA Law on Advertising, according to which commercial advertisements will with certain exceptions be prohibited on public television. The package of drafts will be submitted to the RA National Assembly. 
As regards the economic environment of the media, note should be taken of the concerns publicized by the chief editors of the newspapers 'Hraparak' and 'Zhoghovurd' on the Law on the Circulation Tax adopted by the RA NA on December 2012. According to this law, the newspapers which do not pay the value added tax must on a quarterly basis pay the circulation tax. However, in the editors' opinion the law was imperfect and its new requirements give rise to financial problems for the print media which are already in a difficult situation.

Obstruction to the Professional Journalistic Activity during the RA Presidential and Yerevan Council Elections 
As has already been mentioned, numerous violations of the rights of journalists and the media were recorded during the RA presidential and Yerevan Council elections. Therefore, in order to summarize the facts, they will be presented in a separate section. 

The first of the incidents described below has been deemed as a violation of the right to receive and impart information, while the others – violence and pressure on journalists. 
On 21 January, the news website www.yerkir.am informed that on the same day at the time of the meeting with the presidential candidate Serzh Sargsyan in the framework of the presidential campaign there was an obstruction to the journalistic activity of Agnesa Khamoyan, correspondent of the website www.yerkir.am. The journalist was deprived of the right to take part in the meeting with the candidate in the session hall of the RA Government and, subsequently, in the cultural centre of the administrative district of Avan despite being accredited to cover both meetings. 

On 23 January at the initiative of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression a number of journalistic and human rights organizations made a statement, which stated, in particular: ‘It is not the first case when discrimination is manifested against this or that media representative at the time of events with the participation of the RA President. ... We, the undersigned, believe that the media representatives were subjected to discrimination and, accordingly, once again, the media were divided into our and their, which is an extremely bad practice, especially at the time of elections. We appreciate that a representative from the electoral headquarters of the RA presidential candidate, Serzh Sargsyan, apologized to journalists. However, it is unacceptable the approach according to which the accredited journalists are to take part in events on a rotational basis. In this regard, we call on the electoral headquarters of both Serzh Sargsyan and other candidates to envision such places and procedures for their meetings and events which will allow ensuring to all journalists covering the campaign equal and non-discriminatory conditions.’ 
On 18 February, the day of presidential elections, the media informed that Artak Hambardzoumyan, journalist from the NGO Journalists for Human Rights was subjected to violence in the polling station no 17/05 in the town of Artashat of Ararat region. As the CPFE learnt from him, some of the young man having stormed into the polling station held his arms not allowing him to film while the rest stuffed the ballot-box. 
 On 22 Fabruary, the press service of the RA General Prosecutor’s Office disseminated a statement, which said that the media publications concerning the incident had been sent to the Ararat Division of the RA Police to verify the circumstances and to prepare a case. The materials prepared in the police were referred to the RA Special Investigative Service, which instituted a criminal case on 22 February under Articles 149 and 153 of the RA Criminal Code (Obstructing to the free exercise of the right to vote or of the powers of a mass media representative, voting for more than once or instead of another person). On 26 July, the proceedings on this case were discontinued due to the fact that the identity of the criminal was unknown and the two persons which were indigted were acquitted.  
On the same day,  at about 19.00 o’clock in the evening Marine Kharatyan, correspondent of the news website www.1in.am and Gayane Saribekyan, journalist of the newspaper ‘Hraparak’ were attacked at the electoral headquarters of the RA presidential candidate Serzh Sargsyan located on Khorenatsi Street in Yerevan. As the CPFE learnt from them, a group of people first prohibited them to enter the headquarters, then seized their video and photo cameras and with swear words demanded that they left the area. The journalists made a report to the police on the incident.  
In conformity with the statement disseminated by the press service of the RA General Prosecutor’s Office, materials were prepared in the Investigative Department of Erebouni of the RA Police, and the video posted on the above website was attached to them. The materials related to this incident were referred to the RA Special Investigative Service where on 22 Febriary a criminal case was instituted under Article 149 of the RA Criminal Code (obstruction to the exercise of the powers of a media representative).  
On 7 March, ‘Hraparak’ daily informed that the journalists and the violators of their rights had gone to the Special Investigative Service for a cross examination. It turned out that the person who had been most active in obstructing the journalists’ work was Hakob Beglaryan, younger brother of the Minister of Transport and Communication, Gagik Beglaryan, who was engaged in construction business. 

On 15 March, the Special Investigative Service discontinued the case due to absence of the corpus delicti. 
On the same day, the news websites www.168.am and www.aravot.am informed that the activities of journalists Marine Martirosyan and Hripsime Jebejyan were obstructed in the polling stations no 9/27 and 9/28 located in the same building in the district of Noraghyugh in Yerevan. 

When a number of women came out of a ‘Gazel’ that had arrived in this area and entered the polling stations, the journalists, having noticed them, tried to verify if the latter had come to vote in person. The chairpersons of both commissions prohibited them to take pictures and videorrecord the voting of these women on the pretext that the aforementioned journalists were not registered in the polling station in question. They also threatened that they would draw a protocol on the fact that they had taken a picture of voter lists. According to Marine Martirosyan, a woman member of the commission had approched her and ordered: ‘Delete your videos.’ According to Hripsime Jebejyan, a group of policemen approached them and shouted that the journalists did not act in good faith and demanded that they were shown the videos. While the journalists showed them their badges and the videos that did not contain any breach of law, the women transported in the Gazel voted and left.   
According to the statement disseminated by the press service of the RA General Prosecutor’s Office, materials were prepared in the Malatya Division of the RA Police on the occassion of these events, journalist Hripsime Jebejyan gave explanations. The institution of the criminal case was rejected on the pretext of the absence of the case of crime. 
On the same day, the websites www.asparez.am and www.aravot.am informed that journalists Marine Petrosyan and Nouneh Arevshatyan were threatened while covering the elections in the polling station no 35/22 located in the kindergarten no 21 on Tbilisi highway in Gyumri. The latter had noticed that electoral bribes were being distributed from one of the vehicles gathered around the polling station (a “Niva” which left soon afterwards) and started to take pictures. At that moment a woman sitting in another car which came to replace the one above said angrily: ‘Who are you to photo us.  How dare you? I will come and pull your eyes out!’
According to the statement issued by the press service of the RA General Prosecutor’s Office, materials had been prepared in the Investigative Division of the Shirak Region of the RA Police. The journalists having published the information also gave explanations on the incident along with others. However, no criminal case was instituted on the pretext of absence of the case of crime. 
On the same day, the chairperson of the PEC no 17/4, Head of the Department of Agriculture and Environmental Protection of Ararat Region Tigran Virabyan obstructed the activities of Tsovinar Nazaryan, correspondent of New York Institute of Photography threatening her by ‘I will kill you’ and making the expression ‘like a hysterical’ in respect of her. There is a videorecording of the incident, which is posted on the www.youtube.com.   

On 20 March Tsovinar Nazaryan submitted a complaint to the General Jurisdiction Court of Ararat and Vayots Dzor Regions against the chairperson of the polling station no 17/4 in Artashat who was the representative of the RPA. The plaintiff demanded that the defendant apologized, filmed it and posted on the www.youtube.com and paid 1 million AMD in damages. 
The court proceedings started on 3 May and ended on 12 June. On 25 June the court rejected Tsovinar Nazaryan’s complaint finding that there was no proof that the insult was public and that it was expressed in bad faith. On 25 July the plaintiff appealed the judgment to the higher court, which returned the appeal on 14 August for the plaintiff to rectify the shortcomings. However, the appeal was not resubmitted within a two-week period.
On 23 April in a courtyard of the 7th block of Nor Nork district in Yerevan Hakob Karapetyan, correspondent of the news website www.ilur.am was subjected to violence when covering the electoral campaign of the Republican party. According to the latter, when he started filming prior to the start of the electoral campaign, a group of people under the threat of violence first demanded that he stopped his work and then obstructed his work. Meanwhile, Ashot Papayan, candidate for the member of Yerevan Council (the journalist found out the name of this person later) approached the journalist and punched him injuring him closer to his mouth. During the scrimmage which lasted for several minutes certain persons snatched the journalist’s videocamera. This occurred in a crowded area in the presence of a policeman who did not interfere or prevent the incident. Shortly afterwards Hakob Karapetyan’s camera was returned but all his recordings were deleted.  

After the incident the journalist managed to film the person who had punched him, the policemen and the person who returned his camera. On the same day, the editor-in-chief of the news website www.ilur.am reported the incident to the operational management centre of Yerevan department of the RA police. Ashot Karapetyan, Yerevan Chief of Police ordered an inquiry as a result of which the policeman who had failed to perform his public duty during a public event was subjected to a disciplinary sanction by the order of the Chief of the RA Police, his immediate supervisor was issued a severe reprimand and the deputy chief of Nor Nork Police for police service was dismissed from office. 
On 24 April the journalist underwent a forensic medical examination. On 27 April a criminal case was instituted on the incident under paragraph 1 of Article 164 of the RA Criminal Code (obstruction to professional journalistic activity or forcing her to impart information or to refuse imparting information). 
A number of human rights and journalistic organizations, including the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression made statements deploring this incident. 
On 20 June, Ashot Papayan issued a statement by www.henaran,am which, in particular, said: ‘On 23 April an unpleasand incident occurred in the 7th Block of Nor Nork during which the professional activities of journalist Hakob Karapetyan were obstructed. We regret for the incident and apologize.’ The instituted criminal case was discontinued upon the journalist’s consent. 
On 5 May, the day of elections to Yerevan Council the media informed that a group of Republicans stormed into the polling station 08/08 in Yerevan and demanded that Karen Haroutyunyan, representative of www.asparez.am and the newspaper ‘Gyumri-Asparez’ left the polling station threatening him ‘We’ll break your head. Don’t you think of what we’ll do to you after the elections’.  One of these persons stole his camera charger which reappeared in the same place sometime later. As the CPFE learnt from Karen Haroutyunyan, works were carried out in the Malatya Division of the RA Police to find out the person who had stolen the camera. However, the thief was not detected. 
In the same polling station Mesrop Manoukyan, the proxy of the Republican party shut the camera of Karlen Aslanyan, journalist from Radio Liberty and pushed it aside. 
In a park adjacent to the polling station no 6/23 the activities of Hripsime Jebejyan, journalist of ‘Aravot’ daily were obstructed. When the journalist noticed women in the park holding voter lists, she started filming them. These women closed the camera demanding that the recording be stopped. A case was instituted on this incident in Mashtots Division of the RA Police. As the CPFE learnt from Hripsime Jebejyan, she gave an explanation to the inquiry officer. However, there were no detections and the case was discontinued. Meanwhile in the polling station no 6/07 when the same journalist of Aravot daily filmed a policeman she was approached by a member of the electoral commission and asked that she deleted the footage. Then another person approached Hripsime Jebejyan who first started talking with the journalist making clear that he did not want to appear in the footage and then started an argument with the person accompanying the journalist. Having noticed that the argement was filmed this person attempted to seize the journalist’s camera but he was not successful. 
There were also many cases when both in polling stations and the adjacent areas certain people were rude to journalisrs, threatened them, thereby creating a psychological tension or various obstacles for them. The journalist of Radio Liberty Irina Hovhannisyan, having reacted to an alert on bribe-giving went to the polling station no 2/3, the youth gathered in that area, having seen the camera turned their backs to it  and then having heard the instruction ‘come up, don’t you see the camera?’ left. One of them extending his mobile to the journalist threatened her by saying ‘don’t film me or else I will hit you with this.’ Meanwhile a woman in the courtyard of the polling stations no 1/09 and 1/10 who was hiding some list, threatened the journalist by ‘You don’t know your limits. Why are you forcing me to break your camera?’
The persons gathered in polling stations also made demands to the journalist of www.1in.am Siranoush Papyan spiced with threats on non-photoing and non-videoing and Aregnaz Manoukyan, correspondent of the website www.7or.am. 
Thus, it was reaffirmed that at the time of elections intolerance to journalists reaches its peak in order to conceal various violations from the public. However, regardless of this the media, first of all, the online media, managed in general to carry out their mission and imparted on the public the true image of elections. 
Violations of the Rights of Journalists and the Media 
In what follows we present  the violations of the rights of journalists and the media in 2013 according to the following classification of the CPFE: 
1. Physical violence against journalists; 
2. Pressures on the media and their workers; 
3. Violations of the right to receive and impart information. 
This classification of the CPFE’s is to some extent conditional. In particular, there are incidents when, for example, obstruction to receiving and imparting information is accompanied with violence against a journalist. Such facts are attributed to the type of violations, which, in the opinion of the authors of the report, they are closer to. Nevertheless, this classification enables us to present the general image of violations of the rights of journalists and the media in more concrete and visible terms.
In 2013, the CPFE recorded 10 cases of physical violence against journalists which were more by 6 compared with 2012. 
 The number of diverse pressures against the media and their workers has also increased this year reaching 57. Meanwhile, in 2012 the number of these incidents was 37. 
As regards the violations of the right to receive and impart information, in this year the CPFE recorded 10 facts, which was less by 13 compared with 2012.  
In summary, the overall number of violations of the rights of the media and journalists in 2013 was 77, which was more by 13 compared with 2012. 
The Quantitative Data of the Violations in 2013 by Quarters
	Types of Violations 
	1st 
quarter
	2nd quarter
	3rd quarter
	4th quarter
	Total

	Physical violence against journalists
	2
	4
	1
	3
	10

	Pressure on the media and their workers 
	13
	21
	15
	8
	57

	Violations of the right to receive and impart information 
	3
	3
	2
	2
	10


A Comparative Table of the Data in 2012 and 2013
	Types of Violations 
	2012 
	2013 

	Physical violence against journalists 
	4
	10

	Pressure on the media and their workers 
	37
	57

	Violations of the rights to receive and impart information
	23
	10


As in previous reports, 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 threats 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. In what follows we present the facts of the most significant of violations.
1. Physical Violence against Journalists 
In 2013, the CPFE recorded 10 cases of physical violence against journalists. As has already been mentioned, 2 of these cases occurred on the day of presidential elections – 18 February, and 1 during Yerevan Council election campaign (see above in the relevant sub-section). The rest are other incidents. They are presented below in chronological order. 
On 27 April, the news website www.hetq.am informed that Ani Hovhannisyan, journalist of the same media outlet was rudely pushed and insulted by Vardan Ghoukasyan, an RA police officer.

The incident occurred in the North Avenue. Having witnessed how two police officers were forcing a musician to collect his belongings and go to a police department she inquired about the reasons of these actions. At that moment she was approached by Vardan Ghoukasyan in civilian clothes who pushed her. There is a video of the incident. It should be noted that the journalist returned the insult. 
On 28 April, www.hetq.am informed that the Chief of the RA Police convened a conference of the police staff to discuss the incident as a result of which Vardan Ghoukasyan was dismissed from office being transferred to the personnel reserve and an internal inquiry was appointed. 
On 31 May www.hetq.am published the information received from the press department of the RA Police that as a result of the internal inquiry started on 28 April, police officer Vardan Ghoukasyan was issued a severe reprimand. However, months later he was appointed as the deputy of Charbakh Division of Shengavit Police Department 
On 18 May an incident of obstruction to journalistic work occurred at the stationary post of the Road Police on Sevan-Yerevan highway when the family of a military serviceman who perished in a military unit in an act of protest were trying to transport his corpse to the capital. The representatives of the force structures first stopped the car transporting journalists not allowing them to approach the section where the way of the deceased and his relatives was blocked, then they attacked the journalists and by exerting violence seized their cameras on the pretext that they had an order to ban videorecording ‘from above.’

In particular, persons in uniforms and civilian clothes using violence and swear words snatched and broke the camera of ‘Kentron’ TV’s crew, which they returned later but the footage was deleted. The staff of the military police also snatched the camera of Siranush Papyan, correspondent of the website www.lragir.am and deleted the videos made until that moment. The military police officers confiscated the videocard from the crew of ‘Yerkir Media’ television company, which later they returned only after the interference of the Chief of Police. The camera of a staff member of H2 television company was also confiscated and returned shortly afterwards with the videos deleted. The work of the crew of the television company ‘Armnews’ was also obstructed. When the journalists addressed a question on the ban on filming to the chief of police and the minister of defence that arrived in the site of the incident, they answered that they had not issued such an order.  By the way, journalists were able to perform their duties after the arrival of the above officials.    
On the same day the manager of the television company ‘Kentron’ issued a statement requesting the law enforcement bodies to consider it as a report on a crime. 
On 20 May the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression and another five journalistic organizations made a statement with regard to the above incident. The authors of the statement assessed it as a blatant violation of freedom of expression and expressed their solidarity with their attacked colleagues and demanded from the managers of force structures that they carried out an inquiry and punished severely the persons that initiated the illicit actions in respect of the mass media.  
The materials prepared in Sevan Division of Gegharkounik Regional Department of the RA Police were referred to the Gegharkounik Regional Prosecutor’s Office with a motion to refer them to the Investigative Service of the RA Ministry of Defence. In this unit the criminal proocedings were discontinued since the person who was to be involved as accused in this case was unknown. 
On 19 June, the founder of the information portal www.maxinfo.am Babken Haroutyunyan, issued a statement about violence exerted on him. The incident occurred on 17 June. The journalist arrived in the village of Kanachout in Artashat neighbourhood to take a picture of the luxurious mansion of the Sargsyan family located on Alik Sargsyan Street named after the advisor to the RA President. Without violating the privacy of the inhabitants, Babken Haroutyunyan finished his work and continued driving his car but when he drove several kilometers a Mercedes driver forced him to stop. The person who according to Babken Haroutyunyan was Andranik Sargsyan, the brother of Andranik Sargsyan approached him, asked him about his identify and why he was taking a picture of the house after which he got the key to the journalist’s car. After the conversation between the two of them Andranik Sargsyan punched Babken Haroutyunyan. The latter had to leave having left his car where he had parked it. An hour later he was notified by the police that the car was at the police station. When the journalist took the car he made a complaint regarding the aforesaid illicit actions. The materials prepared on the basis of the complaint were referred to the Investigative Department of Ararat Region for a preliminary investigation. However, the institution of a criminal case was rejected due to the ‘absence of the case of a crime.’   
On 28 September, Samvel Alexanyan, member of the RA National Assembly pulling rudely from the arm of Gayane Aprounts, correspondent of the news website www.news.am removed her from the church ‘Holy Trinity’ located in the administrative district of Malatya-Sebastya where the journalist had arrived to cover the baptism of the MP’s children. Then Samvel Alexanyan demanded that his bodyguards removed Gayane Aprounts. The latter threatened the journalists with problems.  

As the CPFE learnt from the editorial office of the website, this incident did not have any developments. 
On 2 December, the day of visit of the President of the Russian Federation to Armenia when a protest act was in progress in the centre of Yerevan against Armenia’s accession to the Customs Union, Vardan Minasyan, correspondent of the newspaper ‘Hraparak’ who was covering the event was subjected to violence. The policemen used force to bring him to the police station when he tried to film how the policemen were forcing Levon Barseghyan, President of the Board of Gyumri Journalistic Club ‘Asparez’ in a police car. The Chief of Yerevan Police Ashot Karapetyan confiscated the journalist’s camera and two other policemen forced him into a police car, then put fetters on his hands and transported him to Yerevan Kentron Division of the RA Police. In the car one of the policemen punched Vardan Minasyan on his chin. Hours later the journalist was set free. On the same day a statement was posted on the official website of the RA Police which said that an inquiry was appointed in respect of the incident.   
On the same day, during the above protest act Tehmine Yenoqyan, correspondent of the news portal www.lragir.am was foricbly taken to Yerevan Shengavit Division of the RA Police. When following the completion of shooting she wanted to get on a microbus, a police officer in civilian clothes approached her and forced her to get into a car which had no police signs. The journalist tried to find out the legal bases for her detention but got no answer. After learning about the journalist, Vahan Mamikonyan, chief of the division set Tehmine Yenoqyan free shortly.
On 26 December, Taron Margaryan, Mayor of Yerevan defended his academic thesis in an open session of the Higher Qualification Commission Board in Yerevan State Institute of Economy (YSIE). In this process, the activities of journalists having arrived with a view to covering the defence was obstructed by the use of violence. In particular, a number of students of this university (as it was found out later, members of the Student Board and young representatives of the Republican party) organized into a wall, closed the entrance to the hall where the defence was taking place, swore at journalists and threatened and pushed them.  The victims included Nane Sahakyan from Radio Liberty, Gohar Hakobyan from ‘Aravot’ daily, etc. The principal of the university approached the journalists during the incident and demanded that the shooting be stopped. The latter agreed to allow the journalists to take part in the defence of the Mayor’s dissertation on the condition that they would not take any videocameras into the hall. 
On the next day the YSIE Student Board expressed a regret on their facebook page in respect of the incident and apologized, while the mass media informed that upon the instruction of the RA Chief of Police the police was investigating the materials related to this incident. 
On 27 December, the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression and five other journalistic organizations issued a statement about the fact of violence on journalists.  The authors of the statement deplored in unequivocal terms the actions directed at obstructing the entry of journalists noting that the university was under an obligation to enable all, including journalists to be present at an open event. By this statement the journalistic organizations demanded that the Mayor of Yerevan, Taron Margaryan, gave explanations on the incident, that the RA Minister of Education and Science considered the issue of compliance of the principal of Yerevan State Institute of Economy with his position due to involving students in immoral actions, that the law enforcement  held the persons guilty of obstructing lawful journalistic activity liable.  
2. Pressures on the Mass Media and their Workers
In 2013 the CPFE registered 57 incidents of different types of pressure on the mass media and their workers which were more by 20 compared with the data in 2012. 11 out of the registered facts was related to obstructions to journalistic activity during the presidential and Yerevan Council elections, and 6 - during civic movements. The rest were other incidents of pressure.   

During the year the CPFE registered 24 new judicial cases against the mass media and journalists (including as third parties) under Article 1087.1 of the RA Civil Code on defamation and insult. For comparison, it should be noted that in 2012 their number was 17, in 2011 – 37 and in 2010 – 17.  
This section of the report addresses the new developments, including the resolutions of the judical disputes (civil and criminal cases) involving the media and journalists in 2010, 2011 and 2012, as well as in the first, second and third quarters of 2013. It should be noted that in two cases the Armenian judicial instances found two people guilty under Article 164(1) of the RA Criminal Code and imposed the sanction envisaged under this Article. 

In what follows we present all details in chronological order. 
On 9 January, the recurrent court session in the case of Razmik Abrahamyan v. ‘Aravot Daily’ Ltd. and ‘Dareskizb’ Ltd., publisher of ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ (Armenian Times) daily took place in the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan. 
We would like to recall that this case was declared admissible by the court on 29 November 2012. The plaintiff who had been sentenced to a 9-year prison term, filed a complaint upon his exit from the penitentiary against the article published on 26 November 2003 in ’Aravot’ daily headlined ’Will the Pedophile Get 2 Years?’ and the article published on 5 September 2003 ’Razmik Abrahamyan: the 62-Year-Old Pederast Confessed.’ The plaintiff demanded 2 million AMD from each defendant against the damage to his honour and dignity. 
The court proceedings ended on 25 February. During this session the plaintiff requested that the court confiscated 1 million AMD from each defendant instead of the previous 2 millions.  
In their objections the defendant media requested that the court applied the statute of limitations and dismissed the complaint. 
On 7 March the judgment was pronounced and the complaint was dismissed in whole not on the ground indicated by the defendants but on the ground of failure to prove that the published information was not defamatory and damaging. In conformity with the judgment, the plaintiff was made to pay 80 000 AMD to the state budget as non-paid state fee. The plaintiff appealed this judgment to the higher court. 
On 6 June the RA Appeal Court dismissed Razmik Abrahamyan’s appeal. 
On 10 January, Khachik Khachatryan, the President the company ‘X Group’ filed a complaint with the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan on behalf of himself as well as Yerevan Poulty Factory OJSC managed by him against the ‘Editorial Office of Zhoghovourd Newspaper’ Ltd. and journalist Sona Grigoryan. The plaintiff challenged the publication headlined ‘The Well-Known Oligarch was Fined for Outdated Eggs’ published in ‘Zhoghovourd’ daily on 11 December 2012. 
The claims are to obligate the defendants to retract the information defamatory to his honour, dignity and professional reputation and to pay damages in the amount of 3 million AMD. At the same time, the plaintiff submitted a motion on securing the complaint demanding that the defendants’ property and monetary assets were frozen, and that the newspaper and Sona Grigoryan were prohibited to cover the issue which was the subject of the dispute by the newspaper ‘Zhoghovourd’ or any other media and the progress of the court proceedings. The court granted this motion in part issuing a freezing order only on the property of the defendants. 
On 30 January, the defendant submitted a motion to the court on lifting the property freezing order, which was rejected on 11 February and during the preliminary court sitting, which took place on 27 March the court granted the motion in respect of Sona Grigoryan and lifted the freezing order. The court proceedings ended on 26 September. On 14 October the court pronounced the judgment by which it rejected the complaint completely. The court found that it was not proved that the disputed article contained insult and defamation. The plaintiff appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 25 November the RA Appeal Court declared the appeal admissible. The hearing was appointed on 23 January 2014. 
On 10 January, Khachik Khachatryan submitted another complaint to the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork Marash Administrative Districts of Yerevan against ‘The Editorial Office of the Newspaper Zhoghovourd’ Ltd. and journalist Sona Grigoryan. This time the plaintiff challenged the publication headlined ‘Business Elite’s Bacili’. The claims are to obligate the defendants to retract the allegedly defamatory information, to apologize for insult, to pay damages against the defamation and insult in the amount of 3 million AMD, as well as 200 000 as reasonable lawyer’s fee.  In this case too the plainitff motioned the court to issue a freezing order on the defendants’ property and monetary assets, while the court issued a freezing order only on the defendants’ property.

The preliminary hearing took place on 20 March. The recurrent session of this case already at the trial stage took place on 28 November. The court pronounced the judgment on 13 December, according to which the complaint was rejected for being ungrounded. 
On 14 January, the representative of Armenia Arithmological and Cardiological Centre Ltd. appealed the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrative Distrcts of Yerevan dated 14 December 2012 by which the complaint against Media Consult Ltd. (at present ‘News AM’ Ltd.), founder of the informational and analytical agency www.news.am was rejected in whole.  
We would like to recall that this case had been in the court since 27 December 2010. The complaint concerned an article published in www.news.am on 23 November 2010 under the headline ‘A Heart Patient was Fooled in the Arithmological and Cardiological Centre and Implanted a Different Device’ about citizen Hovhannes Katrjyan. The latter accused the medical centre of deceiving him and implanting a cheap device instead of an electrocardiostimulator with a 10-year warranty. Armenia Arithmological and Cardiological Centre believed that www.news.am damaged their honour, dignity and professional reputation and demanded that a retraction be published in the same newspaper and that he be paid damages in the amount of 2 million AMD (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
The hearing of the plainitff’s appeal took place on 19 April and on 2 May this judicial instance rejected the plaintiff’s appeal. The latter filed a cassation appeal. On 3 July, the RA Cassation Court returned the cassation appeal of the representative of Armenia Arithmological and Cardiological Centre. 

Thus, this court dispute ended in favour of the media.  
On 15 January, the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared the complaint of the second RA President Robert Kocharyan and his son, Sedrak Kocharyan against ‘Skizb Media Kentron’ Ltd., the founder of the newspaper “Zhamanak” and ‘Arajin Lratvakan’ Ltd., the founder of the news portal www.1in.am admissible. 

The plaintiffs challenge the articles ’What have the Kocharyan and Tsaroukyan to do with ’Nairit’?’ and ’The Kocharyans’ Fee Per Minute’ published on 27 and 29 November 2012 in the above media respectively. The claims are to retract the information damaging to the honour and dignity and to pay damages in the amount of 5 million AMD, including the lawyer’s fee. As a means to secure the complaint the court issued a freezing order on the defendants’ property.
The preliminary court hearing took place on 7 March. The plaintiff’s representative declared that since she had the power to act on behalf of the Kocharyans on 4 December 2012 she had sent a retraction to the media, which did not publish it. The defendant objected to this statement indicating that no power of attorney had been attached to the retraction. Therefore, it was not clear who had sent this letter to the editorial office. 
The hearings continued on 3 April, then on 30 May and the preparatory stage was over. The hearing took place on 7 October. 
On 21 October the judgment was pronounced by which the complaint was granted in part. The court found that ‘Arajin Lratvakan’ Ltd. was not liable since the news website www.1in.am did not contain any information on its founder. The court, however, obligated ‘Skizb Media Kentron’ Ltd. to retract in the same newspaper the information imparted by the disputed articles and pay damages in the amount of 500 000 AMD against defamation.
 In addition to this, the court determined that 100 000 AMD must be exacted from ‘Skizb Media Kentron’ Ltd. as the lawyer’s fee and 100 000 AMD from Robert and Sedrak Kocharyans in favour of ‘Arajin Lratvakan’ Ltd. The founder of ‘Zhamanak’ newspaper ‘Skizb Media Kentron’ Ltd. appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 20 December the RA Appeal Court declared the appeal admissible. The hearing was appointed on 30 January 2014. 
On 16 January,  the RA Cassation Court returned the appeal of the religious organization ‘The Word of Life’ and its leader Arthur Simonyan against the decision of the RA Appeal Court dated 8 November 2012 in their case against ‘Iravounq Media’ Ltd., founder of the weeklies ‘Iravounq-Hetaqnnutyun’ and ‘Argumenti Nedeli v Armenii’ by which the appeal against the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts dated 31 July 2012 was rejected. 
We would like to recall that the case was declared admissible on 23 November 2011. The claims of the plaintiff were to retract those publications of newspapers in which the organization ‘The Word of Life’ was described as a sect, to issue a public apology and to pay for the court expenses (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports).
On 23 January, Haroutyun Sargsyan, who was accused of the murder of the son-in-law of the Mayor of Gyumri, submitted a complaint to the General Jurisdiction Court of Shirak Region against the television company ‘Tsayg.’

 The plaintiff challenges the video shown during the 27 December 2012 broadcast of the news programme series ‘Azdarar,’ in which the following expression was made: ‘...Haroutyun Sargsyan killed with special cruelty Karen Yesayan, the fiancee of the former mayor of Gyumri in the vicinity of the ‘Mother Armenia’ Memorial...’. According to the plaintiff, by calling him a murderer his right to a presumption of innocence was violated and he was insulted. Therefore, he demanded that the defendant be obligated to apologize in public and to pay 300 000 AMD as damages against the insult and defamation. 
During the March 19 hearing the court suggested that the parties entered into a friendly settlement. The plaintiff’s representative agreed with the proposal on the condition that the defendant issued an apology to the plaintiff on the air of the same television company and publicized a retraction. The defendant’s representative stated in the court that they were ready to discuss the substance of the retraction with the plaintiff. The hearing continued. The case came to the stage of trial and the recurrent session is appointed on 6 February 2014. 
On 23 January, the recurrent court session in the case of Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan, manager of ‘Sirak’ Ltd., founder of the television company ‘Hrazdan’ against the State Revenues Committee under the RA Government took place in the RA Administrative Court. 
We would like to remind that in this case the plaintiff demands the invalidation of the decision of the GoA SRC by which the operative officers of the SRC’s 4th Department carried out complex tax checks in the television company ‘Hrazdan’ in the period of 8 May-12 June 2012, as well as the act drawn on the basis of these checks, according to which the founder of the television company was obligated to pay 1 960 000 AMD in fines (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports).
The hearing continued also during the coming months when the court heard the summonned witnesses. 
The recurrent session of this hearing took place on 29 November. The next session was appointed on 18 February 2014. 
On 29 January, the General Jurisdiction Court of Shirak Region endorsed the friendly settlement between Hambarzdoum Matevosyan, Head of Gyumri Centre of the Food Safety Service and the defendants, the former and current employees of the centre, Anoush Mnatsakanyan, Iveta Charkhifalakyan, Vardan Papoyan and Levon Gevorgyan. ‘Azg Oratert’ Ltd. was involved as a third party. 

We would like to recall that the case has been in the court since 9 November 2012. The plaintiff challenged the open letter published in the issue no 171 of ‘Azg’ daily (2.10.2012) headlined ‘Franchise us from that Vicious Manager,’ signed by the four defendants and demanded that the information disseminated by the media outlet be declared untrue, the defamation be retracted and a damages award be paid.
According to the friendly settlement reached on 21 January, the defendants undertook to publish a retraction not only in ‘Azg’ daily (and if it did not work in another newspaper with an equal number of copies) but also in www.hetq.am, which was surprising in view of the fact that the latter had not been involved in the case and there had been no such claim in the complaint. In this regard, the NGO Investigative Journalists, founder of www.hetq.am submitted an appeal to the RA Appeal Court. On 21 March this judicial instance dismissed the appeal reasoning that in the judgment the defendants undertook an obligation to publish a retraction, whereas no obligation had been set for www.hetq.am. Apart from this, the RA Appeal Court referred to sub-paragraph 4 of paragraph 1 of Article 213 of the RA Civil Procedure Code according to which the appeal is returned if it has been submitted by a person who does not have a right to appeal the lower court’s judicial act.  
The NGO Investigative Journalists filed a cassation appeal against this decision, which, however, was returned by the RA Cassation Court on 15 May. 
On 30 January, at about 21.00pm an incident occurred in the specially preserved area of the Operative Management Centre of the RA Road Police with Gagik Shamshyan. According to the latter, when he was taking a picture of the vehicles taken to the penalty area, a Russian citizen, Roustam Sahakyan, and another unidentified person obstructed his work voicing threats of violence and swearing.  

On the next day, 31 January, a criminal case was instituted in Malatya Investigative Division of the RA Police on the occasion of obstruction to professional journalistic activity. Later the case was referred to the jurisdiction of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan. Roustam Sahakyan was indighted under Paragraph 3 of Article 164 of the RA Criminal Code (obstruction to the lawful professional journalistic activity perpetrated with violence dangerous to the life and health of a journalist or his/her relative or a threat thereof) and sub-paragraph 1 of paragraph 3 of Article 258 (hooliganism by a group of persons or an organized group). Roustam Sahakyan was detained and Gagik Shamshyan was recognized as a victim. 
On 13 September the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan sentenced Roustam Sahakyan to a one-year prison term and imposed a fine on him in the amount of 300 000 AMD. The court found the latter guilty under paragraph 1 of Article 164 rather than paragraph 3 and sub-paragraph 1 of paragraph 3 of Article 258. 
The accused appealed this judicial act to the higher court. On 17 October the RA Appeal Court declared the appeal admissible. The trial took place on 29 October and later, on 12 November. On 20 November the court rejected the appeal and left the judgment of the lower court in force. The accused filed a cassation appeal against this decision. 
On 30 January the RA Cassation Court decided to return the appeal of Vigen Shahinyan, Chief of Staff of the National Health Institute after S. Avdalbekyan by which the latter requested quashing in whole the decision of the RA Civil Court of Appeal dated 23 November 2012 and exacting 40 000 AMD from Yuri Mnatsakanyan against the pre-paid state fee. ‘Media Consult’ Ltd. (presently ‘News AM’ Ltd.), the founder of the informational analytical portal www.news.am was involved as a third party. 
We would like to recall that in this case plaintiff Yuri Mnatsakanyan challenged the information disseminated by the publication headlined ’40-100 Employees of the National Health Institute will Become Unemployed.’ The case was declared admissible by the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts on 26 December 2011. To his former claim of a public apology the plaintiff added a financial claim of damages against insult and the judicial expenses. On 4 September 2012 the court rejected the complaint. According to the judgment, plaintiff Yuri Mnatsakanyan was obligated to pay 20 000 AMD as the state fee. The plaintiff appealed the judgment to the higher court. On 23 November 2012 the RA Civil Court of Appeal quashed the judgment of the general jurisdiction court and referred the case to the same court for a rehearing (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). Vigen Shahinyan appealed this decision to the RA Cassation Court demanding that the judgment of 4 September of the general jurisdiction court be given a legal force. However, by its decision dated 30 January 2013 this judicial instance returned the appeal and the decision of the RA Appeal Court dated 23 November 2012 became effective. 
The rehearing of the case in the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts took place on 25 May 2013 and the complaint was rejected by the judgment pronounced on 7 June. Plaintiff Yuri Mnatsakanyan appealed this judgment to the higher court on 7 July. On 5 September the RA Civil Court of Appeal dismissed the plaintiff’s appeal. The latter filed a cassation appeal against this judicial act. On 30 October the RA Cassation Court returned the appeal. Hence the 7 June 2013 judgment entered into force. 
On 1 February, the RA Appeal Court returned the appeal of Roudolf Babayan and Ofelya Movsesyan against the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Shengavit Administrative District in Yerevan, according to which their complaint against citizens Levon and Gohar Hambardzoumyans and Laura Maroutyan was granted. The founder of the television company ‘ATV’ was involved as a third party.

It should be recalled that this case had been in the court since 14 May 2012. The plaintiffs challenged the expressions made by the defendants in respect of them during the March 19 2012 broadcast of the programme series ‘Kisabats Lousamoutner (Half-Open Windows)’ of the television company ‘ATV,’ which they considered to be insulting and defamatory. The plaintiffs’ claims were to issue a public apology during the same programme and pay damages in the amount of 5 million AMD. The court proceedings started on 10 July 2012 and ended on 3 December. During the hearing defendant Gohar Hambardzoumyan’s representative submitted a counter-complaint. On 18 December the general jurisdiction court granted the complaint in part obligating the defendants to apologize to the plaintiff on the air. The monetary claim and the counter-complaint were rejected. 
Ofelya Movsisyan and Roudolf Babayan appealed this judicial act to the higher court. The latter returned the appeal in order to allow for rectification of the errors. However, the appellant failed to apply to the court within a two-week period. 
On 6 February, the RA Cassation Court decided to return the appeal of Sirekan (Sirak) Yeghiazaryan, applicant to the Master’s Programme of the Law Faculty of Yerevan State University against the decision of the RA Civil Court of Appeal dated 23 November 2012, according to which the latter and ’Banadzev’ Ltd., the founder of the programme ’Akanates’ had been obligated to pay for the damage to the honour and dignity of Ara Gabouzyan, teacher of the criminal law department of YSU, as well as to the professional reputation of YSU SNCO.   

It should be recalled that the case was declared admissible by the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan on 27 June 2011. Plaintiffs Ara Gabouzyan and YSU SNCO challenged the information broadcast under the headline ‘The Breacher-Lawyer’ by the programme ‘Akanates’ of the Public Television on 28 May 2011. According to ‘Akanates,’ the written work of Sirekan Yeghiazaryan, applicant for a Master’s Programme in the YSU Law Faculty was assessed unsatisfactory only on the basis of its volume. The applicant appealed which resulted in an attempt by Ara Gabouzyan to refer the applicant to the police. The applicant voiced his conclusion on the programme that this story contained corruption risks. The interpretation of the legal expert Sona Haroutyunyan of this story was also presented. The plaitiff demanded that ‘Banadzev’ Ltd., Sirekan Yegjiazaryan and legal expert Sona Haroutyunyan apologized publicly and that the first two defendants retracted the information defamatory to their honour, dignity and professional reputation on any programme broadcast on Public Television since the programmes of ‘Banadzev’ Ltd. were no longer broadcast on Public Television. Apart from this, the plaintiffs demanded that the final judicial act be published on the website http://akanates.banadzev.com. 
On 30 July 2012 the general jurisdiction court granted the complaint in part. According to the judgment, the YSU SNCO was not a proper plaintiff. The claim concerning Sona Haroutyunyan was also dismissed since it had been presented in violation of the statute of limitations. The rest of the complaint was granted. Apart from this the defendants were also obligated to publish an apology and a retraction not only on the aforementioned media but also on the www.youtube.com.    
The plaintiff YSU SNCO and defendant Sirekan Yeghiazaryan appealed the judgment of the general jurisdiction court to higher court.
By a judicial act adopted on 23 November 2012 the RA Civil Court of Appeal granted the appeal of YSU SNCO in whole and the appeal of Sirekan Yeghiazaryan in part (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). The latter filed a cassation appeal against this judicial act. 
On 11 February, the RA Appeal Court returned due to violations the appeal of Anoushavan Nikoghosyan, a self-nominated NA candidate against the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan dated 14 December 2012, according to which his complaint against ’Virtual Media’ Ltd., founder of the informational website www.slaq.am was rejected.  

 We would like to remind that the plaintiff challenged the publication of the website headlined ‘The Cause of Anoushavan Nikoghosyan’s ‘Resentment’’ (4 May 2012). The claims were to obligate the defendant to apologize for the insulting and defamatory information expressed about the plaintiff, retract them on the same website and pay damages in the amount of 3 million AMD against defamation and insult. The case had been in the court since 8 June 2012. On 14 December the general jurisdiction court rejected the complaint in whole. And although during the proceedings the plaintiff reduced the claimed amount of damages to 3000 AMD, the court decided to exact from him 60 000 AMD as a state fee against the previously requested 3 million AMD. The plaintiff appealed this decision to the higher court (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports).  
On 22 May 2013 the RA Appeal Court examined the appeal resubmitted by Anoushavan Nikoghosyan and on 29 May rejected the appeal and left the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan dated 14 December 2012 in force. According to the decisions, Anoushavan Nikoghosyan must be exacted 90 000 AMD as the amount of the state fee postponed by the decision of the Appeal Court. 
On 3 July the plaintiff filed a cassation appeal agaist this decision. On 31 July, the RA Cassation Court returned the appeal to have the mistakes corrected and to resubmit it. However, the appellant failed to submit the appeal within due time. 
On 14 February, the electronic media outlet www.hetq.am informed that ‘Shinforum’ Ltd. had filed a complaint with the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan against the NGO Investigative Journalists, the founder of the said media outlet challenging the articles ‘The Measurements Demonstrate that Tsitsernakaberd Highway was Built with ‘Back’ Payments’ and ‘Clarifications on the Publication Related to Tsitsernakaberd Highway’ published on 26 January and 1 February. 
The case was declared admissible by the court on 6 February. The claims were to obligate the defendant to retract the published information damaging to the plaintiff’s professional reputation and to exact a damages award in the amount of 2 million AMD as well as the pre-paid state fee in the amount of 44 000 AMD. 
According to www.hetq.am ‘Sհinforum’ did not apply to the editorial office of the media outlet for the right of reply but preferred to apply for the judicial protection of its professional reputation.  
The preliminary court hearing was appointed on 5 April but on 5 March ‘Shinforum’ Ltd. motioned the court on the withdrawal of its complaint. On its basis the court pronounced a judicial act on discontinuing the case.   
On 15 February, the General Jurisdiction Court of Arabkir and Qanaqer-Zeytoun Administrative Districts in Yerevan decided on ceding jurisdiction in the case of ‘The Editorial Office of Zhoghovourd’ Ltd. and journalist Sona Grigoryan against the president of the company ‘X Group’ to the General Jurisdiction Court of Ajapnyak and Davtasհen Administrative Districts in Yerevan.  
We would like to remind that the General Jurisdiction Court of Arabkir and Qanaker-Zeytoun Administrative Districts declared the case admissible on 28 December 2012. The occasion was the indecent expressions addressed by the president of the company ‘X Group’ Khachik Khachikyan to the correspondent of ‘Zhoghovourd’ daily (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
The preliminary court session was held in the General Jurisdiction Court of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrative Districts on 3 April. The proceedings ended on 19 April and on 29 April the court rejected the complaint. 
The court reasoned that the cases of non-public insult were not covered by Article 1087.1 of the RA Civil Code. 
 Incidentally, this is the second case following the end of the process of decriminalization of defamation and insult when a journalist is being insulted over a telephone conversation and the courts refuse to grant a complaint on insult (see the details of the incident with Grisha Balasanyan, correspondent of the periodical ‘Hetq’ in the 2011 and 2012 annual reports of the CPFE on www.khosq.am under the Reports).
On 29 May ‘The Editorial Office of Zhoghovourd’ Ltd. and journalist Sona Grigoryan appealed the judgment of the general jurisdiction court to the higher court. On 7 June the RA Civil Court of Appeal declared the case admissible and on 17 July the appeal was dismissed. 
The founder of the newspaper and the journalist filed a cassation appeal against this decision. On 28 August the Cassation Court decided to return the appeal.
On 21 February, the National Assembly Ethics Commission having discussed the application of the NGO Transparency International Anti-Corruption Centre, decided that the RA NA Member Mher Sedrakyan had breached the rules of ethics by insulting Mher Arshakyan, journalist of ‘A1+.’  

We would like to remind that on 19 December 2012 the Republican MP threatened and addressed indecent expressions to journalist Mher Arshakyan from ‘A1+’ when the latter tried to ask a question. Hardly had he formulated his question when the MP attacked him by ‘Get out, get out. I’ll break your chin, get out of here. You’ve lost your breaks!’ (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports).
On 21 February, the RA Cassation Court admitted the cassation appeal of ‘Hraparak Oratert’ Ltd. against the decision of the RA Appeal Court dated 23 November 2012 by which the latter granted the appeal of Margarita Khachatryan, Chairperson of the Cooperation Human Rights Coordination Board ‘Soldier’ of NGOs. 
We would like to remind that this civil suit was admitted by the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan on 16 May 2011. 
The basis of the complaint was the information published in the 21 April 2011 issue of ‘Hraparak daily’ under the headline ‘Was there a Brawl?’ According to plaintiff Margarita Khachatryan, the publication 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 2 040 000 AMD in damages, including the court expenses. The hearing started on 6 September 2011. On 13 July 2012 the plaintiff withdrew the monetary claim leaving only the claim on retraction. On 30 July, the general jurisdiction court rejected the complaint in whole. On 27 August, the plaintiff submitted an appeal. The RA Appeal Court quashed and changed the judgment of 30 July 2012, and, accordingly, Margarita Khachatryan’s complaint was granted and ‘Hraparak’ Ltd. was obligated to publish a retraction of the information published in the daily’s issue of 21 April 2011 and to apologize to Margarita Khachatryan. According to the decision, the founder of the daily was to be exacted 14 000 AMD in favour of the plaintiff against the pre-paid state fee (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
On 4 July 2013 the RA Cassation Court granted the cassation appeal of ‘Hraparak Oratert’ Ltd. According to this decision, the decision of the RA Appeal Court was quashed and the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts of Yerevan dated 30 July 2012 became effectve. 
This judicial dispute, which lasted for more than two years ended in favour of the media outlet.
On 28 February, the General Jurisdiction Court of Shengavit Administrative District of Yerevan discontinued the proceedings in the case of Mkrtich Piloyan, President of the RA Rally Federation against Gagik Aghajanyan, Director of ‘Apaven’ Ltd. (the news agency ‘Arminfo’ was involved as a third party) due to withdrawal of the complaint by the plaintiff and the counter-complaint by the defendant.  
We would like to remind that this case had been declared admissible by the court on 24 September 2012. The plaintiff challenged the expressions made in the publication headlined ’Gagik Aghajanyan: ARF President Inspires Disgust Among the Members of the Federation’ posted on the website of the news agency ’Arminfo’ (www.arminfo.am) on 3 May considering them damaging to his honour, dignity and professional reputation. During the court proceedings the defendant submitted a counter-complaint while Emanuel Mkrtchyan, director of the news agency ’Arminfo,’ which was involved as a third party requested the court that the agency be left out of the proceedings (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports).
On 6 March, the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan finalized the proceedings in the case of blogger Tigran Kocharyan (known by his nickname ‘Elephant’) against ‘Koghmnaki Andzanc M’ Ltd., founder of ‘Chorrord Ishkhanutyun’ daily and appointed 20 March as the day for the pronouncement of the judgment. 

 We would like to remind that this case had been declared admissible on 20 July 2012. The plaintiff considered that the expressions disseminated in the daily’s publication ‘The Fascist and the Elephant: in Protection of Elephants’ (13.07.2012) were insulting and defamatory and requested that the defendant be obligated to publish a retraction, to issue a public apology and to obligate the defendant to pay damages in the amount of 3 million AMD against defamation and insult.  
Earlier, on 26 May, ‘Chorrord Ishkhanutyun’ issued a publication headlined ‘Fascistic-Fashulya-Fashya-3: On Elephants,’ in which, as alleged by Tigran Kocharyan, insulting statements had been made in respect of him. The latter asked the workers of the editorial office to remove the publication from the website. However, this request was followed by the publication headlined ‘The Fascist and the Elephant: in Protection of Elephants,’ which was followed by a judicial complaint submitted by the plaintiff.
The hearings of the case started on 24 September 2012 and ended on 18 April 2013. In the course of the proceedings the plaintiff made a change in his claims increasing the damages award by 500 000 AMD in order to pay his lawyer.
On 3 May the court granted the complaint in part. By its judgment the court obligated the defendant to issue a public apology in ‘Chorrord Ishkhanutyun’ daily, to retract the information damaging to the honour and dignity of the plaintiff in the article ‘The Fascist and the Elephant,’ to pay him a damages award in the amount of 500 000 AMD (200 000 AMD for defamation and 300 000 AMD for insult), as well as 210 AMD for the court expenses.  
The founder of ‘Chorrord Ishkhanutyun’ daily appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 7 August the RA Civil Court of Appeal rejected the appeal of ‘Chorrord Ishkhanutyun’ daily.
The founder of the newspaper filed a cassation appeal against this decision. However, on 9 October the RA Cassation Court returned the appeal. 
On 7 March, the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared admissible the complaint of clarinetist-saxophonist Sedrak Hovhannisyan against composer Hasmik Manaseryan and her son Ashot Hovnanyan: ‘Aravot Daily’ Ltd. was involved as a third party. 
The plaintiff believes that the expression ‘he’s lost his mind’ made in the publication headlined ‘The Plaintiff’s Representative Called Manaseryan a Plagiarist’ insults his honour and dignity. The claims are to obligate the two defendants to retract on the first page of ‘Aravot’ the data considered to be insulting and defamatory, to pay damages in the amount of 1,5 million AMD and 120 000 AMD as the lawyer’s fee. 
The proceedings started on 14 May and ended on 17 June. 
On 28 June the court rejected the complaint reasoning that the defendant did not have an intention to damage the plaintiff’s honour and dignity and that the expressions were value judgments. The court decided to exact 30 000 AMD from Sedrak Hovhannisyan in favour of the state budget for the non-paid state fee and 100 000 AMD for the court expenses. 
The plaintiff appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 6 September the RA Civil Court of Appeal declared the complaint admissible and the examination of the case was held on 7 November. On 21 November, the appeal was granted in part. This judicial instance decided to quash and change the judgment of the general jurisdiction court dated 28 June in its part related to exacting 30 000 AMD from Sedrak Hovhannisyan in favour of the state budget and left the rest of the judgment unchanged. 

 Until 31 December no cassation appeal had been submitted. 
On 11 March the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan partially granted the complaint of Senik Joulhakyan, chairman of the board of directors of ‘Hyehydroenerganakhagits’ institute against the president of the Union of Armenian Political Scientists, Hmayak Hovhannisyan. 9 orgnizations and media founders are involved in the case as third parties not having individual claims. They are ‘Hraparak Oratert’ Ltd. (‘Hraparak’ daily, the website ‘www.hraparak.am’), ‘Media Style’ Ltd. (www.tert.am), ‘Armenia TV’ CJSC (‘Armenia’ TV), ‘Multi Media Kentron TV’ CJSC (Kentron TV), ‘Armnews’ CJSC (‘Armnews’ TV), ‘Dialogue Armenia Expert Centre’ NGO (www.zham.am), ‘Hayeli Akumb’ Supporting Democracy NGO (www.hayeli.com), ‘Henaran Socio-Legal Humanitarian Association’ NGO (www.henaran.am), Aram Alaverdyan IP (www.lurer.com).    
 We would like to remind that this case was declared admissible on 18 May 2012. The plaintiff considered a number of expressions made by Hmayak Hovhannisyan in respect of him insulting and demanded that the defendant be obligated to issue a public apology and to retract the information damaging to his honour, dignity and professional reputation, pay damages in the amount of 1 million AMD for insult and defamation and the court expenses. 
The examination of the case started on 9 July 2012 and ended on 4 March 2013. 
By its judgment, the court obligated the media involved as third parties to publish an apology and the defendant to pay damages in the amount of 250 000 AMD against defamation, 300 000 AMD against insult, as well as 200 000 AMD as the lawyer’s fee and 19 000 as the pre-paid state fee. The defendant appealed this judgment to the higher court.   
On 14 May the RA Appeal Court declared the appeal of Hmayak Hovhannisyan admissible. The examination was held on 20 June, then on 25 July. On 7 August the RA Civil Court of Appeal dismissed the appeal. Hmayak Hovhannisyan filed a cassation appeal against this decision. However, on 9 October the RA Cassation Court returned the appeal. 
On 11 March Arevhat Amiryan, editor of an independent newspaper ‘Vorotan’ in Sisian area of Syunik region informed the CPFE and a number of other journalistic and human rights organizations, as well as the RA Human Rights Defender that on 28 February he had been threatened over the phone by Samvel Tangyan, chief of the department for agriculture and nature protection of Syunik Regional Administration with ‘Arevik, I will destroy you, I will destroy your family.’ According to the editor, this was the reaction of the above official to the criticism reflected in the article under the headline ‘Armenians without a Motherland or Here Goes the Flock’ concerning his activities in the 26 February issue of ‘Vorotan.’
On 1 March the editor of ‘Vorotan’ published an article headlined ‘There is a Terrorist in Sisian’ inviting the attention of the law enforcement to what had happened with her. On the same day the chief of department applied to Sisian Police demanding that the journalist be held liable for insulting his reputation and monkeying him. On 4 March Arevhat Amiryan applied to Syunik Prosecutor’s Office requesting that the person who had threatened her be subjected to criminal liability. However, when the investigative division prepared materials for the case they found out that there was no corpus delicti in Samvel Tangyan’s act and, therefore, no criminal case was instituted.  
The Journalists’ Union of Armenia, the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression, Yerevan Press Club, the NGO ‘Internews’ and Goris Press Club sent a letter of reply to the editor of the newspaper ‘Vorotan,’ Arevhat Amiryan and the chief of the department for agriculture and nature protection of Syunik Regional Administration. The authors of the letter noted, in particular, that although in the disputed article the problem of leasing the pastures in Syunik region to Iranian shepherds was presented one-sidedly, this ‘does nit give a right to any official to be disrespectful to a journalist,’ ‘instead of starting a civilized discussion over the article, the chief of the department for agriculture and nature protection and the journalist started insulting and swearing at each other which is unbecoming of both officials and journalists.’ The managers of the above organizations hoped that the dispute would be settled by means of a health discussion and expressed readiness to act as mediators of such a discussion.  
On 18 March the General Jurisdiction Court of Kotayk Region rejected the complaint of Gagik Atasyan, inhabitant of Hrazdan against Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan, director of ’Sirak’ Ltd., founder of the television company ’Hrazdan.’ 
We would like to remind that the plaintiff found insulting and defamatory articles by Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan about him published on 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 (A World-Famous Film Director?, 11.03.2012), as well as the website of ’Hrazdan’ television company. 
According to him, the comments made beneath these publications were also insulting and he believed that the author of these comments was again Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan. The plaintiff’s claims were to obligate the defendant to issue a public apology, to pay 3 million AMD in damages for insult and defamation and to publish the judgment of the court by the same media (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports).
The hearings started on 9 July 2012 and ended on 27 February 2013. 
According to the judgment pronounced on 18 March the court found that there were a number of value judgments in the disputed articles which stemmed from a public interest, they were not subject to proof and  could not be deemed as insulting. No false and untrue information was published on the professional reputation of the plaintiff. 
Gagik Atasyan appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 27 August, the RA Appeal Court dismissed the plaintiff’s appeal reasoning that in the context of the submitted evidence and factual circumstances of the case there was no abuse of freedom of expression and consequently, no damage to the plaintiff’s honour and dignity. Apart from this, the court concluded that the appeal did not contain valid arguments on violations of the norms of substantive and procedural laws that would merit quashing the judicial act. 
Plaintiff Gagik Atasyan filed a cassation appeal against this decision. 
On 16 October the RA Cassation Court returned the appeal. 
On 19 March the General Jurisidtion Court of Kentron and Nork Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan rejected the complaint of Gourgen Aghajanyan against ’The Editorial Office of Zhoghovourd’ Ltd. for being ungrounded. 
We would like to remind that on 9 August 2011 the newspaper published an article headlined ’They Demand from Galoust’s Son’ on the basis of a letter received from Gourgen Aghajanyan by post which contained criticism of the former chief of the Departent for Management of the State Property under the RA Government, Karine Kirakosyan and deputy chief of the same department, Ashot Markosyan. The plaintiff denied that he was the author of the said letter and demanded that the same media outlet published a retraction of the allegedly defamatory information and paid damages in the amount of 804 000 AMD. 
The court sessions in this case which started on 24 October 2011 were postponed many times due to failure of Karine Kirakosyan and Ashot Markosyan – the third parties – to appear before the court, as well as due to other reasons (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
8 January 2013 was appointed as the day for the pronouncement of the judgment but the proceedings resumed. The examination of the case was held on 7 February and 4 March. 
On 22 April plaintiff Gourgen Aghajanyan appealed this judgment to the higher court.
The case was examined in the RA Appeal Court on 10 July. On 2 August the RA Civil Court of Appeal granted the appeal of the plaintiff. By its decision the RA Appeal Court quashed the judgment of Yerevan Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan dated 19 March and referred the case to the same court for a new hearing.  
On 20 September the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administratie Districts in Yerevan declared the case admissible for the new hearing. The session was appointed on 21 November. However, as the editor of the newspaper informed the CPFE, the editorial office did not receive due notice and hence, did not take part in the hearing. The proceedings did not continue until 31 December. 
On 21 March the General Jurisdiction Court of Lori Region pronounced the judicial act in the case of Mariam Yepremyan against ‘Loru MIG’ Ltd., founder of the television and radio company ‘MIG’ and ‘News AM’ Ltd., owner of the news agency www.news.am.  

We would like to remind that the plaintiff challenged the reportage broadcast by ‘MIG’ television and radio company on 14 March under the headline ‘A Fatal Road Accident’ and the video made by the website www.news.am and posted on the www.youtube.com. They covered a story of a car accident in the town of Vanadzor, which resulted in the death of two citizens. The plaintiff was the wife of one of the victims. In her complaint she indicated that showing the corpse of her husband caused her pain and insulted and violated her honour and dignity and those of her children and that she learnt about these publications two months after the accident. 

The claims were to obligate the defendant to remove the challenged videos from the website and pay 500 000 AMD in damages as well as the pre-paid state fee. 

This case was declared admissible on 11 October 2012. 

It should be noted that the television and radio company “MIG” removed the challenged video from the website after having received the complaint. Therefore, on 7 March the plaintiff applied to the court withdrawing the complaint in its part related to the television and radio company ‘MIG.’ 
According to the judgment pronounced on 21 March the proceedings in their part related to the television and radio company ‘MIG’ were discontinued, while the complaint in its part related to www.news.am was rejected since the court did not find it proved that the challenged video, which was posted on the www.youtube.com had indeed been posted by a www.news.am journalist.  The judgment was not appealed. 
On 22 March, ‘Hraparak’ daily informed that on the day before, 21 March, when Lousineh Shahverdyan, journalist of the newspaper made an offer of an interview to the Member of the NA Hrant Grigoryan in the RA NA lobby, the latter first tried to avoid the interview with some disconnected replies, then demanded that she switched off the recorder and finally swore at her on the pretext that he was not in the mood for an interview.  
On 22 March, the General Jurisdiction Court of Tavoush Region (sitting in Dilijan) pronounced its judgment in the case of ‘Ijevan TchShSh’ road construction CJSC against ‘Ijevan Studia’ Ltd and Naira Khachikyan, director of the company. 

We would like to remind that the plaintiff challenged the reportage broadcast on the programme ‘Lraber’ of the Second Armenian Channel and on ‘Yerkir Media’ on 21 June 2011, which criticized the activities of this road construction company. Against damaging its professional reputation the plaintiff demanded that the defendant be obligated to make a public apology and to pay damages for defamation in the amount of 3 264 000 AMD including the court expenses and the state fee. 
On 27 April 2012, the General Jurisdiction Court granted the complaint in part. According to the judgment the court recognized only Naira Khachikyan as due defendant and obligated the latter to pay 50 000 AMD to ‘Ijevan TchShSh’ CJSC as damages for defamation, 20 000 as lawyer’s reasonable fee and 1500 AMD against the pre-paid state fee. On 23 May 2012 the plaintiff appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 4 July, the RA Civil Court of Appeal granted the appeal quashing the April 27 judgment of the first-instance court in whole and referring the case to the same court for a new examination in full scale (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports).

 A new case started in Dilijan sitting of the General Jurisdiction Court of Tavoush Region on 26 September 2012, which ended on 11 March 2013. 
According to the judgment pronounced on 22 March, it had not been proved during the examination of the case that the honour, dignity and professional reputation of ‘Ijevan TchShSh’ had been insulted, which was the reason why the claim on obligating the defendants to make a public apology and to pay 1 million AMD in damages  was rejected. As regards the damages award of 2 million AMD for defamation, this claim was rejected due to the proprietary situation of the defendants. The court obligated the latter to pay 100 000 AMD to ‘Ijevan TchShSh’ 100 000 AMD jointly for the lawyer’s fee and 40 000 AMD as the state fee. 
On 22 April ‘Ijevan Studia’ Ltd. and Naira Khachikyan, director of the company filed an appeal with the RA Appeal Court against the March 22 judgment in its part related to obligating the television company and its director had been obligated to pay for the court expenses of the plaintiff ‘Ijevan TchShSh’ in a case when the complaint was rejected by the same judgment. Upon Naira Khachikyan’s request in the RA Appeal Court her interests were represented by Olga Safaryan, lawyer of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression.  
The examination of the appeal in the RA Appeal Court was held on 12 June and on 26 June the court dismissed the appeal. ‘Ijevan Studia’ appealed the decision of the appeal court to the RA Cassation Court. On 4 September the Cassation Court returned the appeal. 
On 26 March the General Jurisdiction Court of Tavoush Region (sitting in Dilijan) declared the complaint of Seyran Aghajanyan, Karine Kokhlikyan, and Margo Aghajanyan against Sona and Mekhak Petrosyans. The television company ‘ATV’ was involved as a third party (founder ‘ATV’ Ltd.).  

 The plaintiff challenges the information imparted during the 23 January broadcast of ‘Half-Open Windows’ by the television company ‘ATV,’ which allegedly damaged their honour and dignity and demands that the same television company retracted this information and paid a damages award in the amount of 3 934 000 AMD (including the court expenses). 
The proceedings started on 26 April and ended on 20 September. The court decided to examine the case in the absence of the third party.
By the judgment pronounced on 4 October the court granted the complaint in part. The Defendants were obligated to retract the disputed information during one of the broadcasts of the programme ‘Half-Open Windows’ and to pay to the plaintiff the court expenses. The claim for the damages award for defamation and insult was rejected. 
The defendant appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 9 December the RA Appeal Court declared the case admissible. The examination was appointed on 29 January 2014. 
On 3 April, the website www.asparez.am informed that on the same day Gagik Simonyan, secretary of the staff of Vanadzor Mayor’s Office was rude to Gayane Sargsyan, correspondent of the website www.asparez.am, ‘Gyumri-Asparez’ daily and the newspaper ‘Vanadzor Mosaics.’ The incident occurred in the session hall of Vanadzor Municipality when the journalist came to cover the tender for municipal service vacant posts in the mayor’s administration. Shortly after entering the hall, Gayane Sargsyan tried to read the list of the commission members which was on the table, but at that moment Gagik Sargsyan yelled from the other end of the hall ‘Sit down, you don’t have the brain!’ When the journalist asked ‘How do you know that I don’t have the brain?’ he answered ‘From your articles.’ Gayane Sargsyan was offended and left the hall and instead of covering the tender prepared a publication on the incident. According to the journalist this attitude of the official was due to an earlier publication by which she criticized the work of the mayor’s administration.
On 4 April, the General Jurisdiction Court of Lori Region (sitting in Vanadzor) decided to resume the proceedings in the case of Gourgen Khachatryan, principal of Vanadzor State Pedagogical Institute against Lousineh Ashoughyan, former teacher of the institute although on that day the court was supposed to pronounce the judgment. 

We would like to remind that the founders of ’Hetq’ weekly and the television company ’ATV’ were involved as third parties. The latter were related to this case claiming damage to the honour, dignity and professional reputation since 13 May 2011 when ’Hetq’ published an article headlined ’Morbid Passions in Vanadzor Pedagogical University’ and the 15 June 2011 broadcast of the programme ’Half-Open Windows’ of the television company ’ATV.’ The plaintiff demanded that the defendant be obligated to retract by the same media outlet the defamatory information and to pay damages in the amount of 2 million AMD for defamation. This case which had been admitted by the court on 15 July 2011 was postponed several times for various reasons (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
When passing the judgment the court found that the submitted evidence merited additional examination and determined to resume the hearing. On 10 April 2013 the hearing was postponed in order for the court to manage to send a due notice to the third parties. The next court hearing took place on 30 April. The defendant submitted a counter-complaint claiming damages for insulting the honour and dignity of an employee which was declared admissible on the same day. The hearing continued on 27 June. 
On 11 July the General Jurisdiction Court of Lori Region granted the complaint in part. The court obligated the defendant Lousineh Ashughyan to retract the information about the plainitff she had disseminated during the 15 June 2011 broadcast of the programme ‘Half-Open Windows’ of the television company ‘ATV’ in the administrative building of the university in the presence of the plaintiff and to apologize to the latter. According to the judgment, upon the invitation of each party journalists from the programme ‘Half-Open Windows’ and www.hetq.am must be allowed in to cover the process of retraction. In its part related to retracting the information published on ‘Hetq’ the complaint was rejected. Apart from this, Lousineh Ashoughyan had to be exacted 90 000 AMD of which 40 000 AMD as damages award and 50 000 as lawyer’s reasonable fee. As regards the monetary compensation, the claim was rejected. The defendant appealed this decision to the court.
On 30 September the RA Appeal Court returned the appeal. Lousineh Ashoughyan appealed this decision to the Cassation Court. On 13 November the RA Cassation Court decided to return the cassation appeal. 
On 9 April, the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan partially granted the complaint of ex-Prime Minister Armen Darbinyan against the ‘Centre for Political Studies’ Ltd., which publishes the online journal ‘National Idea’ (www.N-idea.am, founder and director Artyom Khachatryan). 
We would like to remind that this case was declared admissible on 24 September 2012. The plainitff considered insulting and defamatory a number of expressions made in a publication posted on the website www.N-idea.am on 18 August 2012 under the headline ’Armenchik Darbinyan does not Like to Pay: Why Should he if he is Protected by the Armenian State?’ The claim was an award of money in the amount of 4 million AMD for damaging his honour and dignity (including the lawyer’s fee). The plaintiff also requested that the defendant be exacted 84 000 AMD as the pre-paid state fee and be obligated to issue a public apology. To secure the complaint the court issued a freezing order on the defendant’s property and monetary assets. The proceedings started on 8 November 2012 and ended on 26 March 2013. 
By its judgment pronounced on 9 April the court obligated the ‘Centre for Political Studies’ Ltd. to publish a text of apology on www.N-idea.am and to pay the plaintiff 200 000 AMD for insult, 200 000 AMD for defamation and 150 000 as lawyer’s fee along with the pre-paid state fee in the amount on 8000 AMD. The defendant appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 29 May the RA Appeal Court declared the appeal admissible. The examination took place on 3 July and on 10 July the RA Appeal Court dismissed the appeal and left the April 9 judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Force. The Appeal Court obligated the ‘Centre for Political Studies’ Ltd. to pay 22 000 AMD to the state budget as the state fee postponed by the decision of the RA Appeal Court. The decision entered into legal force. 
On 22 April, ’Zarouhi Publishing House’ Ltd. (founder of a women’s online journal www.zaruhi.com) and journalist Rouslan Tatoyan submitted a cassation complaint to the RA Appeal Court against the non-granted part of the March 21 decision of the RA Appeal Court. According to that judicial act, the appeal submitted by the appellants to this judicial instance was granted in part. The Appeal Court had found that the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Arabkir and Qanaker-Zeytoun Administrative Districts of Yerevan pronounced on 7 December 2012 in connection with the dispute arisen between the abovementioned and the plaintiff ’Women’s Resource Centre’ NGO had to be changed and rejected in its part related to ’Zarouhi Publishing House’ Ltd.  
We would like to remind that the General Jurisdiction Court of Arabkir and Qanaker-Zeytoun Administrative Districts in Yerevan had admitted this case on 27 April 2012. The NGO Women’s Resource Centre challenged the expressions made in the article ‘Ruiners of Families’ published on www.zaruhi.com on 21 March 2012, which related to the aforementioned NGO. The claims were to obligate the defendants to issue a public apology, to pay 500 000 AMD as damages to their professional reputation and publish the judgment on the same website. The examination of the case started on 17 July 2012 and the judgment was pronounced on 7 December. The general jurisdiction court granted the complaint in part according to which each of the defendants was obligated to apologize on www.zaruhi.com to the plaintiffs for the expressions ‘ruiner of families’ and ‘grant-suckers’ and to pay them damages in the amount of 50 000 AMD (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). The defendants appealed this judgment to the higher court. The RA Appeal Court pronounced its decision on 21 March 2013. 

On 29 May the RA Cassation Court returned the cassation appeal of ‘Zaruhi Publishing House’ Ltd. and journalist Rouslan Tatoyan. 
On 22 April the General Jurisdiction Court of Gegharkounik Region (sitting in Vardenis) declared admissible the case on obstructing the professional activities of Hermine Manoukyan, journalist of the regional newspaper ‘Haykakan Zham.’ The accused was an inhabitant of the village of Khachaghbyur, Hakob Ghazaryan who on 5 February 2013 had obtsructed Hermine Manoukyan from interviewing the principal of the secondary school of the same village Samvel Ghazaryan and taking a picture of him, as well as tried to snatch the camera from the journalist.  

The sessions appointed on 15 and 31 May were postponed. The hearings on the case started on 11 June and ended on 23 September. 

On 23 September the court found Hakob Ghazaryan guilty under Article 164(1) of the RA Criminal Code and imposed a fine on him in the amount of 200 000 AMD. The accused appealed the judicial act to the higher court.  

On 22 November, the RA Criminal Court of Appeal quashed the judgment of the general jurisdiction court and discontinued the proceedings on the case applying the Decision of the RA National Assembly on the 22nd Anniversary of the Declaration of the RA Independence.  
On 26 April, advocate Karine Avanesyan who had been convicted for fraud, submitted a complaint to the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan against the news agency ‘Pastinfo’ (founder ‘CMG’ Ltd.). The complaint was declared admissible on 29 April. 
Karine Avanesyan submitted complaints against the founder of the same agency also on 5 May, and later on 22 May, which were declared admissible on 7 and 23 May respectively. 
By those three complaints the plaintiff was challenging the following publications posted on the website www.pastinfo.am «Адвокат за хищение суммы в особо крупном размере оказалась на скамье подсудимых» (23.01.2013), «The Advocate was Sentenced to Imprisonment for Cheating the Client (24.03.2013), «The Accussed Calls on the Disciplinary Commission of the Council of Justice» (6.05.2013).
The claims are to retract the information damaging to the honour, dignity and professional reputation of the plaintiff and pay damages in the amount of 3 million AMD under each complaint (9 million AMD in total) against defamation and insult. 
The preliminary court session in each case took place on 5 June in the course of which based on the plaintiff’s motion the court decided to join the two cases with the main case.
The proceedings continued on 26 June, as well as during later months. The regular court session took place on 4 December and the next was appointed on 29 January 2014.  

It should also be noted that on 26 April Karine Avanesyan submitted similar complaints to the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts against Ararat Davtyan from www.hetq.am and another four media: the television company ‘A1+’ (founder ‘Melteks’ Ltd.), www.lragir.am (founder ‘ATHK System’ Ltd.), www.iravaban.net (founder ‘Armenia Young Lawyers’ Association’ NGO), www.golosarmenii.am (founder ‘Golos’ Ltd.). These complaints were also declared admissible. 
On 27 September the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan rejected Karine Avanesyan’s complaint against the founder of the website www.iravaban.net Armenia Young Lawyers’ Association NGO.  In passing this judgment the court found that the plaintiff had violated the one-month statute of limitations. The plaintiff appealed this judgment to the higher court. On 19 December the RA Appeal Court rejected the complaint in whole. 
On 11 October the general jurisdiction court rejected the complaint against the founder of www.golosarmenii.am on the same grounds. The plaintiff again appealed this decision to the higher court. On 22 November the RA Court of Appeal dismissed the appeal. The plaintiff filed a cassation appeal against this decision. 
On 27 December the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan rejected Karine Avanesyan’s complaint against the founder of ‘A1+’ ‘Melteks’ Ltd., as well as journalist of www.hetq.am Ararat Davtyan.  
The proceedings in the case of Karine Avanesyan against the founder of www.lragir,am ‘ATHK System’ Ltd. continue in the general jurisdiction court. The recurrent session was appointed on 17 January 2014. 
On 7 May during a court session of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan the lawyer of the MP Tigran Urikhanyan withdrew his complaint against blogger Edgar Barseghyan and requested that the proceedings be discontinued.  
We would like to remind that the plaintff was challenging the collage headlined ’The Stylish Politician of the Year’ posted on the blog www.demotivator.am that publishes political irony in which the MP’s head was attached to the body of a half-naked woman. The claims were to obligate the defendant to issue a public apology, to pay damages in the amount of 1 million AMD for insult, as well as 500 000 AMD for the lawyer’s fee. The proceedings started on 24 December 2012, while on 27 December the plaintiff motioned the court to secure the complaint by which he requested that the publication damaging to his honour and dignity be removed from the websites and social networks www.demotivator.am and www.blognews.am.     
By its judgment pronounced on 21 May the court discontinued the proceedings of the case on the grounds of the withdrawal by the plaintiff of the complaint. According to the judgment, the security on the complaint was lifted by the decision of 27 December 2012.  
On 7 May, the General Jurisdiction Court of Shengavit District of Yerevan started the proceedings in the case of Sona Gyulkanyan against Razmik, Artsrun and Pnjik Grishyans. The television company ‘ATV’ (founder ‘ATV’ Ltd.) was involved as a third party. 
The plaintiff challenged the information voiced by the defendants during the February 21 broadcast of the programme series ‘Half-Open Windows’ and demanded that the defendants retracted this information by the same television company since it damaged her honour, dignity and professional reputation, issued a public apology and paid 900 000 AMD against the defamation and insult and damage to her professional reputation. 
The hearings of the case ended on 11 October, and on 25 October the court published the judgment on discontinuing the case on the basis of the withdrawal of the complaint by the plaintiff. 
On 8 May the online media outlet www.hetq.am of the NGO Investigative Journalists informed that erlier that day, at 15.42  a call had been made to Ani Hovhannisyan, journalist of that media outlet from a mobile registered in the Russian Federation and she had been threatened that it would be very bad for her and her family members if she continued to stick her nose into matters that did not concern her. The threatening person said that he knew where Ani’s relatives lived and that he only needed to make one call so that he solved the matters with them, ‘Or else, dear Ani, you’ll appear in a ditch, you or a relative of yours.’ 
In the evening of the same day www.hetq.am sent a written report of crime to the RA police along with the mobile number of the threatening person and the recording of the phone conversation. 

As the CPFE has been informed by the public relations and information department of the RA Police, the relevant police subdivisions ensured the safety of the journalist and her family and took measures to detect the criminal. The preliminary investigation continues. 
On 1 August www.hetq.am published the telephone number of the person threatening the journalist with a view to assisting the law enforcement in their investigation and applied to the readers to notify the editorial office in case of having information about its owner.
On 10 May  Naira Khachikyan, director of the television company ’Ijevan Studia’ informed the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression that on 8 May a person whose name was Lernik had called him and threatened in connection with a reportage broadcast during the May 7 programme ’Horizon’ of the television company ’Shant.’ The threatening person, in particular, said: ’You know what we are going to do to you ... You gave the wrong information.’ The reportage concerned the unlawful dismantling of a boiler house located in Blboulyan district of the town of Ijevan. It was a senior inquiry officer from Ijevan Division of the RA Police that spoke about this in the video indicating that the dismantling took place upon some Lernik’s initiative. After she had received threats, Naira Khachikyan called the press department of the RA Police and requested that the information of the video be either confirmed or retracted. The head of department confirmed that the information was not false and that materials were being prepared on the fact of the illicit dismantling of the boiler house. 
On 22 May the General Jurisdiction Court of Kotayk region started the examination in the case of Gagik Atasyan, inhabitant of Hrazdan against Mnatsakan Harutyunyan, director of ‘Sirak’ Ltd., founder of the television company ‘Hrazdan.’ The plaintiff demands recognition of the legal fact that until 30 September 2011 he had worked with the television company ‘Hrazdan’ although there had not been any due formalization of his working relations. The complaint also contains claims on the salary, missed interest and payment of damages.  

The examination of the case continued on 13 July. On that day the court postponed the session in order to pass a decision on hthe court’s prejudiced attitude and the motion on self-recusal. On 5 August the motion on self-recusal was granted. 
The recurrent session in this case in examination was held on 3 October in the course of which the court, granting the plaintiff’s motion, passed a decision to replace the director of ‘Sirak’ Ltd. Mnatsakan Haroutyunyan with the proper defendant, i.e. ‘Sirak’ Ltd. According to the same decision, in order to resume the examination of the case 18 October was appointed as the date for the preliminary hearing. However, on that day the session was postponed to allow for the submission of further evidence. 
The preliminary hearing was held on 4 November and then on 3 December. In the last session the plaintiff asked to postpone the session due to sickness and to submit additional evidence. The recurrent session was appointed on 30 January 2014. 
On 4 June, the General Jurisdiction Court of Avan and Nor-Nork Administrative Districts in Yerevan, in the course of a court session on the case of an act of violence in the restaurant ‘Harsnaqar’ oo 17 June 2012, the presiding judge received a letter from Anoush Martirosyan, journalist from the Radio Liberty stating that after the previous court session the mother of the accused Garik Margaryan had attempted to obstruct her professional activity outside the court room but in the presence of the court bailiffs by addressing indecent words to her. By this letter the journalist asked the court to ensure adequate condition for her work in covering the proceedings.  The court explained that it was not entitled to take any measures outside the court room but expressed readiness in readdressing the letter to the relevant police division if the journalist wished so. However, the letter abstained from applying to the police either in person or via the court. In this process the journalist directed the camera at the relatives of the accused while the latter shouted from his seat: ‘Hey listen, stop directing your cameras at us, you’ve drunken our blood.’ The judge imposed a sanction on the accused and removed him from the courtroom. 
On 26 June, the General Jurisdiction Court of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrative Districts in Yerevan partially granted the complaint of citizen Andranik Hovhannisyan against ‘Armenia TV’ CJSC.   
The plaintiff argues that the information presented by the 23 March 2012 broadcast of the news programme ‘Zhamy’ on the website www.armgirls.am owned by him was insulting and challenges the expression ‘online pimp’ made in respect of him as defamatory.  
The claims are to publish a retraction and pay a damages award in the amount of 3 million AMD for insult and defamation. 

The case was declared admissible on 10 April 2012. The proceedings started on 13 July and ended on 7 June 2013. 
By its judgment the general jurisdiction court obligated the television company ‘Armenia’ to retract by the news programme ‘Zhamy’ the information on Andranik Hovhannisyan being a pimp, as well as to pay the latter a damages award in the amount of 50 000 AMD for insult and 5000 AMD against the pre-paid state fee. The complaint was rejected in its part related to the payment of damages in the amount of 950 000 AMD. The plaintiff appealed this decision to the higher court.  
The RA Civil Court of Appeal examined the case on 16 October, then on 30 and pronounced the decision on 8 November. According to this judicial act, the appeal was granted in part. This judicial instance determined to quash the judgment of the general jurisdiction court in its parts related to the damages award and the state fee and change it in following terms: to exact from ‘Armenia TV’ CJSC 250 000 AMD in favour of Andranik Hovhannisyan, of which 150 000 for insult and 100 000 for defamation, to exact 5000 AMD from the television company in favour of the RA state budget and 4000 AMD in favour of Andranik Hovhannisyan as the amount of the state fee previously paid by him for the non-proprietary claim. The non-quashed part of the judgment (on obligating ‘Armenia TV’ CJSC to implement certain acts) remains in force. Apart from this, it was decided to exact 6000 AMD from ‘Armenia TV’ CSJC as the amount foreseen for the state fee but not paid and 74 000 AMD from Andranik Hovhannisyan. 
The plaintiff filed a cassation appeal against this judgment. On 23 December the RA Cassation Court superscribed the appeal. 
On 3 July, the General Jurisdiction Court of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrtaive Districts in Yerevan rejected the complaint of Mourad Asryan, member of the RA Bar Chamber against ‘Media Consult’ Ltd., founder of the informational-analytical agency www.news.am (the current owner ‘News AM’ Ltd.).  
In this case which had been before the court since 3 March 2011 the plaintiff challenged the information posted on www.news.am on 4 February 2011 under the headline ‘Another Suit Against a Media Outlet: A Perfect Example of Illiteracy.’ The claims were to pay a damages award in the amount of 1 million AMD for each defamation and insult, as well as to publish within three days after the entry into force of the judgment the plaintiff’s reply. The disputed article stated that as early as December 2010 Mourad Asryan who represented the interests of Armenia Centre for Arithmology and Cardiology had filed a complaint with the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan in connection with an article posted on www.news.am on 23 November 2010 headlined ‘A Heart Patient had been Fooled by the Center for Arythomoly and Implanted a Wrong Device’ indicating the media outlet rather than its founder as the defendant (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
The general jurisdiction court passed a negative judgment and found that the defendant did not have an intention to damage the plaintiff and objectively expressed its value judgment, as well as did not find the plaintiff’s subjective perceptions proved. According to the judgment, Mourad Asryan will be exacted 40 000 AMD in favour of the founder of www.news.am as the lawyer’s fee and 44 000 AMD in favour of the state budget as non-paid state fee. This judgment was not appealed. 
On 9 July, the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared admissible the complaint of Senik Joulhakyan, chairman of the board of directors of ‘Armhydroproject’ institute against Hmayak Hovhannisyan, president of the Union of Armenia’s Political Scientists. ‘Aravot Daily’ Ltd., the founder of the namesake newspaper and website was involved as the third party.  
The plaintiff challenged the information published in the article posted on www.aravot.am on 10 June under the headline ’Hmayak Hovhannisyan: „Souren Khachatryan, No Longer Syunik’s Regional Governor Conitnues to be Syunik’s Chieftain”.’ The claims are to retract by the same outlet the information damaging the plaintiff’s honour, dignity and professional reputation, issue a public apology and pay damages in the amount of 600 000 AMD. 

The preliminary court hearing was held on 9 October. The examination continued on 27 November. The next hearing was appointed on 22 January 2014.  
On 12 July the General Jurisdiction Court of Shirak Region passed a decision on admitting the June 24 complaint of citizens Gourgen Mousheghyan, Rouben Arevshatyan, Saro Galents, Anna Yerznkyan, Margarita Roukhkyan and Taron Mouradyan against the theatre expert Levon Moutafyan. The founders of the websites www.pressing.am and www.blognews.am,  Robert Kadaryan and Aram Antinyan, respectively, are involved as third parties.   

The plaintiffs demand a retraction of the information damaging their honour, dignity and professional reputation by the same websites, to apologize in public for insult and to pay damages in the amount of 3 million AMD.  
In the course of the preliminary hearing held on 23 August the court granted the motion of the plaintiffs on referring this civil case to the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan according to territorial jurisdiction. The preliminary hearing was held in the above court on 7 November. The next hearing was appointed on 15 January 2014.  
On 12 July the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared the complaint of ‘Shant’ Ltd., founder of the namesake television company against ‘Iravounq Media’ Ltd., founder of the newspaper ‘Iravounq’ admissible. 
The plaintiff challenged the information published in 5 June 2013 issue of the newspaper ’Iravounq’ under the headline ’Another ’Bunko’ by „Shant’’. The claims are to issue a public apology, to retract the information damaging the professional reputation and to pay 3 million AMD in damages for insult and defamation. 
The preliminary hearing was held on 10 October, then on 4 November. The recurrent court session was held on 4 December and the examination was postponed until 19 December. The next session was scheduled on 12 February 2014. 
The same television company has submitted another complaint claiming damages against the tarnished professional reputation (to publish an apology, to retract the information, to pay damages in the amount of 1 000 000 AMD). The case was declared admissible on 23 August. The preliminary hearing was appointed on 15 October but was postponed until 15 November. The examination was appointed on 30 January 2014.  
On 21 July in the course of protests at bus-stops against the bus fare increases Sargis Gevorgyan, the cameraman of the news website www.ilur.am intended to address a question to Henrik Navasardyan, head of the transport department of Yerevan Municipality. The latter swore at the journalist without even listening to his question. On the same day the website disseminated the video of the incident.  

On 23 July, Henrik Navasardyan describing the incident to the correspondent of the news website www.news.am said, “If accidentally I offended the journalist in an angry moment, I apologize to all journalists.”

On the same day, 23 July, at about 13.00pm there was a clash between the protesters and the police at the building of the Central Department of Police in Yerevan in the course of which Sargis Gevorgyan was forcibly taken to police together with activists. The latter was busy performing his professional duty. On the same day at about 15.30 the arrested activists were set free. In this regard a number of journalistic and human rights organizations, including the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression issued a statement deploring the incident and describing the police action as an impediment to journalistic activity. 

On 24 July, when the drivers of the buses no 20 and 41, as well as the microbus no 20 dropped the passengers in the frame of the protest acts ‘We Pay 100 AMD’ refusing to transport them against 100 AMD, Aregnaz Manoukyan, correspondent of the website www.7or.am started interviewing the drivers and at the same time filming the incident. At that moment, one of the ‘neighbourhood guys’ approached her and threatened her by saying, ‘Hey, don’t shoot,’ ‘I’ll come and show you,’ ‘I’ll break your camera,’ etc. The journlist did not stop her work while that individual left shortly afterwards.  

On the next day, 25 July, another incident occurred with the same journalist. This time it was a driver of the microbus no 5 that obstructed Aregnaz Manoukyan’s work, trying to seize and break the journalist’s camera. It was only after the interference of the onlookers that this indivual escaped from the place of the incident.
On 31 July the young activists of the movement ‘We Pay 100 AMD’ obstructed the work of the filming crew of the television companies ‘H1,’ ‘Armnews’ and ‘Shant’ during a public debate in Mashtots Park.  

On 2 August by a statement disseminated on behalf of the participants of the movement the activists interpreted their actions as a spontaneous act of boycott which was not against a particular journalist but the television companies whose representatives, according to the statement, arrived for the sole reason that Vazgen Manoukyan, the Chairman of the Public Council was present at the meeting. In the activists’ opinion the television companies were not actually interested in covering the process and had almost ignored their struggle.  

On the same day the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression and a number of media organizations issued a statement deploring the incident. The authors of the statement mentioned, in particular that, ‘...We believe that obstructing the work of any worker of a television company is impermissible. We consider that such actions violate not only the legal norms but also the ethics of public life.’ The statement was a call to the activists of the movement to abstain from such steps and at the same time it was a call to the Armenian mass media and television companies to manifest a proper and impartial attitude in the coverage of events of public interest and importance, thereby securing the right of citizens to receive information.  

On 16 August, the RA Civil Court of Appeal granted Narine Ghazaryan’s appeal against the decision of the Court of General Jurisdiction of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrative Districts in Yerevan dated 22 July, by which the complaint against the founder of the television company ‘Armnews’ was returned. The complaint was submitted to the court of general jurisdiction on 11 June and it is considered admissible since that date. 

The claims are to retract the information publicized on the air of the television company, issue an apology and pay damages for insult and defamation. 

By its decision dated 16 October the General Jurisdiction Court of Ajapnyak and Davtashen Administrative Districts in Yerevan declared the complaint admissible. The preliminary hearing was held on 2 December. The next hearing was scheduled on 22 January 2014. 
On 22 August the Court of General Jurisdiction of Shengavit Administrative District declared admissible the complaint of Vakhtang Miroumyan, deputy chairman of the State Revenues Committee under the RA Government against ‘Ar Television Company’ Ltd. 

The plaintiff challenges the 6 August reportage issued by the news programme ‘Azdarar’ of the television company which described a breach of law by the tax authorities. The claim is a public apology for damaging the honour and good reputation of the individual by the disseminated information.
The preliminary hearing which was scheduled on 23 September was postponed until 14 October. The hearings continued on 28 October, then on 4, 11 and 18 November. The next hearing on this case at the stage of examination was held on 29 November. On 13 December the judgment was to be pronounced but the court decided to resume the case in order to examine additional evidence. The next hearing was scheduled on 31 January 2014.
On 2 September the Court of General Jurisdiction of Shirak Region declared admissible the complaint of Harutyun Sargsyan (who was accused of murder) submitted on 14 August against the former mayor of Gyumri Vardan Ghoukasyan and the latter’s office. The case involves the founders of the media ‘Panorama AM’ Ltd., ‘Aravot Oratert’ Ltd. and journalist Anzhela Tovmasyan as third parties. 

The plaintiff challenges the information that breached his presumtion of innocence and his honour and dignity which were reflected in the statement of the aforementioned office and published on the websites www.panorama.am, www.aravot.am, www.hayeli.am and www.aysor.am. The claim is to publish an apology on the websites Aravot, Hayeli, and Aysor. Incidentally, the latter’s founder was not involved in this case. 

The preliminary hearings were held 12 November, 24 December. The examination was scheduled on 13 February 2014. 
On 2 September during a protest in front of the ‘Closed Market’one of the women for the initiative of transforming the market into ‘Yerevan City’ by the member of the RA NA Samvel Aleksanyan insulted and threatened Nane Sahakyan, correspondent of the radio ‘Liberty’ by saying, ‘I will cut your throat.’ The journalist filmed the incident and showed it to Valeri Osipyan, deputy chief of Yerevan police. The latter approached the woman and said, ‘Please don’t threaten,’ and informed the journalist that she could file a written complaint to the police. At the same time the deputy head of police guaranteed the journalist’s security during the protest act. Nane Sahakyan abstained from applying to the police as she framed it ‘To spare her time and nerves.’

On 24 September Andrias Ghoukasyan, president of the assembly of the founding members of the radio station ‘Radio Hye’ (former presidential candidate) who is at the same time the director of the radio station ‘Hye FM’ disseminated a statement to the effect that the State Revenues Committee under the RA Government decided to hold checks in the mentioned radio stations. Later the SRC clarified that they intended to conduct an examination rather than a check the aim of which was to verify the accuracy of the actual scale, the actual sales prices (tariffs) of the circulation of goods and delivery of services (incluing advertising), as well as the proceeds from the sales of goods, services and assets. 

Andrias Ghoukasyan considered the SRC’s actions unlawful and directed at the limitation of freedom of expression. The staffs of the mentioned radio stations announced a strike in the period of 25 September and 4 October passing to the automated regime of broadcasting. Apart from this ‘Radio Hye’ Ltd. prohibited the conduct of checks as a result of which the SRC instituted administrative proceedings and fined the director of the company in the amount of 250 000 AMD. 

On 5 November the director of ‘Radio Hye’ Ltd., Andrias Ghoukasyan applied to the RA Administrative Court demanding that the decision no 240002 of the GoA SRC dated 28 October 2013 be invalidated completely. On 11 November the complaint was declared admissible but by 31 December no hearing had been scheduled. 

On 8 October the General Jurisdiction Court of Syunik Region decided to admit the complaint of Gagik Ghahramanyan (editor of the newspaper ‘Kapan Informant’) against Samvel Aleksanyan, editor of the newspaper ‘Syunyats Yerkir’ with claims on public apology, retraction of the defamatory information, and paying 3 million AMD against the damage to the honour, dignity and professional reputation. 

 The plaintiff challenged the information disseminated on the website of the newspaper ‘Syunyats Yerkir’ on 8 August under the headline ‘The Miserable.’ This article was a reply to the editorial of the 13 July issue of the newspaper ‘Kapan Informant.’
The preliminary hearing in this case was appointed on 12 November, which, however, was not held and was postponed to 5 December. The examination continued on 12 December. The recurrent court hearing was appointed on 22 January. 
On 14 November Levon Dokholyan, member of the political party ‘Rule of Law’ in answer to the information published in ‘Zhoghovourd’ daily on the same day under the headline ‘The RoL Member Khachik Harutyunyan will be Replaced by Sister Levon’ addressed his nickname of ‘sister Levon’ and made indecent threats to the author of the information, Sona Grigoryan. 
On the same day in the parliament when journalists tried to verify whether the news on Levon Dokholyan becoming an MP was true, a member of the same party Heghine Bisharyan who was in kinship with Levon Dokholyan was offended, snatched the recorder of one of the journalists and shut down the computer of another journalist.  
On 15 November the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Districts in Yerevan decided to resume the case of ‘Unibank’ CJSC against Manvel Ter-Araqelyan, owner of ‘Old Erivan Holding’ Ltd. (the news website www.news.am was involved as a third party). 

The court hearing was appointed on 1 February 2014. 
We would like to remind that the hearing had been suspended until the judicial act in another civil case became effective since the factual circumstances to be verified by that case had essential meaning for the resolution of this case since they would confirm or retract the fact of truth of falsity of an expression disputed by this case (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
On 25 November Anoush Martirosyan, journalist from Radio Liberty informed the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression that when she was waiting for the end of the in camera court session in the case of detention (on 5 November) of the president of the political party ‘Tseghakron,’ Shant Harutyunyan in the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan, one of the citizens obstructed the performance of her professional duties. When a dispute arose between a group of citizens and the court bailiffs on the topic of entry into the court room the journalist started shooting the incident. All of a sudden a woman turned and started an argument with the journalist demanding that the latter stopped shooting. While Anoush Martirosyan was explaining that this was a public place and that she was performing her duty, the mother of this woman attacked the journalist trying to snatch the camera. At that moment some captain Melkonyan approached them and threatened that he would detain the journalist for shooting. 
On 25 November, Anoush Martirosyan received a call from investigator Baghdasaryan who invited her to the Central Division of Yerevan Police, the journalist refused to go there and demanded that she be sent a notice. However, as Anoush Martirosyan informed the CPFE she was no longer disturbed with this problem.  
On 2 December on the day of the visit of the President of the Russian Federation to Armenia a protest act was held on Nalbandyan Street in Yerevan against Armenia’s accession to the Customs Union when an incident occurred between Taguhi Melkonyan, journalist of the news website www.yerkir.am and Major General Levon Yeranosyan, Commander of the RA Police Troops, Deputy Chief of the RA Police. When Taguhi Melkonyan, along with other journalists was trying to receive clarifications from the deputy chief of police on the reasons for the detention of activists asking if the police actions in respect of the participants of the protest act are lawful the general did not reply. Then he returned and threatened the journalist by :‘I will take your mobile! Do you get me? Don’t take me for somebody else, I will take it, and break it! Do you get me?’ He also tried to persuade the journalist to delete her videos. The chief of Yerevan Police and his deputy were also eyewitnesses of this incident. 
On 3 December Levon Dokholyan, MP from the faction ‘Rule of Law’ submitted a complaint to the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan against the ‘Editorial Office of the Newspaper Zhoghovourd’ Ltd.   

The plaintiff challenges a number of November publications of  the daily in which he had been referred as ‘sister Levon’ and demanded 3,5 million AMD for the damage to his honour and dignity, a public apology and a retraction of the information in question. 
The court declared the case admissible on 5 December. The preliminary court hearing was appointed on 10 February 2014. 

On 5 December the political party ‘Rule of Law’ submitted a complaint to the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts against ‘The Editorial Office of the Newspaper Zhoghovourd.’
The plaintiff challenges a number of November publications in the newspaper which concerned the party and damaged the latter’s good reputation. The ‘Rule of Law’ demanded 3,5 million AMD for the damage  to its good reputation, a ublic apology and a retraction of the false information.
On 9 December the court declared the case admissible. The preliminary hearing was appointed on 10 February 2014.
On 10 December, Manvel Badeyan, member of the RA RPA faction made indecent expressions when the correspondent of the website www.7or.am addressed a question to the latter about whether it is not a violation of the RA Law on Language that the television game ‘What, Where, When’ is broadcast in Russian in the air of the television company ‘Armenia.’ The MP said, in particular, ‘Hey, you see something and you think you must attack. Do you think that if you are a journalist, you have a right to ask foolish questions? Is your level that low? If a street Yezidi asked this question I wouldn’t be surprised... The working language of this game is Russian. Hey, are you crazy? Do you think the children playing this game do not know Armenian? Are you crazy?’

On the same day the media publicized the MP’s reply and the members of the Yezidi community residing in Armenia staged a protest act against the MP’s attitude to the Yezidis. 

On the next day, 11 December, in answer to the journalists’ question in the RA National Assembly about the insulting expressions addressed to Yezidis, the MP answered ‘This was a private conversation, why did they publish it... it was not meant for publication, they are like scumbags who make up cases, that’s why things are the way they are, this you may publish that I think they are scumbags...’
On the same day the journalists accredited in the RA NA initiated a collection of signatures to file a complaint with the ethics commission against MP Manvel Badeyan. 
On 25 December ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ daily informed that the RA NA ethics commission will in conformity with the NA Rules of Procedure examine the journalist’s letter after they pass a decision on the complaint of the Yezidis on the same topic. 
On 23 December an incident occurred between Karen Karapetyan, member of the Repubican Party of Armenia faction and Mher Arshakyan, journalist from ‘A1+’ during the break between the sessions of the NA convened to deliberate on the agreement related to the sale of the shares of the ‘ArmRusgazard’ and the terms of its further activities. When Mher Arshakyan asked the deputy: ‘What is your attitude to the question on ‘traitor members of the RPA,’’ the MP snatched the journalist’s microphone and said: ‘I am not giving an interview. No question, I said. Any goat thinks he is a journalist.’
3. Violations of the Rights to Receive and Impart Information 
In 2013, the CPFE recorded 10 facts of violations of the right to receive and impart information, which, in contrast to the above types of violations of the rights of the media and journalists is less by 13 compared with 2012. In what follows we will address them as well as the new developments the past cases. 
On 8 January the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan passed a decision to stop the search of Armen Tadevosyan, president of the condominium ‘University People’ and his property and resume the examination of the case of the Freedom of Information Centre against the said condominium.  

We would like to remind that on 11 November 2011 the FOICA applied to the court demanding that the condominium ‘University People’ be obligated to provide information within five days on the meeting of the condominium which determined the amount of servicing the building at 55/5 Tsarav Aghbyur Street. All sessions appointed in the period between 8 December 2011 and 24 July 2012 had been postponed due to the absence of the defendant. Neither had the defendant submitted a reply to the complaint. It had been impossible for the court to notify the president of the condominium of the court sessions neither through the municipality, nor to the postal service. Therefore, the FOICA representative motioned the court to issue a decision on declaring a search of the defendant and his property. The motion was granted and the case was suspended for an indefinite period of time until Armen Tadevosyan was detected (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports).
On 31 January the recurrent court session was held and on 14 February the proceedings were discontinued due to the withdrawal of the complaint by the plaintiff.  
On 21 January, the Democratic Party of Armenia appealed to the RA Civil Court of Appeal against the judgment of 21 December 2012 of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan, according to which the court had recognized the fact of violation of the right of the Freedom of Information Centre to receive information and obligated the DPA to provide the required information to the FOICA. 

We would like to remind that on 2 July 2012 the FOICA had submitted a complaint to the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan against the DPA requesting that the latter be obligated to provide to them complete information on the amounts spent on their election campaign (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
By its judgment dated 21 December the court granted the FOICA’s complaint in part and obligated the defendant to pay to the FOICA the state fee, as well as part of the lawyer’s fee in the amount of 100 000 AMD. 
The examination of the case in the RA Civil Court of Appeal was held on 17 April. On May 2 the court dismissed the DPA’s appeal. On 24 May the latter filed a cassation appeal with the RA Cassation Court. 
By its decision dated 26 June the RA Cassation Court returned the cassation appeal. 

Hence, the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan dated 21 December 2012 entered into force. 
On 1 February, the Freedom of Information Centre filed a complaint with the RA Administrative Court against the RA National Assembly challenging the actions (inaction) of the RA NA. The plaintiff requested that the court recognized the fact of violation of FOICA’s right to receive information and obligated the RA National Assembly to provide the FOICA with the requested information. 

On 22 November 2012 the FOICA had applied to the RA National Assembly requesting information on the orders of the Chairman of the RA NA in the first semester of 2012. When they did not receive a reply the FOICA resent the inquiry. On the same day the FOICA received a reply from the National Assembly by e-mail, according to which it was necessary to carry out additional work in order to provide the requested information and that they would be provided within a 30-day period. However, FOICA had not received any reply from the NA. On 4 May, almost 4 months from the day of the inquiry the RA NA sent an incomplete answer to the FOICA’s inquiry. On 7 March the FOICA sent another inquiry requesting complete information. However, in answer to this they received a refusal on the pretext that these orders contained personal data on the staff.  
The FOICA withdrew the complaint of 1 February 2013, and on 8 April they again applied to the RA Administrative Court requesting recognition of the fact of violation of their right to receive information and obligate the RA National Assemby to provide the copies of the orders no 10, 12, 13, 14, 19, 44, 48, 49, 50, 59, 66 and 72 to them, as well as exact the court expenses from the defendant. 
The preliminary hearings took place on 3 July, then on 7 August. The examination started on 16 October and ended on 17 December, and the FOICA’s complaint was granted by the court judgment dated 28 December.  
On 4 February, the examination of the complaint of the Freedom of Information Centre against ’Dustr Marianna’ Ltd. ended in the RA Administrative Court. 

We would like to remind that the FOICA had applied to the court on 19 December 2011 and demanded that ’Dustr Marianna’ Ltd. be obligated to provide complete information on the company’s diary products and that the company director be subjected to administrative liability. On 26 January 2012 the RA Administrative Court rejected admissibility of the complaint . On 13 February the FOICA appealed this decision to the higher court. On 5 March the RA Administrative Court of Appeal granted the appeal in part, according to which the lower court was obligated to admit the claim on subjecting the director of ’Dustr Marianna’ Ltd. to administrative liability and left the decision on the provision of information unchanged. The examination of the case in the RA Administrative Court started on 18 July (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
On 19 February 2013 the court granted in whole the FOICA’s claim on subjecting the director of the company ‘Dustr Marianna’ to administrative liability. Accordingly, the defendant was obligated to pay a fine in the amount of 80 000 AMD, as well as the FOICA’s court expenses in the amount of 100 000 AMD and the pre-paid state fee in the amount of 3000 AMD. 
Incidentally, the same court granted one of the FOICA’s two identical complaints while the other against ‘Ashtarak Kat’ CJSC was rejected (see below). 
On 6 February the RA Cassation Court decided to return the appeal of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression against the decision of the RA Administrative Court of Appeal dated 13 December 2012 by which it had dismissed the CPFE’s appeal on recognizing the actions of the National Television and Radio Commission unlawful and obligating the latter to provide the requested information in full. 
We would like to remind that on 21 February 2011 the CPFE had sent an official inquiry to the NTRC to receive the copies of the proposals and the enclosed documents for the licencing tender for the licencing of the television broadcasters via the digital network in the RA territory. 
In their reply the NTRC informed that documents containing secrets were not subject to disclosure. According to the NTRC, such were the rebroadcasting contracts enclosed with the proposal documents, as well as the CVs of the company staffs. On 11 April of the same year the CPFE applied to the RA Administrative Court against the NTRC claiming provision of complete information. On 27 September in became clear that the CPFE’s complaint was rejected. Furthermore, a procedural violation had been committed (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). The CPFE appealed this judgment to the higher court. The RA Administrative Court of Appeal published the decision on this case on 2 February 2012, by which it granted the CPFE’s appeal.  The judgment of the RA Administrative Court dated 27 September 2011 was quashed and the case was referred to the same court for a new examination. The new examination of the case in the RA Administrative Court was held on 19 July 2012. On 9 August the RA Administrative Court partially granted the complaint of the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression. Accordingly, the act of the NTRC of refusing the provision of the CVs of the staff was recognized as unlawful. 
The court obligated the NTRC to provide to the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression the CVs of the company staff enclosed with the tender proposal documentation required by the letter of 21 February 2011.  The complaint was rejected in its part related to the claim of recognizing the act of non-provision of the rebroadcasting contracts with the third parties and obligating the defendant to provide them. On 3 September the CPFE filed an appeal with the RA Administrative Court of Appeal against the August 3 judgment. On 13 December 2012 the RA Appeal Court rejected the appeal.  
On 7 February, the RA Civil Court of Appeal held an examination on the appeal of the ‘Environmental Projects Implementation Unit’ State Institution of the RA Ministry of Nature Protection against the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan dated 21 December 2012, which related to the case of the Freedom of Information Centre requesting provision of the relevant information. 

We would like to remind that on 24 July 2012 the FOICA had submitted complaints to the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan and the RA Administrative Court against the ‘Environmental Projects Implementation Unit’ State Institution of the RA Ministry of Nature Protection. By the complaint submitted to the administrative court the FOICA demanded that the responsible staff member of the RA Ministry of Nature Protection who refused to provide the requested information be fined in the amount of 30 000 AMD. By its decision dated 9 November 2012 the RA Administrative Court suspended the examination of the case until the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan pronounced its judgment.  

 The claim submitted to the general jurisdiction court is to recognize the fact of violation of the right of the Freedom of Information Centre to receive information and to obligate the defendant to provide information on the amount of bonuses to the staff of the Environmental Projects Implementation Unit in 2011. 
By the judgment pronounced on 23 November the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Adminsitrative Districts in Yerevan recognized the fact of violation of the FOICA’s right to receive information and obligated the defendant to provide the inquired information. As regards the claim of reimbursement of the court expenses, the court granted it in part obligating the defendant to pay for the state fee and the lawyer’s fee (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
On 17 December 2012 the state institution ‘Environmental Projects Implementation Unit’ appealed this judgment to the RA Civil Court of Appeal. The recurrent session was held in this instance on 11 April 2013. The RA Civil Court of Appeal granted the appeal on 25 April. Accordingly, the judgment of the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan dated 23 November 2012 was quashed and the case was referred to the same court for a new examination. 
On 29 May the plaintiff filed a cassation appeal against this decision. On 26 June the RA Cassation Court returned the FOICA’s appeal and left the decision of the RA Civil Court of Appeal in force.  
On 29 July the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts declared admissible for a new examination the FOICA’s complaint against the state institution ‘Environmental Projects Implementation Unit.’ The preliminary court hearing was held on 2 October, in the course of which the court decided to involve the RA Government as a defendant. The next session was held on 5 December. The recurrent preliminary court hearing was scheduled on 1 February 2014. 
On 27 February, the website www.hetq.am informed that Arshavir Hovhannisyan, the Mayor of Meghri addressed rude expressions to the President of Goris Press Club, journalist Sousanna Shahnazaryan and refused to provide her with information on the 2013-2016 community development programme. When the journalist asked the mayor a question about the problems in the four-year programme, the latter said: ‘You, journalists love to blackmail, you come and ask about something but then you write something else.’ Later when the journalist waited for the municipality staff to hand over the copy of the above programme to her, the mayor shouted: ‘Don’t give her any paper, I know who she is. It’s people like her who come, take a picture of unshaved mayors and post them on the youtube...’
Sousanna Shahnazaryan wrote an article on this headlined ‘The “Unshaved Mayor” and the ‘Blackmailing Journalist’’ (www.hetq.am, 27 February). 
On 5 March the proceedings in the case of the Freedom of Information Centre against the RA Ministry of Finance, the RA MoF Licencing Agency and the RA MoF Financial Control Inspectorate ended in the RA Administrative Court. 
On 24 July 2012 the FOICA filed a complaint with the RA Administrative Court against the aforementioned state bodies claiming a recognition of the fact of violation of the right of the Freedom of Information Centre to receive information and to obligate the defendants to provide information about the bonuses of the staff of the Licencing agency and the Financial oversight inspectorate according to the staffing list in 2011, as well as to fine the three responsible staff members of the RA MoF for failure to provide the information (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
On 20 March the court pronounced the judgment by which the FOICA’s complaint was wholly rejected for being ungrounded. The FOICA appealed this judgment to the higher court. 
In the course of the examination of the case in the RA Administrtaive Court of Appeal the RA Ministry of Finance provided the requested information, therefore during the court session on 10 October the FOICA entered into friendly settlement with the defendants. The court discontinued the case on 17 October on the ground of the friendly settlement between the parties. 
On 12 March the General Jurisdiction Court of Kentron and Nork-Marash Administrative Districts in Yerevan decided to resume the proceedings suspended since 16 June 2009 in the case of holding the director of ‘The Office for Yerevan Contsruction and Investment Programmes’ SNCO liable according to the FOICA’s complaint and referring it to the RA Administrative Court. 
We would like to remind that this dispute on providing information and holding the state official liable had been examined in different instances since 3 March 2009 (see the details on http://foi.am/hy/all-cases/item/570/)։    

The RA Administrative Court declared the case admissible on 28 March 2013. The preliminary hearing were held on 15 August, then on 10 December. On 24 December the complaint was granted. 
On 26 March the RA Administrative Court wholly rejected the Freedom of Information Centre’s complaint against ‘Ashtarak kat’ CJSC. 

We would like to remind that on 19 December 2011 the FOICA had applied to the court demanding that ‘Ashtarak Kat’ CJSC be obligated to provide complete information and that the company’s director be held liable under administrative law. On 23 January 2012 the RA Administrative Court refused to admit the complaint. 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 (See the details in the CPFE 2012 Annual Report on www.khosq.am under the Reports). 
As we have already mentioned it was unclear why the same court rejected one of the FOICA’s identical complaints and granted the other against ’Dustr Marianna’ CJSC (see above). 
On 10 June 2013 the FOICA appealed this judgment to the RA Administrative Court of Appeal. On 23 October the court was to pronounce the decision on this case. However, it found that it was necessary to continue the examination of the circumstances essential for the case and resume the proceedings. The next hearing was held on 29 November.On 23 December the court passed a decision on dismissing the appeal. 
On 5 April  the Freedom of Information Centre submitted a complaint to the RA Administrative Court against the National Security Service under the RA Government requesting a recognition of the fact of the violation of the FOICA’s right to receive information and to obligate the NSS to provide the FOICA with exhaustive information.

But before that on 11 February the FOICA had applied to the NSS with a written inquiry requesting the copy of the agreement on the procedure for the review of the level of secrecy of the classified information in the USSR, as well as information on the type of information whose level of secrecy has been reviewed, who may apply to receive declassified information and which body is responsible for the provision of such information. On 21 February the FOICA received incomplete information from the NSS and did not receive the copy of the above agreement. On 7 March the FOICA made a repeat inquiry requesting complete information but again was provided with incomplete information. 
The first session in the RA Administrative Court was held on 11 June, then on 24 July. On 19 September the court rejected the FOICA’s complaint. In passing this decision the court found that at the time of the inquiries made by the FOICA and the sent replies of the GoA NSS (February-March 2013) the latter did not control the said information since the agreement in question had not been in force then. 
On 31 May ‘Haykakan Zhamanak’ daily informed that the editorial office had received several alerts from the administrative district of Arabkir in Yerevan that all the copies of the newspaper had been bought from several newspaper stands on the juncture of Komitas-Kochar-Gyulbenkyan.
The editorial office of the newspaper believed that the aim of the people having bought all the copies of the newspaper was to hide from the inhabitants of the area the interview of the NA member from the RPA Armen Mkhitaryan. It concerned the placement of Amalya Nazaretyan to a mental health clinic on the basis of the letter of the employees of ‘Komitas’ cafe belonging to the MP’s brother. The woman’s flat is located above ‘Ideal’ store (leased by Armen Mkhitaryan) and she had an argument with the owner of ‘Komitas’ cafe and the employees of ‘Ideal’ store. 
On 27 June the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression submitted a complaint to the RA Administrative Court demanding that the actions (inaction) of the RA Ministry of Transport and Communication be declared unlawful and that the ministry be obligated to provide information. 
Prior to that, on 4 June the CPFE had made an inquiry to Minister Gagik Beglaryan, requesting information on the transition to digital broadcasting in the RA territory. The questions that interested the CPFE were whether a tender had been announced for the introduction of an RA overground digital television and radio system since 23 November 2012, if it had been declared, who were the participants, what were the terms, if no tender had been announced, what was the chosen and approved scenario for the construction and management of the digital broadcasting network. 
The CPFE did not receive the requested information in the set timeframe. 
By its decision dated 26 July the RA Administrative Court admitted the CPFE’s complaint. Only after receiving its copy the ministry provided the CPFE with the requested information, following which the plaintiff withdrew the complaint in its part related to the request for information 
The preliminary hearing was held on 14 October. The hearings continued on 28 October, 7 November and by its judgment pronounced on 22 November the court granted the CPFE’s complaint. Accordingly, the actions (inaction) of the RA Ministry of Transport and Communication were recognized as unlawful. The defendant appealed this decision to the higher court.
On 22 August, the Freedom of Information Centre filed a complaint with the RA Administrative Court against Yerevan Municipality, Henrik Navasardyan, chief of the department for transport of the municipality, ‘Parking City Service’ CJSC and its president Vazgen Haroutyunyan requesting that the defendants be obligated to provide the copy of the legal act acting as the basis for installing cameras in the paid parking areas in Yerevan. The plaintiff also requested that Henrik Navasardyan, chief of the department for transport of Yerevan Municipality and Vazgen Haroutyunyan, president of ‘Parking City Service’ CJSC be held liable for refusing to provide the information by paying 50 000 AMD each.
Prior to this, the FOICA had made a written inquiry to Yerevan Municipality requesting the above information. In response, Henrik Navasardyan, chief of the department for transport informed that in order to receive the solicited information it was necessary to apply to the company performing the works, which was ‘Parking City Service’ CJSC. The FOICA applied to the above company but the latter refused to provide information reasoning that the CJSC was not an organization of public importance and that the RA Law on Freedom of Information did not apply to it. The FOICA regarded this answer groundless and applied to the court. However, the complaint did not reach its logical end since the Appeal Cour found mistakes in the appeal and the FOICA failed to eliminate them within a two-week period to reapply to the court.
On 23 August the Freedom of Information Centre filed a complaint with the RA Administrative Court against the State Real Estate Cadastre under the RA Government requesting that the defendant be obligated to provide free of charge or under the terms set by the RA Law on Freedom of Information information regarding the bases of the ownership or lease of ‘The Closed Market’ on Mashtots Avenue.  

Prior to this the FOICA had made a written inquiry to the state body in question but the latter refused to provide the information reasoning that the solicited information would be possible to provide after the payment set by the law was made. The FOICA regarded this refusal groundless and applied to the court. The complaint was declared admissible by the decision dated 18 September.  The preliminary hearing was held on 20 December and the next one was appointed on 3 March 2014. 
On 3 October the General Jurisdiction Court of Syunik Region (sitting in Sisian) admitted the complaint of Arevhat Amiryan, editor of the newspaper ‘Vorotan’ against Arevik Gasparyan, principal of the kindergarten no 1 in Sisian claiming to obligate the latter to provide the requested information. 
Prior to applying to the court the plaintiff had requested information from the defendant about the number of days and the basis on which the kindergarten no 1 of Sisian functioned in the period of January-March 2013 and how much the fee for one child was. The newspaper editor received the answers to these questions after the complaint had been submitted to the court but did not withdraw the complaint. 
The preliminary hearing in the case was held on 5 November, and the examination took place on 26 November. By its judgment pronounced on 20 December the complaint was rejected by virtue of the granted claim.
On 14 October the Committee to Protect Freedom of Expression made an inquiry to the RA Ministry of Sport and Youth Affairs expecting answers to the questions as to whether there were any court cases with the involvement of the ministry in 2012 and the first semester of 2013 concerning the implementation of the requirements of the RA Law on Freedom of Information, if yes, how many they were in the period in question, of these how many ended in favour of the ministry and how many were against the ministry. 
The CPFE did not receive any information from the ministry and, therefore, it intends to apply to the court.
  
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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