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• From 2017 to 2019, over 30 disciplinary proceedings were initiated against 
the Helsinki Association’s advocates, in 20 criminal cases of which they 

were subjected to disciplinary sanctions. These were mainly unique 
manifestations of persecution against “disobedient” advocates.



Persecutions were mainly aimed 
against advocates involved in 

politically sensitive cases (motive), 
which are widely known to the 
public as the “Sasna Tsrer” and 

“Zhirayr Sefilyan and others” cases.



• Since October 2018, almost all decisions on disciplinary liability have 
been appealed in court and relevant proceedings are currently 

underway in various courts in Yerevan.



The judicial proceedings have a number of characteristics. 
They are as follows:

• (a) But for one proceeding, all other proceedings are at the preliminary stage of 
court examination;

• (b) The judicial act of one proceeding has already been appealed in the Court of 
Cassation;

• (c) In all the lawsuits filed in the court both the decision on the initiation of  
disciplinary proceedings and the CA Board's decision have been appealed;

• (d) Some of the judges took the case into a proceeding in the situation of claiming 
for a tribute in a total amount of AMD 4,000, while the total amount of the 
tribute claimed for by some other judges was AMD 8,000.

• (e) There was only one case when the representative of the Chamber of 
Advocates did not object to filming the case hearing in the court, while in all 
other cases they had objections. As a result, the court did not permit to record the 
case hearings. 



➢ All the decisions on subjecting the 
advocates to disciplinary liability 
refer mainly to two circumstances, 
which are the following: “to leave the 
court room”, and “fail to appear at 
the court hearing”. 

➢ The Chamber of Advocates has 
developed a so-called “general 
approach” to these circumstances
and they apply it for almost every 
cases, not considering the specific 
situation in a specific case. 



• It is noteworthy that some of the CA Board’s decisions contain 
formulations and arguments which are directly disrespectful attitude 
towards the advocate.

• For example: “The Board of the Chamber concludes that Arayik Papikyan's 
deed has been committed intentionally, that is, the latter realized the 
unlawful nature of his conduct.”



• In the case of the most disciplinary proceedings, the person who had 
prepared the disciplinary case presented a Conclusion to the Board, 
pointing out that there was no infringement in the advocate’s action. 
These conclusions were completely ignored by the Board.



• The proceeding against one of the two 
harassed advocates (on the grounds of 

failing to appear at the case hearing) was 
quashed, while the other advocate was 

disciplined by means of a severe 
reprimand.



• The Helsinki Association human 
rights NGO has conducted 

inquiries among state bodies to 
find out whether there are 
statistical data on cases of 

hindering professional activities of 
advocates by state bodies.



Based on Articles 6 and 9 of the Law on Freedom of Information of Armenia, 
we requested the state bodies to provide information for the time period of 18 

June 2015 - January 2019 on the following:

➢ How many crime reports on obstruction of the professional activities of advocates 
they have received;

➢ How many criminal cases have been initiated on the grounds of the crime report;

➢ How many cases of refusal of the initiation of a criminal case there are;

➢ On how many cases an indictment was drawn up and the case sent to the court;

➢ How many officials were subjected to criminal liability by Article 332.3 of the 
Criminal Code of the Republic of Armenia (for obstruction of professional activities 
of the advocate).



➢ Inquiries were sent to:

- Prosecutor General's Office 

- Human Rights Defender 

- Judicial Department 

- Special Investigation Service

- Investigative Committee 

- Chamber of Advocates 



The following state bodies responded to 
the inquiries:

- Human Rights Defender
- Judicial Department

- Special Investigation Service
- Investigative Committee 
- Chamber of Advocates

The inquiry was not responded 
by:

PROSECUTOR GENERAL'S OFFICE OF 
THE REPUBLIC OF ARMENIA



• The Special Investigation Service stated that from June 18, 2015, to March 19, 2019, five criminal

cases were examined under Article 332.3 of the RA Criminal Code, of which:

1. the proceedings of three criminal cases were quashed;

2. one criminal case was merged with another criminal case; and

3. the preliminary investigation of one criminal case is in process.

• The Investigative Committee stated that the Investigative Committee does not maintain statistics on

Article 332.3 of the RA Criminal Code.

• The Judicial Department stated that according to statistics on the activities of the RA First Instance

Courts, during the period mentioned in the inquiry, the RA Courts of First Instance did not receive

court cases on crimes envisaged under Article 332.3 of the Criminal Code of Armenia



• The Head of the Staff of the Chamber of Advocates of the RA stated that relevant 

information on the disciplinary liability was published on the website of the Chamber. 

Data on 2018 are still being coordinated.

• The Office of Human Rights Defender stated that  for the mentioned period, they received 107 

written complaints and hotline calls in total. In general, a quick solution was given to 75 alarming 

cases, of which to 7 cases in 2015, to 14 cases in 2016, to 15 cases in 2017, to 37 cases in 2018, and to 

2 cases by January 31, 2019. The Office finds the issue particularly important as the advocate's 

access to the court and meetings with client are not self-interested, but aimed at ensuring full 

implementation of the rights of a person in need of legal assistance and, in some cases, can directly 

lead to an infringement of the right of a person to be protected. The continuity of complaints 

addressed to the Human Rights Defender shows that there are still challenges concerning the

advocates' activities in law enforcement practice. Most of the recorded challenges refer to visits of 

the client in the penitentiaries, and cases of obstruction to the advocate's entry into the police or 

investigation departments.



Since 2015 up to now, her activities have periodically been obstructed. The advocate 
regularly was not permitted to enter police stations to meet with detained activists. 
Currently there are criminal cases in the SIS initiated on the facts of the police divisions of 
Ashtarak, Shengavit, Erebuni and Arabkir, but so far no person has been involved in the 
criminal case as accused. The advocate also noted that her activity was obstructed also in the 
Kentron Police Department.

For hindering the professional activities, he appealed to the Prosecutor of General to provide 
relevant materials and videos but no criminal case was initiated. His activities were mainly 
obstructed in 2017, when he participated in high-profile criminal cases. There were also 
threats against Mr. Papikyan and his family members, which, however, ceased in November,
2017. He applied that a US Facebook user could be discovered, but there is no response so far. 

Arayik Papikyan

Hayarpi Sargsyan

He wanted to file a criminal case against the head of Armavir PI and a number of 
responsible officers. They repeatedly refused him to have a meeting with his clients
Zhirayr Sefilyan and Varuzhan Avetisyan. The other case of obstruction of the advocate's 
activity took place on June 28, 2017, in the courtyard of the general jurisdiction of Avan 
and Nor Nork administrative districts. He was not allowed to enter the court room for the 
hearing of “Sasna Tsrer” criminal case. He was dragged, pushed and thrown. In the SIS, the 
advocate testified on that occasion. The present chief of police was in the most active role, 
and he himself led the operation.

Mushegh Shushanyan



His professional activities were systematically obstructed from 2016 to the days 2018 April 

Revolution Days. A criminal case has been initiated in Arabkir Police Division, in the police 

unit of police forces, Shengavit and Arabkir divisions, but the guilty ones have not been 

disclosed yet.

Ara Kharagyozyan



He was not allowed to meet a client at Nork Police Station. During demonstrations organized 
by the Sasna Tsrer and Nikol Pashinyan, during the detention of people, he went to the police 
station, but they did not let him see the arrested. No criminal case has been filed, but materials 
on the Lieutenant General Manvel Grigoryan's case were prepared for the last time, but he did 
not have any complaint.

The case initiated on the grounds of obstructing the advocate's activities during the 
arrest of the activist David Yeghiazaryan in the case of the Sasna Tsrer, on June 28, was 
dismissed. On the grounds of an offense, she once again filed a motion on disrespect 
towards the court. There is no answer yet. 

“In the case of Ani Hovhannisyan, the opposite side made unsuccessful records on the 
FB, but I did not report the police, so the case is left as it is.”

Arsen Mkrtchyan

Lusine Sahakyan

Liparit Simonyan

Many times her professional activities were obstructed, but she did not report 
it, as she was not confident and considered it to be a waste of time.

Nina Karapetyants



There were numerous cases of obstruction of the professional activities during the former
authorities but he did not reported the law enforcement bodies as he considered it senseless.

Within a criminal case, she was a representative of the victim's legal successor. A case 
was initiated, and she was recognized as a victim, but later the case was quashed. 

“After the July events of 2016 when the trial of the Sasna Tsrer began, the advocates were 

immediately searched. At that time, there was really interference in professional activities of 

the advocates.” He appealed it in the President of Armenia, the Human Rights 

Commissioner and the UN representative of the field. No response was received either from 

the representatives of the international structures and the presidential administration, and 

applications were left outgrowth. He also appealed to charge the judges in high-profile cases, 

yet there was no response.

His activities were obstructed many times in both criminal and civil cases. However, 
he never appealed it in the relevant bodies, as it would cost him extra energy to 
spend. 

Davit Gyurjyan

Inesa Petrosyan

Tigran Hayrapetyan

Harutyun Baghdasaryan
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