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PREFACE
The purpose of this Guide to the Code of Ethics for Parliamentarians (hereina er
the Guide) is to assist Members of the Na onal Assembly and the general public
in understanding and applying the Na onal Assembly's Code of Ethics for
Parliamentarians. In this regard the Guide presents interpreta ons and examples
provided by John Lyon, an interna onal expert concerning the code of ethics for
parliamentarians as laid down in the RA Law Rules of Procedure of the Na onal
Assembly (hereina er the Rules of Procedure). These interpreta ons and
examples are based on universally accepted and applicable rules of ethics for
parliamentarians. They are advisory by nature and may be inconsistent with the
Armenian legisla on and not necessarily coincide with the view of the ad-hoc
commi ee on ethics of the RA Na onal Assembly (hereina er the Commi ee on
Ethics).
The Guide also contains extracts from resolu ons passed by the Commi ee on
Ethics, as well as generic templates of applica ons as approved by the Commi ee
on Ethics (resolu ons and other materials of the Commi ee on Ethics are
available at the website of the RA Na onal Assembly: www.parliament.am).
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I. CODE OF ETHICS
Norm of the Rules of Procedure
The requirements of this ar cle (Note: Ar cle 6.1 of the Rules of Procedure) apply
to both the exercise of powers by parliamentarians and their daily behavior.
(Art. 6.1, Part 1 of the Rules of Procedure, Code of Ethics for Parliamentarians)

Interpreta on by the interna onal expert
In interna onal prac ce such provisions clearly establish that the rule
of conduct applies not only to cases when parliament members
discharge their oﬃcial du es, but also their daily behavior. The ra onale behind
this is that persons elected as parliament member sought to protect the trust
placed in them by the public, as well as to protect and strengthen the trust and
respect of the public in the parliament. This duty follows them wherever they go.
This is because if members behave disgracefully in their daily lives, that will
undermine public trust in them as parliamentarians and public conﬁdence in the
Assembly as a democra c ins tu on.

Norm of the Rules of Procedure
The rule of conduct requires the member to respect and abide by the law.
(Art. 6.1, Part 2(a) of the Rules of Procedure, Code of Ethics for Parliamentarians)

Interpreta on and example provided by the
interna onal expert
A parliamentarian must abide by the Cons tu on and other laws of
the country. However, the existence of such a rule does not assume that any
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breach of the law will always provide a basis for applying to the parliamentary
body on ethics for a disciplinary inquiry.
According to the code of ethics, a member should not be disciplined for any
oﬀence for which he has been subject to criminal, civil, administra ve or any
other liability or where proceedings are pending.
However, the principle is that members who may be thought to have broken the
law should expect to be accountable to the jus ce system and the courts.

Example. A member is thought to have assaulted someone in the
street. Assault is a criminal oﬀence for which the member, like any
other ci zen, would be liable under the law. The ma er is therefore to
be considered by the inves ga ng and prosecu ng authori es. The
member cannot be disciplined for the alleged criminal oﬀence, even if the
prosecu ng authori es decide to take no ac on. It would be possible however for
a disciplinary inquiry to be ini ated into the conduct of the member in respect of
this incident if it might reasonably be thought to have been conduct not beﬁ ng
to a parliamentarian.

Norm of the Rules of Procedure
The ethical rule for parliamentarians is to respect the moral norms of society.
(Rules of Procedure, Art.6.1, Part 2(b), Code of Ethics for Parliamentarians)

Interpreta on and examples provided by the
interna onal expert
In terms of adhering to the above rule in the interna onal prac ce
the key issue is whether the member's conduct is in some way contrary to the
normal moral conduct expected of anyone in society. Normally, the rule does not
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envision a higher or stricter standard simply because it applies to parliamentarians. It follows that the rule does not require members to be paragons of virtue
at all mes. Members make mistakes and misjudgments in their everyday lives
like anyone else, and the society should recognize this in the rou ne applica on
of its moral norms.
On the other hand, the society also recognizes that na onal well being depends
on everyone in society, including parliamentarians, respec ng certain moral
norms, including respect for the Cons tu on and other laws, respect for and
tolerance of others, honesty, fair dealing, decency and respect for property,
family life and other rights.
Nonetheless, where a member is found consistently and deliberately to ﬂout
such moral norms, i.e., where they consistently and willfully demonstrate such a
behavior it would be likely to qualify it as a breach of this rule of conduct.

Example. A member is seen in a restaurant shou ng at their
colleague and using vulgar language. The member has no record of
behaving like this before. The member is ashamed of themselves and
apologizes profusely. It is an isolated incident. The conduct clearly
reﬂects badly on the member, but society may well recognize that someone may
on occasion regre ably fall short of a moral norm while s ll recognizing,
respec ng and generally abiding by it. This incident might not therefore amount
to a breach of this rule.
Example. A member is regularly seen shou ng and using foul and
abusive language to colleagues in public places. Their conduct causes
much distress to their colleagues and to members of the public who
witness it. But the member refuses to apologize for their conduct or to
try to mend their ways. It is none of anyone's business, they say. But society
expects people to recognize the need to behave reasonably in public places and
not to in midate or cause unnecessary distress to others – that is the moral norm.
This consistently repeated conduct without remorse might suggest that the
member is failing to abide by the moral norms of society and does it willfully and
so is likely to be in breach of this rule.
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Norm of the Rules of Procedure
The rule of conduct for a parliamentarian prevents a member using the authority
of their status as a Member of the Na onal Assembly to beneﬁt their own
interests or that of any other person.
(Art. 6.1, Part 2(d) and (e) of the Rules of Procedure, Code of Ethics for
Parliamentarians)

Interpreta on and example provided by the
interna onal expert
Members of parliament should not use their status of a parliamentarian for the beneﬁt of their own interests or of their aﬃliated par es. Close
family members of a parliamentarian or his or her spouse are deemed as
aﬃliated par es. In the interna onal prac ce this rule applies only to a member's
dealings as a private ci zen with government bodies and oﬃcials. It does not
extend to any personal dealings with commercial bodies or to the member's
dealings with public bodies in their capacity as a Member of the Assembly.

Example. A member's family is seeking a beneﬁt from a state
organiza on. The member writes to the head of that organiza on on
Assembly-headed notepaper using their oﬃcial tle. They urge the
oﬃcial to accept the family's applica on. That appears to be a breach
of this rule of conduct.

Example. A member completes an applica on form seeking a beneﬁt
for their family from a state organiza on. They send it with a covering
le er to the oﬃcial iden ﬁed on the form. The le er is from their
home address and signed with their family name, with no reference to
their parliamentary status.
This case cannot be treated as a breach of this rule of conduct.
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Norm of the Rules of Procedure
The rule of conduct for parliamentarians is to contribute to the establishment
and trust and respect in the Na onal Assembly.
(Art. 6.1, Part 2(f) of the Rules of Procedure, Code of Ethics for Parliamentarians)

Interpreta on and example provided by the
interna onal expert
In general, the purpose of se ng high standards of conduct for
members of parliament through the code of ethics is to uphold the public
conﬁdence and respect in the parliament. Therefore, the interpreta on and
applica on of the code of ethics itself should be performed so that the
achievement of this overall purpose of ensured.
In the interna onal prac ce this rule s pulates two du es applicable to all
parliamentarians. Firstly they should demonstrate by their behavior and ac vity
that they are worth the trust placed in them as elected members of parliament.
Secondly, they should respect and protect the parliament by maintaining and
strengthening the public trust in the parliament as an ins tu on. Both objec ves
are phrased as establishing a posi ve duty on members – they must strive at all
mes to act in a manner which meets these du es.

Example. A member facilitates a commercial transac on
undertaken by a person who is a close associate of the member. It is
not against the law, but nevertheless is seriously detrimental to a
large group of vulnerable people in the locality who can ill aﬀord to
lose out through the transac on. It might be thought that this conduct will
weaken the public's trust in the member. In general, such cases signiﬁcantly
weaken the reputa on of both parliamentarians and the parliament as a whole.
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Norm of the Rules of Procedure
The rule of conduct for parliamentarians is to manifest a conduct beﬁ ng the
parliamentarian in all circumstances and in carrying out any ac vity.
(Art. 6.1, Part 2 of the Rules of Procedure, Code of Ethics for Parliamentarians)

Interpreta on provided by the interna onal expert
In the interna onal prac ce this rule s pulates a wide ranging
requirement that members shall in all circumstances manifest
conduct beﬁ ng the parliamentarian. The rule applies, therefore, to the
members in all aspects of their daily life and not just to the conduct expected
from them in performing their parliamentary or public du es.
The key ques on to be addressed under this rule is: is this the sort of conduct
which a reasonable member of the public would expect a member of the
parliament to demonstrate?
A reasonable member of the public would recognize that a parliamentarian may
occasionally fall short of the very highest standards of behavior and, if they do so,
would not expect the full weight of the disciplinary process to apply to that minor
lapse. But the reasonable person would also expect a higher standard of conduct
to be shown by the parliamentarian given that they have been entrusted with
great responsibility by the people and people have a right to expect the member
to honor that trust in the ethical standards they manifest.
The reasonable person would expect a member to be held to accountable by the
parliamentary body on ethics where their conduct substan ally or regularly fell
below the necessarily high standard expected of all parliamentarians.
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Norm of the Rules of Procedure
The rule of conduct for parliamentarians is to manifest a respec ul a tude
towards his/her poli cal opponents, par cipants of debates in the Na onal
Assembly, as well as all the persons with who the MP deals in the discharge of his
or her oﬃcial du es.
(Art. 6.1. Part 2(h) of the Rules of Procedure, Code of Ethics for Parliamentarians)

Interpreta on and examples provided by the
interna onal expert
In considering the rule for a respec ul a tude, the context of each
individual case should be taken into account. Poli cal convic ons may lead to
robust debate of ﬁrmly held views. A Member of the Assembly may be expected
to be more robust in debate with another member than they should be with a
junior public oﬃcial carrying out the policies of others. However, in any context,
members need to dis nguish between expressing their views robustly, with
convic on and ﬁrmness where they consider the circumstances require it, and
being abusive, inten onally in mida ng and personally oﬀensive.
This rule prevents members of parliament from using oﬀensive statements about
anyone they deal with, including other members or parliamentary staﬀ and
media representa ves. In interpre ng the rule it will be necessary to dis nguish
between statements which express robust views and disagreement with others
and statements which are simply oﬀensive.
Members of parliament should express a tolerant posi on towards their cri cs.
This requirement does not prevent members defending themselves clearly and
ﬁrmly against cri cism or explaining their own views in contrast to those who
disagree with them. The member should be expected, however, to dis nguish
between defending and explaining their views and sugges ng that those who
disagree with them have no right to express their views or to have them heard.
The tolerant posi on required is tolerance of cri cism and the cri c. It is not
required that the member accepts the cri cism or decline to respond.
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Example. A member pushes their way into a public servant's oﬃce.
They demand that the oﬃcial goes with them straight away to see a
construc on project. They accuse the oﬃcial in front of their junior
staﬀ of lying and incompetence. They make disparaging and hur ul
remarks about the oﬃcial's background and family by using loud and oﬀensive
language. That conduct might be thought to be a failure to show a respec ul
a tude to the oﬃcial.

Example. A member holds a pre-arranged mee ng with a public
servant. The member states ﬁrmly at the mee ng the reasons for their
dissa sfac on with a construc on project adding that the project is
not being properly or eﬃciently managed. They challenge the
accuracy of some of the statements made in response by the oﬃcial and suggest
the oﬃcial joins them on a site visit. The member puts their views clearly and
ﬁrmly, but without losing their temper or seeking to threaten or in midate the
oﬃcial. This might be thought to meet the Code's requirement of showing a
respec ul a tude to a person with whom the member deals in the discharge of
their oﬃcial du es.

Example. A member refuses to speak to a journalist and uses
oﬀensive statements in their speech. Such cases might be thought a
breach of the rule against using oﬀensive statements.

Example. A member refuses to speak to a journalist. They said that
the views of the journalist were such that it was a waste of me to
speak to them since they would not be fairly reported. They did not
want to assist the journalist in their campaign against the member.
These statements, ﬁrmly and clearly expressed, would not of themselves
cons tute oﬀensive statements in this par cular case.
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Example. A civil society organiza on cri cizes an inﬂuen al
member for failing to support in the Assembly measures to increase
funding for children with learning diﬃcul es. The member says in
response that it is unacceptable that such a biased group should
challenge their judgments. The member announces that, as a result, they and
their associates will have no further dealings with the group, and that they will be
pressing for the group to be disbanded and for any funding they receive to be cut
oﬀ. This might be thought to breach the rule requiring a tolerant posi on towards
cri cs.

Example. A civil society organiza on cri cizes an inﬂuen al
member for failing to support in the Assembly a measure to increase
funding for children with learning diﬃcul es. In response, the
member explains brieﬂy the reasons for their decision and men ons
that single issue groups, while they have an important place in civil society,
cannot be expected to take decisions between compe ng priori es. This would
appear to be an expression of a tolerant posi on towards cri cs.
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II. CONFLICT OF INTERESTS
Norms of the Rules of Procedure
Being guided by his or her interests or those of another person related to him or
her means for the member ini a ng legisla on or submi ng a dra resolu on to
the Na onal Assembly for debate, submi ng recommenda ons on an issue
circulated in the Na onal Assembly, as well as speaking or vo ng at the si ngs of
the Na onal Assembly, its commi ees or sub-commi ees, which despite being
lawful, leads or contributes or may lead or contribute, to the knowledge of the
MP, to:
a) the improvement of his or her proprietary or legal situa on or that of any
person related to him or her;
b) the improvement of the proprietary or legal situa on of the non-commercial
organiza on of which she or he or any person related to him or her is a
member;
c) the improvement of the proprietary or legal situa on of the commercial
organiza on of which she or he or any person related to him or her is a
par cipant;
d) appointment of any person related to him or her to an oﬃce.
(Art. 6.1, Part 1 of the Rules of Procedure, Conﬂict of Interests of Parliamentarians)

Example. A member intends to speak and vote in support of a dra
legisla on which relaxes planning regula ons for the development of
par cular parcels of land next to certain se lements. In prac ce, the
change would apply only to a small number of sites in the country. But
the member's brother owns such land and so would stand to beneﬁt ﬁnancially
from this provision. The member appears to have a relevant interest which should
be disclosed by him or her.
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Norm of the Rules of Procedure
In interpre ng the provision of Paragraph 1 of Ar cle 6.2 of the Rules of
Procedure, it is deemed that the member is not guided by his or her interests or
those of his or her aﬃliated person if the member acts on behalf of the
commi ee, fac on or MP group of the Na onal Assembly or if that ac on:
a) relates to the ac vi es of the bodies of state and local self-government, state
and community non-commercial organiza ons, ins tu ons or their oﬃcials;
b) is of universal applica on and has implica ons for wide layers of the society to
the extent that it cannot be interpreted as being guided by the private
interests of the MP or anyone related to him/her;
c) is related to the remunera on of the MP, reimbursement for expenses
related to his/her ac vi es as a MP or privileges, as prescribed by Law.
(Art. 6.2, Part 4 of the Rules of Procedure, Conﬂict of Interests of Parliamentarians)

Example. A proposed change to the planning regula ons would
substan ally beneﬁt a member's brother holding a parcel of land next
to a se lement. In prac ce, the change would apply only to a small
number of sites in the country, so cannot be taken to be of universal
applica on. It has implica ons only for the compara vely small number of people
owning such land (and the developers and residents in those few areas). It cannot
reasonably be interpreted as having implica ons for “wide layers of society”. It
would appear that the member should be deemed to be guided by their rela ve's
interests in parliamentary proceedings on this ma er. Accordingly, the exemp on
envisioned for ac ng in the presence of a conﬂict of interest would not apply.

Example. The Assembly is considering lowering the tax rate for
middle and high earners. The member and their family would stand to
gain by this provision. But so too would anyone within the relevant
earnings band. The legal provision would apply to all in these bands
and so aﬀects wide (but not all) layers of society. It would appear that, in
parliamentary proceedings on this ma er, the member should not be deemed to
be guided by their personal or rela ves' interests. Accordingly, the exemp on
envisioned for ac ng in the presence of a conﬂict of interest would apply.
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III. EXTRACTS FROM RESOLUTIONS
PASSED BY THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS
The person ﬁling an applica on under this case men oned the case of
an a empt of his or her murder by a member of the RA Na onal
Assembly in 2009 as the grounds for applying to the Commi ee on
Ethics of the Na onal Assembly.
Having inves gated the case, the Commi ee stated that pursuant to Ar cle 24.3,
Part 5(a) of the Rules of Procedure, the issues raised in the applica on are beyond
the competence of the Commi ee on Ethics because, in par cular, the incident
referred to in the applica on had taken place before the eﬀec veness date
(31.05.2012) of the respec ve provisions of the Rules of Procedure establishing
responsibility or deteriora on of the legal status of a parliamentarian. Therefore,
the Commi ee concluded that the issues covered in the applica on in respect of
the incident cannot be the subject of inves ga on by the Commi ee.
Thus, the Commi ee expressed its principal standpoint in that issues related to
cases observed before May 31, 2012 are not subject to considera on by the
Commi ee on Ethics.
In addi on, in its resolu on the Commi ee men oned that both indirect
responsibility and deteriora on of legal status of an infringing parliamentarian is
envisioned for breaching the code of ethics for parliamentarians under Ar cle
6.1, Part 2 of the Rules of Procedure because by virtue of Ar cle 24.2, Part 1(b) of
the Rules of Procedure, review of the ma er in ques on by the Commi ee,
disclosure of the resolu on on breaching the code of ethics for parliamentarians
and its publica on in the website of the Na onal Assembly can signiﬁcantly
deteriorate the members reputa on among his or her cons tuents which, in
turn, can adversely aﬀect his or her (i.e., the member's) further re-elec on.
(Resolu on of the Commi ee on Ethics dated31.08.2012)
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The applica on was ﬁled on June 21, 2012 in connec on with an
incident which took place at the Demirchyan street entrance of the
Na onal Assembly between a ci zen and a member of parliament.
As the reason for rejec on, the Commi ee referred to Ar cle 24.3,
Part 5(d) of the Law 'Rules of Procedure'. In other words, the issue, i.e., the
applica on of the ci zen, was under inves ga on of the Commi ee on Ethics
based on other applica on(s) concerning the subject ma er.
(Resolu on of the Commi ee on Ethics dated27.09.2012)

The person ﬁling an applica on presented to the Commi ee his
views, complaints concerning the ac ons of diﬀerent government
bodies and oﬃcials in connec on with the evic on of his family
members from the dormitory. The applicant requested disciplining
the RA deputy minister of territorial administra on. Furthermore, the author of
the applica on referred to the inac on of a member of the Na onal Assembly.
The Commi ee decided that pursuant to Ar cle 24.3, Part 5(a) of the Law 'Rule of
Procedure', the issues raised in the applica on are outside the competence of
the Commi ee on Ethics because, speciﬁcally, the view, complaints concerning
the ac ons of diﬀerent government bodies and oﬃcials in connec on with the
evic on of his family members from the dormitory are presented in the
applica on.
(Resolu on of the Commi ee on Ethics dated 31.10.2012)

Having referred to Ar cle 2 of the RA Civil Code, the applicant stated
that the ac ons of a NA member, speciﬁcally, the handover of
landplots owned by the applicant and his close rela ves for lease
which was covered by the media in a video report cons tuted
business ac vity.
In order to determine the involvement of the NA member in a business ac vity,
the Commi ee applied the judgment of the RA Court of Cassa on on Civil Case
No. 3-1161 (TD) of 01.08.2007 which contained clariﬁca on on business ac vity.
According to the view of the RA Court of Cassa on,as a result of applica on of the
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business ac vity interpreta on rule (limited literal interpreta on),under
interna onal legal documents, a real risk arises for limi ng the right of an
individual and ci zen to using his property in an unhindered manner, to
possessing, using, disposing his property at his own discre on as guaranteed by
Ar cle 31 of the RA Cons tu on.
In the same judgment the RA Court of Cassa on has stated that in determining
the nature of ac vity (including any business ac vity) carried out by a ci zen, the
availability of legally s pulated mandatory features should be iden ﬁed,
speciﬁcally, a er determining the below circumstances:
1. Whether the ac vity was carried out on the ini a ve and will of the concerned
person,
2. Whether the ac vity is regular by nature?
3. Whether the ac vity was carried out ini ally for genera ng proﬁt (income)?
4. Whether the ac vity is carried out as an occupa on (trade), and the availability
of a special space for conduc ng trade or delivering services (a store, hall,
workshop, other produc on facility, speciﬁcally accommodated vehicle),
informa ve-promo onal events, large quan ty and variety of goods can be
regarded as external a ributes of such ac vity?
5. Whether the economic ac vity (civil-legal dealing) of the ci zen involves his or
her personal property?
6. Other speciﬁc features.
According to Ar cle 9.1, Part 2 of the Rules of procedure, within the meaning of
the Rules of Procedure, the appropriate ac vity (work) iden ﬁed in Ar cle 24 of
the RA Law on Public Services are treated as business ac vity, as well as scien ﬁc,
pedagogical and crea ve work.
According to Ar cle 24, Part 3(6) of the RA Law on Public Services,within the
meaning of the same Law, the sale of the tle of owned property or its handover
to lease against a certain fee or compensa on shall not be treated as business
ac vity.
Having analyzed the circumstances of the case and the combina on of available
evidences, in its resolu on the Commi ee stated that pursuant to Ar cle 24.3,
17

Part 9 of the Law 'Rules of Procedure', the need for adop ng a conclusion by the
Commi ee on Ethics under other legal grounds no longer existed because, in
par cular, 1) the alleged breach of the requirement of Ar cle 65, Part 1 of the RA
Cons tu on by the member of the Na onal Assembly as stated by the applicant
in rela on to the handover of the immovable property against a certain fee or
compensa on was invalid; 2) the allega ons of the applicant concerning the
involvement of the NA member in illegal business ac vity were also invalid.
(Resolu on Է-2/13 of the Commi ee on Ethics dated 21.02.2013)

The applicant considered that the NA member had violated
Paragraphs (a), (b), (f) and (g) of Ar cle 6.1 of the Rules of Procedure
(i.e., the code of ethics for parliamentarians). The applicant also
men oned that breaches of the code of ethics were manifested
through the viola on of his (her) rights as guaranteed under the RA Cons tu on,
namely, its Ar cle 3(1), Ar cle 14, Ar cle 27(1) and (2) and Ar cle 29(1).
The Commi ee determined, in par cular, that on June 6, 2012 the NA member
took away the paper slogan from the ci zen against his will near the NA entrance
on Demirchyan street and thus breached the rule of conduct for parliamentarians
under Ar cle 6.1, Part 2(a) of the Rules of Procedure, i.e., failed to respect the
law.
The Commi ee principally concluded that the status of a parliamentarian
requires not only demonstra on of tolerance but also several other quali es,
which, taken together, should contribute to abiding by law and should be lawful.
(Resolu on Է-1/12 of the Commi ee on Ethics dated 31.10.2012)

Based on the recording of the conversa on between the applicant
and the NA member, the applicant considered that the member
oﬀended him and thus violated the rules of conduct for
parliamentarians as envisioned under Ar cle 6.1 of the Rules of
Procedure, speciﬁcally, Part 2(f) (i.e., contribu ng through their ac vity to the
establishment and trust and respect in the Na onal Assembly), (g) (in engaging in
any ac vity, manifes ng a behavior beﬁ ng a parliamentarian in all
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circumstances), and (h) (manifes ng a respec ul a tude towards his/her
poli cal opponents, par cipants of debates in the Na onal Assembly, as well as
all the persons with who the MP deals in the discharge of his or her oﬃcial
du es).
In respect of the concerned case, the Commi ee speciﬁcally determined that
based on Ar cle 24.3, Part 5(a) of the Law 'Rules of Procedure', the issues raised
in the applica on are outside the competence of the Commi ee on Ethics,
because, in par cular, 1) the statement as men oned in the applica on was
made in a non-public environment and was not intended for publicizing, 2) the
member did not intend or mean to be oﬀensive, 3) within the scope of its powers
under Ar cle 24.2, Part 1 of the Law 'Rules of Procedure', the Commi ee is not
empowered to take a substan ve decision of the presence or absence of an
oﬀensive language.
(Resolu on Է-3/2014 of the Commi ee on Ethics dated 26.06.2014)

The underlying basis for the applica on was the incident which took
place between the applicant and an NA member on April 18, 2013
during which, as the applicant stated, the member breached the rules
of conduct under Ar cle 6.1, Part 1, Paragraphs (b), (e), (f) and (g) of
the Rules of Procedures.
Having inves gated the case, the Commi ee concluded principally that
problems arising in inter-personal rela ons during the daily life and the behavior
demonstrated by an MP during these interac ons cannot be treated as not
contribu ng to the establishment and trust and respect in the Na onal Assembly
or as undermining the beﬁ ng behavior of a parliamentarian, i.e., they cannot
be regarded as a breach of the code of ethics for parliamentarians.
In addi on, in its resolu on the Commi ee stated that in the concerned case the
allega ons on breaching the requirement of Ar cle 6.1, Part 2(e) of the Rules of
Procedure are invalid because the given case did not involve any use of the
authority of the parliamentarian for his beneﬁt or for the beneﬁt of others.
(Resolu on Է-14/1 of the Commi ee on Ethics)
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Speciﬁcally, the applicant stated that the NA member 'apparently
manifested a detes ng a tude' to journalist providing media
coverage of the concerned ma er and members of the public which
cons tutes 'a behavior not beﬁ ng a parliamentarian', and that
'such ac ons cannot contribute to the establishment of trust and respect in the
Na onal Assembly'.
In response, in connec on with the non-observance of the code of ethics for
parliamentarians, the Commi ee deemed it appropriate to refer to the
interpreta on of the concept 'issue' within the meaning of Ar cle 24.3, Part 5(a)
of the Rules of Procedure. In this regard the Commi ee considered that the
concept 'issue within the competence of the Commi ee on Ethics' includes the
en rety of allega on of breach of the rule(s) under Ar cle 6.1, Part 2(a)-(h) of the
Rules of Procedures and the jus ﬁca on of such a breach (documents tes fying
to the breach, including evidences).
(Resolu on of the Commi ee on Ethics dated28.09.2012)

The applica on relates to the incident which took place at the
premises of the Na onal Assembly between an NA member and a
journalist on December 19, 2012.
While it can be concluded from the respec ve clariﬁca ons of the NA
member that, in his opinion, the journalist had impaired the discharge of his
oﬃcial du es, which ul mately lead to the occurrence of the above incident, the
Commi ee believed that the MP had an opportunity to se le the issue of
infringing the established procedure by the journalist through a legally prescribed
procedure or the incident of impairing the discharge of the member's oﬃcial
du es or leaving the ac ons of the journalist without a response. Nonetheless,
the MP had chosen to react diﬀerently, i.e., the member has used statements
which apparently cannot be qualiﬁed as a respec ul a tude to a journalist.
Subsequently, the Commi ee decided that in the incident which took place at
the premises of the Na onal Assembly on December 19, 2012 the member had
violated the rule of conduct as envisioned under Ar cle 6.1, Part 2(h) of the Law
'Rules of Procedure'.
(Resolu on Է-1/13 of the Commi ee on Ethics dated 21.02.2013)
20

The applica on relates to statements made by an MP 'during the
journalist protest ac on at the RA Na onal Assembly, as well as in the
session hall of the Na onal Assembly on December 23, 2013'.
The applicants also insisted that the member had breached the code
of ethics by 'using improper language in the legisla ve body of the Republic of
Armenia and oﬀending the dignity of journalists expressing their poli cal
posi on'.
Having inves gated the case, the Commi ee decided, in par cular, that the
statements made by the NA member cons tuted his reac on to the behavior of
journalists which was contradictory to their professional ac vity. However, taking
into account the obscene nature of the language used by the member, the
Commi ee expressed its principal standpoint in that the member had infringed
the rule of ethics as prescribed in Ar cle 6.1, Part 2(h) of the Rules of Procedure,
i.e., demonstrated an unrespec ul a tude to those who par cipated in the
discussion of the issue at the Na onal Assembly, as well as the Applicants.
(Resolu on No. Է-2/2014 of the Commi ee on Ethics dated 02.06.2014)
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ANNEXES

TEMPLATE OF THE APPLICATION
TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE TEMPORARY COMMITTEE ON ISSUES OF ETHICS
OF THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY
ON VIOLATION OF THE CODE OF ETHICS SET BY PART 2 OF ARTICLE 6.1 OF
THE RA LAW “ON RULES OF PROCEDURES OF THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY” BY
THE MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY
CHAIRPERSON OF THE TEMPORARY COMMITTEE
ON ISSUES OF ETHICS
OF THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY
_________________________________________
(Family name of the Chairperson of the Commi ee)

_________________________________________
(Address of the applicant, loca on for the legal persons)

__________________________________________
(First name, family name of the applicant, full name for the
legal persons)

Dear _________________________________________
(Family name of the Chairperson of the Commi ee)

I would like to inform you that the Deputy _____________________________
(First and the family name of the Deputy)

of No _______________________________cons tuency violated the Code(s) of Ethics
(specify the number of the Deputy for the NA
member elected by propor onal elec on system)

set by paragraph ____________¹ of the part 2 of ar cle 6.1 of the RA law “On Rules of
(specify one of the points a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h, or several)

Procedures of the Na onal Assembly”, demonstrated as follows:

¹ The provisions of part 2 of ar cle 6.1 of the RA law “On Rules of Procedures of the Na onal Assembly” are:
a) respect and observe the law;
b) respect the moral norms of the society;
c) observe the procedure for the conduct of the si ngs of the Na onal Assembly and its commi ees;
d) in the exercise of his/her powers, not be guided by his/her interests or those of the persons
related to him/her;
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_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________

Enclosed you can ﬁnd the following documents proving the viola on of the
requirement set by the RA law “On Rules of Procedures of the Na onal Assembly”, as
well as documents needed for clariﬁca on or solu on of the issue (including
evidences)՝ ____________________________________________.
( tles of the documents, including the evidence and the number of the pages)

I request the Commi ee to examine the issues related to viola on of Code
of Ethics established by the ar cle 6.1. RA law “On Rules of Procedures of the
Na onal Assembly” made by the Deputy _______________ in the order established
(First and Family Name of the Deputy)

by point “b” of paragraph 1 of ar cle 24.2 and point “a” part 1 of ar cle 24.3 of the RA
law “On Rules of Procedures of the Na onal Assembly” and make the relevant
decision.

___________________________________________________
(Signature of applicant, or the competent oﬃcer of the legal person)

_____________________________
(Year, month and day of applica on)

e) not use the reputa on of the Deputy's oﬃce in his/her interest or that of another person;
f) contribute by his/her ac ons to developing trust in and respect for the Na onal Assembly;
g) to manifest conduct beﬁ ng the Deputy anywhere and in any ac vity;
h) to manifest a respec ul a tude towards his/her poli cal opponents, par cipants of debates in the
Na onal Assembly, as well as all the persons with who the Deputy has contacts when exercising
his/her powers.
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TEMPLATE OF THE APPLICATION
TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE TEMPORARY COMMITTEE ON ISSUES OF ETHICS
OF THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY RELATED TO THE VIOLATION OF THE
REQUIREMENTS SET BY PARAGRAPH 1 OF ARTICLE 65 OF THE RA
CONSTITUTION
ON VIOLATION OF REQUIREMENTS SET BY PARAGRAPH 1 OF ARTICLE 65 OF
THE RA CONSTITUTION
CHAIRPERSON OF THE TEMPORARY COMMITTEE
ON ISSUES OF ETHICS
OF THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY
_________________________________________
(Family name of the Chairperson of the Commi ee)

_________________________________________
(Address of the applicant, loca on for the legal persons)

__________________________________________
(First name, family name of the applicant, full name for the
legal persons)

Dear _________________________________________
(Family name of the Chairperson of the Commi ee)

I would like to inform you that the Deputy _____________________________
(First and the family name of the Deputy)

of No _____________________________cons tuency violated the requirement set by
(specify the number of the Deputy for the NA
member elected by propor onal elec on system)

ar cle 65 of the RA Cons tu on, demonstrated as follows:
(specify the relevant viola on, how the Deputy is engaged in entrepreneurship, in which state or local selfgovernment body or commercial organiza on s/he holds a posi on, what kind of paid work s/he does apart
from scien ﬁc, pedagogic and crea ve work and where)

_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________

Enclosed you can ﬁnd the following documents proving the viola on of the
requirement set by ar cle 65 of the RA Cons tu on, as well as documents needed for
clariﬁca on or solu on of the issue (including evidences)՝ ______________________ .
( tles of the documents, including the
evidence and the number of the pages)

I request the Commi ee to examine the issues related to viola on of the
requirement set by ar cle 65 of the RA Cons tu on made by the Deputy __________
(First and Family Name of the Deputy)

in the order established by point “a” of paragraph 1 of ar cle 24.2 and point “a” of
part 1 of ar cle 24.3 of the RA law “On Rules of Procedures of the Na onal Assembly”.
___________________________________________________
(Signature of applicant, or the competent oﬃcer of the legal person)

_____________________________
(Year, month and day of applica on)

TEMPLATE OF THE APPLICATION
TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE TEMPORARY COMMITTEE ON ISSUES OF ETHICS
OF THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY
ON NON-IMPLEMENTATION OF THE REQUIREMENT ESTABLISHED BY
PARAGRAPH 3 OF ARTICLE 6.2 OF RA LAW “ON RULES OF PROCEDURES OF
THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY” ON MAKING ANNOUNCEMENT ABOUT
CONFLICT OF INTERESTS
CHAIRPERSON OF THE TEMPORARY COMMITTEE
ON ISSUES OF ETHICS
OF THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY
_________________________________________
(Family name of the Chairperson of the Commi ee)

_________________________________________
(Address of the applicant, loca on for the legal persons)

__________________________________________
(First name, family name of the applicant, full name for the
legal persons)

Dear _________________________________________
(Family name of the Chairperson of the Commi ee)

I would like to inform you that the Deputy _____________________________
(First and the family name of the Deputy)

of No _______________________________cons tuency violated the requirement set
(specify the number of the Deputy for the NA
member elected by propor onal elec on system)

paragraph 3 of ar cle 6.2 of the RA law “On Rules of Procedures of the Na onal
Assembly”, as s/he didn't make announcement on conﬂict of interests in the
established order and/or didn't submit any wri en announcement on conﬂict of
interests. This viola on was demonstrated in the following circumstances:
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
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_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________

Enclosed you can ﬁnd the following documents proving the viola on of the
requirement set by the RA law “On Rules of Procedures of the Na onal Assembly”, as
well as documents needed for clariﬁca on or solu on of the issue (including
evidences)՝ _______________________________________________ .
( tles of the documents, including the evidence and the number of the pages)

I request the Commi ee to examine the issues related to viola on of Code
of Ethics established by the ar cle 6.2 paragraph 3 of the RA law “On Rules of
Procedures of the Na onal Assembly” made by the Deputy ____________________
(First and Family Name of the Deputy)

in the order established by point “c” of paragraph 1 of ar cle 24.2 and point “a” part 1
of ar cle 24.3 of the RA law “On Rules of Procedures of the Na onal Assembly”.
___________________________________________________
(Signature of applicant, or the competent oﬃcer of the legal person)

_____________________________
(Year, month and day of applica on)
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