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THE NEED FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF THE LEGAL
FRAMEWORK IN THE CONTEXT OF ENSURING THE
EFFECTIVENESS OF CHARITABLE ORGANIZATIONS’
ACTIVITIES

The article provides a comprehensive legal analysis of the regulation of charitable organizations’ activities.
It explores the normative framework governing the establishment and approval of charitable programs and proj-
ects, emphasizing procedural requirements and institutional oversight mechanisms. Special consideration is given
to the range of state-endorsed measures designed to incentivize and promote charitable activity. The study iden-
tifies systemic challenges and barriers hindering the effective implementation of philanthropy, including legisla-
tive ambiguities, administrative inconsistencies, and deficiencies in enforcement practices. The article proposes
targeted legislative amendments and policy initiatives aimed at strengthening transparency, accountability, and
public trust in the charitable sector.

Ultimately, it argues for the development of a coherent and enabling legal environment that not only facili-
tates the growth of charitable organizations but also ensures the sustainable realization of their social mission.
First, it is essential to broaden the legal definition of “charity,” aligning it with contemporary social needs and
socio-economic challenges. Clarifying the requirements for charitable programs would, in turn, ensure consisten-
cy and transparency in their development and approval procedures. Moreover, it is necessary to recognize the
implementing party of a charitable program as a contracting party even when acting as a payer. To strengthen
accountability, charitable organizations should be obliged to submit only annual and consolidated reports, there-
by simplifying and systematizing reporting obligations. The legal framework should also allow for transactions
to be qualified as charitable in extraordinary or emergency situations, even in the absence of an approved pro-
gram. In addition, administrative liability measures must be established for charitable foundations conducting
activities inconsistent with their statutory purposes. Finally, legal preconditions should be introduced to encour-
age individual charitable contributions, fostering civic engagement and promoting the development of a culture

of philanthropy.
Dy, taxes, incentives.

Introduction

Nonprofit organizations have long been integral
parts of the social, econlomic, and political develop-
ments in many countries . Nonprofits have the ability
to give voice to the voiceless and call important mat-
g ters of policy to the attention of governmental authori-
S ties . They can serve as a social safety valve, providing
§ a way to bring group concerns to broader public atten-
£ tion and to push for policy or broader social change .
E A growing recognition exists among scholars and
g
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policymakers-perhaps even among the general public-
that the nonprofit sector is much broader than charities
and that charities provide a wide variety of services,
T not just human services .

y One of the important characteristics of nonprofit-
and especially charitable-organizations is that they
view their activities as a mission that can bring signif-
icant changes in the life of society.
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Considering the importance of charitable organi-
zations’ activities in the social-economic, cultural, edu-
cational, and healthcare spheres, the state must also
pay due attention to the legal regulation of this sector.

From the perspective of legal regulation, in our
opinion, it is crucial that no obstacles are created for
the implementation of various charitable programs,
and that the necessary conditions are ensured for their
promotion-through tax incentives, simplified proce-
dures, and the application of effective mechanisms for
state-charitable organization cooperation.

In addition to this, it is also necessary to ensure a
“soft oversight” over the activities of charitable organ-
izations, which would contribute to financial trans-
parency and strengthen public trust in their operations.

In the Republic of Armenia as well, charitable
organizations play an important role in addressing a
number of issues faced by both society and the state. It
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is enough to mention the significant contributions of
several organizations in the fields of education and
healthcare, as well as in the implementation of various
social programs. This is expressed through the provi-
sion of free, non-formal educational programs for the
population, the establishment of healtlslcare institu-
tions, schools, and other similar facilities .

Particularly noteworthy is the role of charitable
organizations in rural communities, where the pro-
grams they implement lead to profound qualitative
changes-oftfering opportunities for self-expression, fos-
tering shifts in thinking and worldview, and ultimately
contributing to the empowerment and development of
those communities.

In our view, the ideology of balanced national
development is implemented most effectively through
charitable organizations, given the targeted nature of
their programs and their alignment with local needs. Of
particular importance is their contribution to the devel-
opment of infrastructure-through the establishment of
schools, sports fields, healthcare, and other institu-
tions-which has a long-term impact on communities by
laying the foundation for sustainable development.

In the Republic of Armenia, the sphere of charity
is primarily regulated-among other legal acts-by the
Law of the Republic of Armenia “On Charity” (here-
inafter referred to as “the Law”) and Decision No. 66-
N of the RA Government dated January 16, 2003. It
should be noted that the Law was adopted in 2002, and
since its adoption, only minor amendments have been
made.

An examination of the Law shows that it no
longer aligns with the current trends in the develop-
ment of social relations. Many of its provisions are out-
dated and therefore not applied in practice. Certain
articles of the Law raise concerns in terms of legal clar-
ity, and existing legislative regulations often impose
unjustified obligations and requirements on charitable
organizations. This, in turn, negatively affects the pro-
motion and development of charitable activities.

1. The Narrow Scope of the Concepts of
“Charity” and “Charitable Purposes”

Article 3, Part 1 of the Law defines charity as the
voluntary, altruistic provision of material and spiritual
assistance—within the limits permitted by law-by nat-
ural and legal persons to individuals, healthcare insti-
tutions, and nonprofit organizations for the implemen-
tation of the purposes outlined in Article 2 of the same
Law. Article 2, in turn, defines the “charitable purpos-
es.” An analysis of Article 3, Part 1 and Article 2,
reveals that the existing definitions of “charity” and
“charitable purposes” are narrow, restrictive, and do
not align with current trends in the field of philanthro-
py-

In academic literature, charity is often defined in
broader terms-specifically, as private giving for public
purposes .

In our view, alongside the purposes currently list-

ed in the Law, it is crucial to include additional objec-
tives such as: the prevention or alleviation of poverty,
the promotion of the development of the healthcare
system , the improvement and development of commu-
nity life, the protection of human rights, the promotion
of conflict resolution and reconciliation, the protection,
restoration, and improvement of the natural environ-
ment, and the promotion of the sustainable use of nat-
ural resources.

2. Lack of clarity in the process of qualifying
projects as charitable and the requirements for that
process

A study of Article 13 of the Law of the Republic
of Armenia “On Charity” reveals that charitable organ-
izations are required to submit their charitable pro-
grams to the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister in
order to qualify for certain benefits-particularly
exemptions from taxes, other mandatory payments
(and in some cases, for other purposes defined by law).

While it is widely acknowledged in the literature
that tax benefits are not the primary motivation for
engaging in charitable work, they do serve as an
important additional incentive by creating a favorable
environment for making such decisions .

1) Lack of Clear Legal Requirements for
Charitable Programs

From the perspective of program development, a
significant issue is that the Law does not sufficiently
specify the requirements for charitable programs , a list
of mandatory information, issues related to submitting
and discussing applications for transactions related to
charitable programs.

This lack of clarity has led to noticeable inconsis-
tencies: charitable programs approved by the Deputy
Prime Minister often differ significantly in both con-
tent and structure. Consequently, charitable organiza-
tions frequently face varying demands from authorities
during program submission and approval processes,
which complicates the preparation, circulation, and
implementation of such programs.

We propose that legislation should clearly stipu-
late the mandatory components of a charitable pro-
gram, including:

1) the objective and purpose of the program,

2) the location, sector, and duration of implemen-
tation,

3) the donors and beneficiaries,

4) planned activities, timelines, and required
financial resources,

5) a brief description and expected cost of any
goods, services, or works involved (including import-
ed goods),

6) the administrative costs associated with pro-
gram implementation,

7) a list of partner state or local government bod-
ies, organizations, or individuals involved,

8) and the expected outcome/ impact of the pro-
gram.
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2) Absence of Exceptional Procedures for
Emergency Situations

Another problem is that the legislation lacks spe-
cific regulations to exempt a transaction concluded for
charitable purposes in exceptional cases, such as emer-
gencies, war, or other extraordinary circumstances,
without the existence of a charitable program. Under
the current legal framework, it is not possible to claim
tax exemptions for a charitable transaction unless it is
included in a pre-approved charitable program. This
limitation could deter charitable organizations from
acting swiftly in emergencies, as they may be unable to
secure the necessary financial resources without tax
relief or may incur unforeseen additional costs.

In exceptional situations-such as emergencies,
natural disasters, technological accidents, pandemics,
or wartime-legislation should allow charitable organi-
zations to submit a post-facto application to the author-
ized body requesting that a transaction be recognized
as charitable. This should be permitted without a prior
approved charitable program, provided the application
includes: a justification explaining why the transaction
should be deemed charitable, an explanation of why it
was impossible to submit a full charitable program
beforehand. In such cases, the authorized body should
be required to issue a decision within three working
days.

3) Issues Related to
Accompanying Charitable Programs

Another common problem arises when charitable
organizations engage in supporting transactions solely
as funders, without acting as contractors or clients. For
example, a charitable organization may wish to fund a
construction contract without formally becoming the
contractor.

In current practice, such transactions are often
denied tax exemption on the grounds that mere financ-
ing is insufficient. Authorities demand that the charita-
ble organization must also be the formgl party to the
contract (e.g., the client or purchaser), which may
expose the organization to unnecessary risks and
administrative burdens it is unwilling or unable to
assume.

This approach is based on a rigid interpretation
that “in order for tax exemptions to apply to the deliv-
ery of goods, services, or works under a qualified char-
itable program, the implementing organization must be
a formal party to the contract.”

This restrictive practice should be reconsidered. A
charitable organization should be allowed to act solely
as a funder of a transaction and still be eligible for tax
exemption-even if it is not the direct acquirer of goods,
works, or services. Forcing organizations to assume
legal roles beyond funding creates unnecessary obsta-
cles to charitable work.

4) Lack of Legal Clarity on “Charitable
Cargo” in Customs Law

In the case of importing goods, charitable organi-
zations may be exempt from customs duties and relat-

Transactions

ed charges. However, in practice, this exemption
depends on the classification of goods as “charitable
cargo.” Notably, this concept is not legally defined in
any normative act, and there is no formalized proce-
dure for recognizing goods as such.

There is also no clarity regarding what documen-
tation must be attached to the application-e.g., invoic-
es, bills of lading, shipping documents, etc.

The State Revenue Committee (SRC), in its inter-
pretation, refers to:

1) Clause 6 of the Appendix to the 2014 Treaty on
the Eurasian Economic Union, which provides duty
exemptions for goods imported by third countries,
international organizations, and governments as
humanitarian or charitable assistance (excluding excis-
able goods),

2) and Article 64(2)(10) of the RA Tax Code,
which exempts from VAT the import and delivery of
goods, as well as the provision of works and services,
within the framework of humanitarian and charitable
programs, or where such goods and services are direct-
ly related to and significant for such programs .

Even though certain practices have developed to
fill these legal gaps, the absence of clearly defined
legal procedures continues to cause uncertainty and
challenges for charitable organizations attempting to
benefit from customs-related exemptions.

3. Reporting Requirements and the
Complexity of Filing Procedures

A review of the Law on Charity and RA
Government Decision No. 66-N of January 16, 2003,
reveals another critical issue: the excessive reporting
burden placed on charitable organizations. In practice,
the requirement to submit various types of reports is
often not consistently enforced-precisely because it
proves to be an unreasonable burden on charitable
organizations. Moreover, the purpose and legal legiti-
macy of these excessive reporting obligations remain
unclear.

An analysis of the reporting templates approved
by Decision No. 66-N shows that:

1) The required formats are complex and unclear,
particularly in terms of what specific information must
be included.

2) In some cases, the differences between report
types are not well defined, making it difficult for
organizations to comply accurately.

This situation highlights the urgent need to simpli-
fy reporting obligations, clarify the scope and content
of reports, and create a more enabling environment for
charitable activities.

We propose that legislation require only- one
annual report, and one final summary report upon the
completion of a charitable program.

The annual report should include information on:
The programs implemented by the charitable organiza-
tion, sources of funding, total financial resources used
during the fiscal year and the portion allocated to statu-
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tory goals, key results of the organization’s activities
during the reporting year, any inspections or reviews
conducted by authorized bodies, including identified
violations and measures taken to correct them.

The final program report should include imple-
mentation period of the program,total funds spent,
main sources of funding, summary of key activities
carried out, list of transactions subject to tax exemp-
tions, key outcomes and impact of the program.

4. Lack of Incentives for Individual
Philanthropy

While there is clear evidence that individual phil-
anthropic behavior and its motivations are, to some
extent, universal, research also shows that people
across the world do not equally demonstrate this
behavior .

The legislation of the Republic of Armenia does
not provide prerequisites for encouraging philanthropy
by individuals. Meanwhile, international experience
demonstrates that many states establish specific tax
benefits for individuals as well, in order to stimulate
their willingness to engage in charitable giving.

According to USAID, Armenia’s taxation laws
tend to be more favorable for businesses than for
CSOs. Unlike businesses, CSOs cannot benefit from
simplified taxation schemes such as turnover tax or
microenterprise options. Fiscal incentives to encourage
donations to CSOs are limited. While commercial
organizations may deduct up to 0.25 percent of their
gross annual income for donations to eligible CSOs,
individual donors are not entitled to tax deductions.
CSOs, however, tend tol}lndergo fewer tax inspections
compared to businesses .

Studies of the charitable sector reveal a common
pattern among countries that provide tax incentives for
philanthropy. Developed countries tend to offer broad-
er benefits both to individuals and organizations. In
such cases, individuals are allowed to deduct all or part
of their charitable contributions from their income tax
before it is collected. This benefit is widespread in
almost all European countries .

We believe that similar tax incentives should also
be introduced in Armenia to encourage charitable giv-
ing by individuals.

5. Absence of Effective Mechanisms for
Monitoring the Activities of Charitable
Organizations

The OECD encourages greater transparency in the
philanthropic sector by establishing annual reporting
requirements that mandate the online publication of
philanthropic activities and by strengthening the
capacity of national statistical offices to monitor devel-
opment finance from foundations, ODA providers, and
other sources within their territories. In the absence of
mandatory reporting requirements, networks of foun-
dations or other organizations can help collect and dis-
close data on philanthropic giving .

The legislation in Armenia does not provide effec-
tive frameworks to ensure accountability and trans-
parency in the activities of charitable organizations.

Thus, according to Part 3 of Article 11 of the Law,
charitable organizations may be established as public
associations, foundations, or in other forms provided
by law. From this perspective, the lack of mechanisms
to impose responsibility on foundations that engage in
activities contradicting their statutory objectives is
problematic.

For example, if a charitable organization carries
out activities not aligned with its statutory goals, legal
consequences may arise only in cases where such con-
duct occurs systematically. Specifically, under Part 3 of
Article 34 of the Law on Foundations of the Republic
of Armenia, this may result in the dissolution of the
foundation if it has repeatedly engaged in activities
contradicting its statutory objectives.

However, the legislation does not provide preven-
tive mechanisms in cases where a foundation engages
in activities inconsistent with its statutory purposes. In
contrast, such preventive measures exist for non gov-
ernmental organizations. For instance, Article 169.27
of the Code of Administrative Offenses establishes lia-
bility for non governmental organizations engaging in
activities that contradict their statutory objectives.

Considering that foundations may also act as
charitable organizations, it is necessary to adopt a sim-
ilar approach in their regard as well, and to introduce
the possibility of applying administrative liability
measures when charitable organizations engage in
activities contradicting their statutory purposes.

Conclusion

An analysis of the legal framework regulating the
activities of charitable organizations in the Republic of
Armenia reveals that targeted legal reforms are neces-
sary to enhance the effectiveness of the charity sector.

1) First and foremost, it is essential to broaden
the legal definition of “charity” and the scope of char-
itable purposes, aligning them with current social
demands and socio-economic challenges. At the same
time, clarifying the scope of required information in
charitable programs would ensure greater consistency
and transparency in the processes of program develop-
ment, submission, and approval, while promoting a
unified approach to evaluating charitable initiatives.

2) Within the framework of charitable programs,
tax exemptions should be granted to any party imple-
menting a charitable program, including those who,
while being a party to a transaction, only assume the
financial (funding) obligation, without being the direct
acquirer or contractor.

3) It is necessary to establish legal mechanisms
allowing transactions to be recognized as charitable in
emergency or exceptional circumstances, even in the
absence of a pre-approved charitable program.

4) To improve the accountability of charitable
organizations, the law should require only two reports:
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an annual report, and a final summary report upon pro-
gram completion - both of which must include clearly Conflict of Interests
defined content requirements to reduce ambiguity and The authors declare no ethical issues or conflicts
administrative burden. of interest in this research.
5) In order to enhance oversight of charitable Ethical Standards
foundations, it is necessary to introduce administrative The authors affirm this research did not involve

liability for foundations that engage in activities incon- human subjects.
sistent with their statutory purposes, thus ensuring
compliance with their charitable mission.
6) Finally, the law should include incentives to
promote individual giving, which would expand civic
engagement and contribute to the development of a
stronger culture of philanthropy in Armenia.

'Anheier, H. K., & Toepler, S. Nonprofit organizations: Theory, management, policy (3rd ed.), New York: Routledge, 2023.
.13:

Salamon L. M., & Toepler, S. Government—Nonprofit Cooperation: Anomaly or Necessity? Voluntas, 26(6), 2015, p. 2171:

* Pekkanen, R., Smlth S. R., & Tsujinaka, Y. Nonprofits and advocacy: Engaging community and government in an era of
retrenchment Baltlmore Johns Hopkins University Press., 2014:

Gmnbjerg, K. A., & Smith, S. R. (2021). The Changing Dynamic of Government—Nonprofit Relationships: Advancing the
Field(s). Cambrldge University Press.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/348714703 The Changing Dynamic of Government-
Nonprofit Relationships Advancing_the Fields (10.09.2025):
" Important charitable programs are being implemented, for example, by the Children of Armenia Charitable Fund, Teach For
Annenla Fund, TUMO Center for Creative Technologies, and other similar organizations.

Bannan E. The social bases of philanthropy. Annual Review of Sociology, 43, 2017, p.272:

How to Promote Philanthropy in Armenia: Policy Analysis of Reforms, Conclusions and Recommendations,” Yerevan, p. 12.

Accordlng to Part 4 of Article 13 of the Law, a charitable program shall describe the program’s objectives, planned activities,
indicate their implementers and beneficiaries. The program shall also include a preliminary estimate of projected revenues and
expenses, and define the stages and timelines for implementation.

 Letter of the Deputy Chairman of the State Revenue Committee of the Republic of Armenia, dated 28.02.2024, addressed to
the Chairman of the Advisory Commission for the Coordination of Charitable Programs.

" Letter No. 03/3-2/68144-2024 of the Deputy Chairman of the State Revenue Committee of the Republic of Armenia, dated
28.10.2024.
! Wiepking, P., The global study of philanthropic behavior. Voluntas: International Journal of Voluntary and Nonprofit
Organlzatlons 32(5), 2020, p.1:

" 2022 Civil Society Organization (CSO) Sustainability Index for Central and Eastern Europe and Eurasia. 26th ed.
Washlngton DC: United States Agency for International Development, 2023, p.9:

" “How to Promote Philanthropy in Armenia: Policy Analysis of Reforms, Conclusions and Recommendations,” Yerevan, p.

3.

14

Private Philanthropy for Development - Second Edition: Data for Action (The Development Dimension). OECD Publishing,
2021, p. 15:

Reference list

1) Anheier, H. K., & Toepler, S. Nonprofit Organizations: Theory, Management, Policy (3rd ed.). New York: Routledge, 2023,
p. 13.
2) Barman, E. The Social Bases of Philanthropy. Annual Review of Sociology, 43, 2017, p. 272.

E 3) Civil Society Organization (CSO) Sustainability Index for Central and Eastern Europe and Eurasia. 26th ed. Washington,

DC: United States Agency for International Development, 2023, p. 9.
“ 4) Grenbjerg, K. A., & Smith, S. R. The Changing Dynamic of Government—Nonprofit Relationships: Advancing the Field(s).




aruaraaasnresniry

Cambridge University Press, 2021. Available at:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/348714703 The Changing Dynamic of Government-
Nonprofit Relationships Advancing_the Fields (Accessed 10.09.2025).

5) “How to Promote Philanthropy in Armenia: Policy Reform Analysis, Conclusions and Recommendations.” Yerevan, p. 12.
6) “How to Promote Philanthropy in Armenia: Policy Reform Analysis, Conclusions and Recommendations.” Yerevan, p. 13.

7) Letter of the Deputy Chairman of the State Revenue Committee of the Republic of Armenia to the Chairman of the
Advisory Commission for the Coordination of Charitable Programs, dated 28.02.2024.

8) Letter of the Deputy Chairman of the State Revenue Committee of the Republic of Armenia, dated 28.10.2024, No. 03/3-
2/68144-2024.

9) OECD. Private Philanthropy for Development—Second Edition: Data for Action (The Development Dimension). OECD
Publishing, 2021, p. 15.

10) Pekkanen, R., Smith, S. R., & Tsujinaka, Y. Nonprofits and Advocacy: Engaging Community and Government in an Era
of Retrenchment. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2014.

11) Salamon, L. M., & Toepler, S. Government—Nonprofit Cooperation: Anomaly or Necessity? Voluntas, 26(6), 2015, p.
2171.

12) Wiepking, P. The Global Study of Philanthropic Behavior. Voluntas: International Journal of Voluntary and Nonprofit
Organizations, 32(5), 2020, p. 1.

Copwthly Vmlpooymb
Gnlwlh whnwlywl huiwjuwpuh punupuwghwyub hpuynilph wdphnth nquwuwjunu
bpujuwpwlwlwl ghnnipyniGGtph nnljunn, nngtilin

UpthhGt <nyhwGGhujwt
Gnlwlh whnwlywl huiwjuwpuh punupuwghwyub hpuynilph wdphnth nquwuwjunu
bpujuwpwlwlwl ghnnipyniGltph nnljunn, nngtilin

Uithmhwghp
DPpunjulpnl upmp junmoplpuugnpodind wlhmodbymmpimGn pophqnpowljulG
GugquulbmynpymGGLEph wppmGufonmppod wupphmfdul oduanbpaoonmd

Lnpuwontd  hwdwwwnthwly wlnpunund b juunwpymd  pupbgnpowul  juqiwybpympjmGGtph
qnpontGtnipjwl hpujuwwl fupquynpiwb hhiGwhulnhpGtphG: NumdGuuhpynud £ pupbgnpoww6 opwgntiph
hwumuuniwl U hpwywlugiwi gnpoplpwugn’ 2nwnpnnud Juwwnbiny Gqud opugpbphG wnwownnynn
nipwguuwnquyhG wwhwbeGtph nt hGunhmnnmghnGuy yapwhuynnnipjwl dtfuwGhqubtnh ypw: UnwléGuwhwmnnly
nwnpuipynl E nupdymd whnnipjwG Ynnihg Yhpwnynn fupwGhsy dshongunnuiGhphl, npnGp Gupuunwy mGkG
qupqugGbint L fjupwfunubint pwptgnpowlwl gnpontGempyniln: {<Gnwgnumpjul pipugpnid pugwhw junfnud
b6 pwpbignpompyjul wnpryniGuybn  hpwgnpdtiwGp fungplnnunn hwdwunquhG fuGnhpGhp’ optGunpujwG
wlhumwympymGGbp, phpwjwyhpwn wpuymhyuwgh  fuGnhplep: <tnhGuyp Gepyuywglnd b dh pwpp
optGunpwywl thnhnfunmpymGGtp Juumwpbm wowwnylbp, npnGp thujwd GG pwptgnpowul nppunmd
pwthwlghynipjwl, hwyytunynquijulnipjub b hwGpuwghl Junuwhmpjwl wipuwGniwin:

Gqpnuthwyhs dwunud hhdGwynpymd £ hwdwhmGy b jupwlnng hpwwiwG dhowdwjph dLwynpdw
wlhpwdtpmmpyniGp, npp thwdwdwlwly Jwwwhnyh pwptignpowyul JuqiwybpunmpymGitnh Juymb
qupqugnuil m Gpwlg unghwjuwljuwl wnwpbjmpjul thwpdtp hpwljwGwgniin:

‘Lwfu L wowye wlhpudbtyu b plywyGhy pwupbgnponipyniGt hwujuwgnpjul hpujuywl vwhdwlndp” wyl
huwdwwwunwufuwlbglting wpnh unghwujub WwhwltiphG L unghw-nGmtuwlul dwpumuwhpuytnltnhG:
LhiGwynpmy t, np pwpbgnpowul opwqgptph wwhwbeltph hunwybgnmip YGwwuwnh npulg duydwi L
hwunwwniwl ppwugulupgtinh htmlnnuyuimpjwil m puthwlghmpyulp: Awugh wyn, Guuunmuywhwpdwp
pwntignpowfwl opwghn hpwjwGwglnn YnndhG dwlwgty npubu yuwydwlwaqph Yynnd, GoyGhuy wyl ghupnmd, Gpp
Jtpohlu wfjuwy wwjdwlwgph ppowlwymyd hwlnbu b quihu npybtu Yswpnn: {wpytmynnuulnpjwub
pwndpwgiwl Guuwuwyny wewownpiynd b uvwhdwlly dhwjl nwptyui L wdthnth hwyytnynipymGGatph
(tpnjuywgdwl wuwnunwnhn wyuwhwe, hGsn upupgtigGh L hunwytig Gh hwyytnynnujuGnipyjub qnpoplpwgGbpn:
Uhwdwiwlwy wGhpwdtyn b hpujuwywl hGwpuynpmpyniG wipwgph] wponwiupg Jud  hpouonwy

2025
2 (61)

———————— www.ardaradatutyunjournal.com



2025

2 (61
1 aruaraaasnresniry

hpwyhdwylbpmy npn gnpownpltn pwpbgnpowlwl npuytine hwiwp wijwju Gwwwtu  hwonwunywo
pwntignpowul dpwgnh wnlwjynipnilhg: Guplnp b Gub Gujuwnbtub) qupswiul ywunwufuwGumynipjwl
dhongltn wjl hhdGunpuilGtph hwdwp, npnGg qnpomiGtnpyniGp ptngmd t Gpwlg YulnGunpuywG
Guuunwyltnhg: dbpowuitiu, Gupuunwywhwnpiwn £ dlwgnptp hpwjuwyw6 dtluwGhqilbp, npnGp YGuyuunbi
wihwnwwl puptgnpompjniGitnh fupwhuntudwbn, YrupwlbG puptgnpompywb Wwynyph dlwydnpnudn:

SpuGuwpunbp - puwplqopowlwli  qwgquiuwlhbpympymGibp,  hhdGugmuodGhp,  ns welapughl
ququuwlbpympimGahap, popbonpompymd, hwplughld hwdwliupg, popboopowwlnmpmd, uplughld fupwlion,
Dhtwlvwlpnd gppunyunndunibp:

Mlymanuxk I'ykacsin
IMpenomaBarens kadenps! rpaXkIaHCKOro MpaBa EpeBaHCKoro rocynapcTBEHHOTO YHHBEPCUTETA
Kanaunar :opuau4eckux HaykK, JOLEHT

Apnune OraHecsiH
ITpenomaBarens kadenps! rpakIaHCKOro MpaBa EpeBaHCKoro rocynapcTBEHHOTO yHHBEPCUTETA
Kanaunar :opuauueckux HaykK, JOLEHT

PE3IOME
Heooxooumocmp cogepuiencmeosanus npasoeoii 6azvl 6 KOHmMeKcme odecneyeHus
Ipghexmuenocmu deamenvHocmu 6:1A20MEOPUMENBHBIX OP2AHUIAUUTL

B crarbe mpencTaBlieHO BCECTOPOHHEE MPABOBOE HCCIIENOBAHIE PETYIMPOBAHUS JCSTEIBHOCTH OIaroTBOPUTEIb-
HBIX OpraHm3aimii. PaccMarpuBaercs mporecc peaan3aliy U MOPSIO0K YTBEPKICHNS OIaroTBOPUTENBHBIX IIPOrpaMM U
TPOEKTOB, C aKI[EHTOM Ha IIPOIEAypHbIE TPeOOBAHMS M MEXaHU3MBI HHCTUTYIHOHAIBHOTO KOHTponst. Ocoboe BHUIMaHHe
YAETEHO TOCYIAPCTBEHHBIM MepaM II0 CTHMYIMPOBAHHIO M TOMIEPXKKE ONaroTBOPUTENHHOH HedTeNsHOCTH. B xome
HCCIIEIOBAaHNS BBIABICHB! CHCTEMHBIE IIPOOIEMBI, TPEITCTBYIomIe 3((EKTUBHON peanm3anuy (IIAHTPOINH, B TOM
9HCIIe 3aKOHO/IATEIBHBIC HEONIPEASTICHHOCT! U HEeIOCTATKY IIPABOIPUMEHHUTEIIBHOM MPAKTUKU. ABTOP (hOPMYITHPYET Psi
I[EJIeBBIX 3aKOHOMATENIBHBIX M3MEHEHMH HaNPaBICHHBIX Ha YKPEIUICHHE TIPO3PaYHOCTH, ITOJOTYCTHOCTH H OOIIECTBEHHO-
TO JIOBEpHS B OJIATOTBOPHTENEHOM CEKTOPE.

B 3aximouenne 060CHOBBIBaeTCS HEOOXOMMMOCTE (DOPMIPOBAHNS IIETIOCTHOM M CTUMYJIHPYIOIIEH IIPaBOBOM CpeIpl,
KoTopast OyZieT CIIocoOCTBOBATE YCTOIUMBOMY PA3BUTHIO OarOTBOPUTEIBHBIX OPTaHHU3AIMH M 00SCIIEUHT MOTHOICHHOE
BBITIOJTHEHHE MX COLMANbHOM MuccHu. [Ipesxae Bcero, HeoOXOAMMO PacIIMpHTh IIPABOBOE ONPE/eNICHHe TOHATHS «Onaro-
TBOPHTEIIEHOCTEY, MPHUBENIS €I0 B COOTBETCTBUE C COBPEMEHHBIMHU COLMATBHBIME MOTPEOHOCTAMI H COLHAIBHO-3KOHO-
MHYECKIMH BBI30BaMH. Y TOUHEHHE TPeOOBaHII! K ONar0TBOPHTENIBHBIM porpaMMaM Oy/IeT CliocoOCTBOBATE MOCIIE0BA-
TETBHOCTH ¥ TIPO3PavqHOCTH MPOLENyp UX pa3paboTKy U yTBepxkaeHIs. Kpome Toro, 1ienecoodpasHo IpH3HATE UCTIONHH-
TeTs OaroTBOPUTENBHOM IIPOTrpaMMBI CTOPOHOH I10 JIOTOBOPY, J&Ke B CITyJasiX, KO OH BEICTYIIACT B POJIH IUIATEIIBIITH-
Ka B paMKax JAHHOTO KOHTPAaKTa. B Iemsix MoBBIIeHNsT MOTOTYCTHOCTH MIPEIaraeTcsl YCTaHOBHTE OOS3aHHOCTH IIPENIo-
CTaBIIEHUS TOIBKO I'ONOBBIX U KOHCOIMAUPOBAHHBIX OTYETOB, YTO YIPOCTUT IPOLECCHl OTYETHOCTH. OIHOBPEMEHHO
HEOOXOIIMO IOPHIIMISCKH 3aKPETHTh BO3MOKHOCTD TIPH3HAHUS OTIEIBHBIX CICIOK ONarOTBOPHTENBHBIMU B Upe3BhIYali-
HBIX WIM HEOTIOXKHBIX CUTyalUsIX, JaKe IIPU OTCYTCTBUU YTBEPKIEHHON Iporpammsl. Takxe CIemyeT MpemaycMOTpETh
MepBI aIMIHUCTPATHBHOH OTBETCTBEHHOCTH JUTS (DOHIOB, OCYIIECTRIIIONINX JESTENHOCTh, HE COOTBETCTBYIONTYI0 HX
yCTaBHBIM IemsiM. Hakomerr, BaxHO cpopMHPOBATH MPABOBBIC MEXaHM3MBI, CTHMYIHPYIOIIIE HHAWBHLYaIbHbIE OIaro-
TBOPHTEIEHBIC TIOXKEPTBOBAHISL, (HOPMHUPOBAHIE KyIIETYPHI (DIUTAHTPOTIHIL
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