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Introduction

Nonprofit organizations have long been integral
parts of the social, economic, and political develop-
ments in many countries1. Nonprofits have the ability
to give voice to the voiceless and call important mat-
ters of policy to the attention of governmental authori-
ties

2
. 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 change3.

A growing recognition exists among scholars and
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,
not just human services4.

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.

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 healthcare institu-
tions, schools, and other similar facilities5.

Particularly noteworthy is the role of charitable
organizations in rural communities, where the pro-
grams they implement lead to profound qualitative
changes-offering 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

6
. 

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

7
.

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 programs8, 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 Transactions
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 formal party to the
contract (e.g., the client or purchaser)

9
, 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-

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 programs10.

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
behavior11.

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 to undergo fewer tax inspections
compared to businesses12.

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

13
. 

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 giving14.

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
defined content requirements to reduce ambiguity and
administrative burden.

5) In order to enhance oversight of charitable
foundations, it is necessary to introduce administrative
liability for foundations that engage in activities incon-
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.
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ºñ¨³ÝÇ å»ï³Ï³Ý Ñ³Ù³Éë³ñ³ÝÇ ù³Õ³ù³óÇ³Ï³Ý Çñ³íáõÝùÇ ³ÙµÇáÝÇ ¹³ë³Ëáë
Æñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý ·ÇïáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ ¹áÏïáñ, ¹áó»Ýï

ºñ¨³ÝÇ å»ï³Ï³Ý Ñ³Ù³Éë³ñ³ÝÇ ù³Õ³ù³óÇ³Ï³Ý Çñ³íáõÝùÇ ³ÙµÇáÝÇ ¹³ë³Ëáë
Æñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý ·ÇïáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ ¹áÏïáñ, ¹áó»Ýï

Ðá¹í³ÍáõÙ Ñ³Ù³å³ñ÷³Ï ³Ý¹ñ³¹³ñÓ ¿ Ï³ï³ñíáõÙ µ³ñ»·áñÍ³Ï³Ý Ï³½Ù³Ï»ñåáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ
·áñÍáõÝ»áõÃÛ³Ý Çñ³í³Ï³Ý Ï³ñ·³íáñÙ³Ý ÑÇÙÝ³ËÝ¹ÇñÝ»ñÇÝ։ àõëáõÙÝ³ëÇñíáõÙ ¿ µ³ñ»·áñÍ³Ï³Ý Íñ³·ñ»ñÇ
Ñ³ëï³ïÙ³Ý ¨ Çñ³Ï³Ý³óÙ³Ý ·áñÍÁÝÃ³óÁ՝ ß»ßï³¹ñáõÙ Ï³ï³ñ»Éáí Ýßí³Í Íñ³·ñ»ñÇÝ ³é³ç³¹ñíáÕ
ÁÝÃ³ó³Ï³ñ·³ÛÇÝ å³Ñ³ÝçÝ»ñÇ áõ ÇÝëïÇïáõóÇáÝ³É í»ñ³ÑëÏáÕáõÃÛ³Ý Ù»Ë³ÝÇ½ÙÝ»ñÇ íñ³։ ²é³ÝÓÝ³Ñ³ïáõÏ
áõß³¹ñáõÃÛáõÝ ¿ ¹³ñÓíáõÙ å»ïáõÃÛ³Ý ÏáÕÙÇó ÏÇñ³éíáÕ ËÃ³ÝÇã ÙÇçáó³éáõÙÝ»ñÇÝ, áñáÝù Ýå³ï³Ï áõÝ»Ý
½³ñ·³óÝ»Éáõ ¨ Ëñ³Ëáõë»Éáõ µ³ñ»·áñÍ³Ï³Ý ·áñÍáõÝ»áõÃÛáõÝÁ։ Ð»ï³½áïáõÃÛ³Ý ÁÝÃ³óùáõÙ µ³ó³Ñ³ÛïíáõÙ
»Ý µ³ñ»·áñÍáõÃÛ³Ý ³ñ¹ÛáõÝ³í»ï Çñ³·áñÍÙ³ÝÁ ËáãÁÝ¹áïáÕ Ñ³Ù³Ï³ñ·³ÛÇÝ ËÝ¹ÇñÝ»ñ՝ ûñ»Ýë¹ñ³Ï³Ý
³ÝÑëï³ÏáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñ, Çñ³í³ÏÇñ³é åñ³ÏïÇÏ³ÛÇ  ËÝ¹ÇñÝ»ñ։ Ð»ÕÇÝ³ÏÁ Ý»ñÏ³Û³óÝáõÙ ¿ ÙÇ ß³ñù
ûñ»Ýë¹ñ³Ï³Ý ÷á÷áËáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñ Ï³ï³ñ»Éáõ ³é³ç³ñÏÝ»ñ, áñáÝù ÙÇïí³Í »Ý µ³ñ»·áñÍ³Ï³Ý áÉáñïáõÙ
Ã³÷³ÝóÇÏáõÃÛ³Ý, Ñ³ßí»ïíáÕ³Ï³ÝáõÃÛ³Ý ¨ Ñ³Ýñ³ÛÇÝ íëï³ÑáõÃÛ³Ý ³Ùñ³åÝ¹Ù³ÝÁ։

º½ñ³÷³ÏÇã Ù³ëáõÙ ÑÇÙÝ³íáñíáõÙ ¿ Ñ³Ù³ÑáõÝã ¨ ËÃ³ÝáÕ Çñ³í³Ï³Ý ÙÇç³í³ÛñÇ Ó¨³íáñÙ³Ý
³ÝÑñ³Å»ßïáõÃÛáõÝÁ, áñÁ ÙÇ³Å³Ù³Ý³Ï Ï³å³ÑáíÇ µ³ñ»·áñÍ³Ï³Ý Ï³½Ù³Ï»ñåáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ Ï³ÛáõÝ
½³ñ·³óáõÙÝ áõ Ýñ³Ýó ëáóÇ³É³Ï³Ý ³é³ù»ÉáõÃÛ³Ý ÉÇ³ñÅ»ù Çñ³Ï³Ý³óáõÙÁ։

Ü³Ë ¨ ³é³ç ³ÝÑñ³Å»ßï ¿ ÁÝ¹É³ÛÝ»É «µ³ñ»·áñÍáõÃÛáõÝ» Ñ³ëÏ³óáõÃÛ³Ý Çñ³í³Ï³Ý ë³ÑÙ³ÝáõÙÁ՝ ³ÛÝ
Ñ³Ù³å³ï³ëË³Ý»óÝ»Éáí ³ñ¹Ç ëáóÇ³É³Ï³Ý å³Ñ³ÝçÝ»ñÇÝ ¨ ëáóÇ³É-ïÝï»ë³Ï³Ý Ù³ñï³Ññ³í»ñÝ»ñÇÝ։
ÐÇÙÝ³íáñáõÙ ¿, áñ µ³ñ»·áñÍ³Ï³Ý Íñ³·ñ»ñÇ å³Ñ³ÝçÝ»ñÇ Ñëï³Ï»óáõÙÁ ÏÝå³ëïÇ ¹ñ³Ýó Ùß³ÏÙ³Ý ¨
Ñ³ëï³ïÙ³Ý ÁÝÃ³ó³Ï³ñ·»ñÇ Ñ»ï¨áÕ³Ï³ÝáõÃÛ³ÝÝ áõ Ã³÷³ÝóÇÏáõÃÛ³ÝÁ։ ´³óÇ ³Û¹, Ýå³ï³Ï³Ñ³ñÙ³ñ ¿
µ³ñ»·áñÍ³Ï³Ý Íñ³·Çñ Çñ³Ï³Ý³óÝáÕ ÏáÕÙÇÝ ×³Ý³ã»É áñå»ë å³ÛÙ³Ý³·ñÇ ÏáÕÙ, ÝáõÛÝÇëÏ ³ÛÝ ¹»åùáõÙ, »ñµ
í»ñçÇÝë ïíÛ³É å³ÛÙ³Ý³·ñÇ ßñç³Ý³ÏáõÙ Ñ³Ý¹»ë ¿ ·³ÉÇë áñå»ë í×³ñáÕ։ Ð³ßí»ïíáÕ³Ï³ÝáõÃÛ³Ý
µ³ñÓñ³óÙ³Ý Ýå³ï³Ïáí ³é³ç³ñÏíáõÙ ¿ ë³ÑÙ³Ý»É ÙÇ³ÛÝ ï³ñ»Ï³Ý ¨ ³Ù÷á÷ Ñ³ßí»ïíáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ
Ý»ñÏ³Û³óÙ³Ý å³ñï³¹Çñ å³Ñ³Ýç, ÇÝãÁ Ïå³ñ½»óÝÇ ̈  ÏÑëï³Ï»óÝÇ Ñ³ßí»ïíáÕ³Ï³ÝáõÃÛ³Ý ·áñÍÁÝÃ³óÝ»ñÁ։
ØÇ³Å³Ù³Ý³Ï ³ÝÑñ³Å»ßï ¿ Çñ³í³Ï³Ý ÑÝ³ñ³íáñáõÃÛáõÝ ³Ùñ³·ñ»É՝ ³ñï³Ï³ñ· Ï³Ù Ññ³ï³å
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Çñ³íÇ×³ÏÝ»ñáõÙ áñáß ·áñÍ³ñùÝ»ñ µ³ñ»·áñÍ³Ï³Ý áñ³Ï»Éáõ Ñ³Ù³ñ՝ ³ÝÏ³Ë Ý³Ë³å»ë Ñ³ëï³ïí³Í
µ³ñ»·áñÍ³Ï³Ý Íñ³·ñÇ ³éÏ³ÛáõÃÛáõÝÇó։ Î³ñ¨áñ ¿ Ý³¨ Ý³Ë³ï»ë»É í³ñã³Ï³Ý å³ï³ëË³Ý³ïíáõÃÛ³Ý
ÙÇçáóÝ»ñ ³ÛÝ ÑÇÙÝ³¹ñ³ÙÝ»ñÇ Ñ³Ù³ñ, áñáÝó ·áñÍáõÝ»áõÃÛáõÝÁ ß»ÕíáõÙ ¿ Ýñ³Ýó Ï³ÝáÝ³¹ñ³Ï³Ý
Ýå³ï³ÏÝ»ñÇó։ ì»ñç³å»ë, Ýå³ï³Ï³Ñ³ñÙ³ñ ¿ Ó¨³íáñ»É Çñ³í³Ï³Ý Ù»Ë³ÝÇ½ÙÝ»ñ, áñáÝù ÏÝå³ëï»Ý
³ÝÑ³ï³Ï³Ý µ³ñ»·áñÍáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ Ëñ³ËáõëÙ³ÝÁ, ÏËÃ³Ý»Ý µ³ñ»·áñÍáõÃÛ³Ý Ùß³ÏáõÛÃÇ Ó¨³íáñáõÙÁ։
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РЕЗЮМЕ
Необходимость совершенствования правовой базы в контексте обеспечения

эффективности деятельности благотворительных организаций

В статье представлено всестороннее правовое исследование регулирования деятельности благотворитель-
ных организаций. Рассматривается процесс реализации и порядок утверждения благотворительных программ и
проектов, с акцентом на процедурные требования и механизмы институционального контроля. Особое внимание
уделено государственным мерам по стимулированию и поддержке благотворительной деятельности. В ходе
исследования выявлены системные проблемы, препятствующие эффективной реализации филантропии, в том
числе законодательные неопределенности и недостатки правоприменительной практики. Автор формулирует ряд
целевых законодательных изменений направленных на укрепление прозрачности, подотчетности и общественно-
го доверия в благотворительном секторе.

В заключение обосновывается необходимость формирования целостной и стимулирующей правовой среды,
которая будет способствовать устойчивому развитию благотворительных организаций и обеспечит полноценное
выполнение их социальной миссии. Прежде всего, необходимо расширить правовое определение понятия «благо-
творительность», приведя его в соответствие с современными социальными потребностями и социально-эконо-
мическими вызовами. Уточнение требований к благотворительным программам будет способствовать последова-
тельности и прозрачности процедур их разработки и утверждения. Кроме того, целесообразно признать исполни-
теля благотворительной программы стороной по договору, даже в случаях, когда он выступает в роли плательщи-
ка в рамках данного контракта. В целях повышения подотчетности предлагается установить обязанность предо-
ставления только годовых и консолидированных отчетов, что упростит процессы отчетности. Одновременно
необходимо юридически закрепить возможность признания отдельных сделок благотворительными в чрезвычай-
ных или неотложных ситуациях, даже при отсутствии утвержденной программы. Также следует предусмотреть
меры административной ответственности для фондов, осуществляющих деятельность, не соответствующую их
уставным целям. Наконец, важно сформировать правовые механизмы, стимулирующие индивидуальные благо-
творительные пожертвования, формирование культуры филантропии.

Ключевые слова: благотворительная организация, фонд, некоммерческие организации, благотворитель-
ность, налоговая система, филантропия, налоговые льготы, стимулирование.
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