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Introduction 
 
The existence of a series of cases from the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) over more than ten 
years involving Armenian criminal cases where only police evidence was considered confirms that such 
cases have been and remain a major problem in the ongoing development of Armenia’s judicial system. 
 
Galstyan v. Armenia (2007) 
 
In April 2003, an Armenian national named Arsham Galstyan participated in a demonstration to register 
his disagreement with the Armenian government’s policies toward women. After leaving the protest, 
Galstyan was arrested and charged with “obstructing traffic and behaving in an anti-social way.” Galstyan 
eventually appealed his case to the ECtHR, alleging that his detention contravened his rights to freedom 
of expression and peaceful assembly guaranteed by Articles 10 and 11, respectively, of the European 
Convention on Human Rights (ECHR).1 
 
In November 2007, the ECtHR issued its judgment on the case of Galstyan v. Armenia.2 The ECtHR 
considered, inter alia, the fact that the the Armenian courts “considered only police evidence,” which the 
Court held constituted “flawed court hearings.”3 
 
Virabyan v. Armenia (2012) 
 
In April 2004, an Armenian national named Grisha Virabyan, who was a member of an opposition political 
party, was arrested for allegedly carrying a firearm at a political rally. After his arrest, Virabyan was further 
charged with the assault of a police officer while in detention. Although Virabyan alleged that the charge 
of assault of a police officer was fabricated and politically-motivated, his complaints to the district 
prosecutor on this matter were dismissed. Virabyan then appealed the prosecutor’s dismissal, but the 
appeal was unsuccessful. Finally, Virabyan appealed his case to the ECtHR.4 
 
The ECtHR issued its judgment in the case of Virabyan v. Armenia in October 2012.5 The ECtHR considered, 
inter alia, that the case investigator fully accepted the truthfulness of all evidence presented against 
Virabyan, even though only police evidence was considered and the police evidence was later found to 
have inconsistencies. On this issue, the ECtHR held that Virabyan’s treatment in detention contravened 
Article 6 of the ECHR, which provides the right to a fair trial.6, 7 
 

                                                
1 https://www.hrlc.org.au/human-rights-case-summaries/galstyan-v-armenia-2007-echr-2698603-15-november-
2007 
2 https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-83297%22]} 
3 https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-83297%22]} 
4 https://immigrationbarrister.co.uk/judgment-in-virabyan-v-armenia-handed-down-by-european-court-of-human-
rights/ 
5 https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-113302%22]} 
6 https://immigrationbarrister.co.uk/judgment-in-virabyan-v-armenia-handed-down-by-european-court-of-human-
rights/ 
7 https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-113302%22]} 
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Demonstrators in central Yerevan demanding freedom for political prisoners (photograph undated).8 
 
Mushegh Saghatelyan v. Armenia (2018) 
 
Following the disputed results of the 2008 Armenian presidential election, an Armenian national named 
Mushegh Saghatelyan actively took part in anti-government demonstrations in Yerevan. Saghatelyan was 
arrested during the forceful dispersion of protesters on March 1, 2008, during which several civilians were 
killed by law enforcement officers. Saghatelyan was initially charged with planning the violent overthrow 
of the government. After his arrest, Saghatelyan was further charged with the assault of two police officers 
while in detention. Although Saghatelyan alleged that the charge of assault of police officers was 
fabricated and politically-motivated, he was convicted as charged and sentenced to five years’ 
imprisonment in October 2008. His appeal against the case’s ruling was dismissed two months later, in 
December 2008. Saghatelyan then appealed his case to the ECtHR.9, 10 
 
In September 2018, the ECtHR issued its judgment on the case of Mushegh Saghatelyan v. Armenia.11 The 
ECtHR considered, inter alia, the fact that Saghatelyan was convicted based solely on the witness 
testimony of the two police officers who claimed to have been assaulted. On this issue, the ECtHR argued 
that convicting a person based “solely on police evidence” opens the possibility for the case as a whole to 
be “artificial and politically motivated,” which the Court held constituted a violation of Article 6 of the 

                                                
8 https://jam-news.net/european-court-of-human-rights-rules-against-armenia-in-three-cases/ 
9 https://hetq.am/en/article/93163 
10 https://jam-news.net/european-court-of-human-rights-rules-against-armenia-in-three-cases/ 
11 http://www.irtek.am/views/act.aspx?aid=150789 
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ECHR (the right to a fair trial).12 The ECtHR ordered the Armenian government to pay Saghatelyan more 
than 20,000 EUR (roughly 22,000 USD) as compensation.13, 14 

 
Gaspari v. Armenia (2018) 
 
In a similar case, Vardges Gaspari, a prominent Armenian civil rights activist, was arrested following the 
anti-government demonstrations of March 1, 2008 on suspicion of assaulting a police officer. During the 
trial, the court considered only the evidence of two police officers, whose testimony proved to be 
contradictory and was found to have major inconsistencies. Nonetheless, Gaspari was found guilty as 
charged and sentenced to one year’s imprisonment. Gaspari then claimed to have been placed in seriously 
inadequate conditions in prison, which he argued “amounted to inhumane and degrading treatment.”15 
 
In September 2018, the ECtHR issued its judgment on the case of Gaspari v. Armenia.16 The ECtHR 
considered the conditions of Gaspari’s imprisonment and concluded, inter alia, that Gaspari’s rights to 
non-degrading treatment (Article 3 of the ECHR) and liberty and security (Article 5 of the ECHR) had been 
violated. The ECtHR ordered the Armenian government to pay Gaspari 4,000 EUR (roughly 4,500 USD) as 
compensation.17 
 
Ongoing judicial reform efforts in Armenia 
 
State efforts to ensure that Armenia’s judicial system fully conforms with international norms and 
standards are ongoing. Following the ‘Velvet Revolution’ of April-May 2018, the Ministry of Justice 
released a “Draft Strategy of Legal and Judicial Reform for 2019-2023,” with the aim of establishing a fully 
independent, impartial, professional, and transparent judiciary.18 It is clear from the cases detailed above 
that reform of the judicial system and procedures surrounding evidence in criminal cases—particularly 
with regard to police evidence and cases where solely police evidence is considered—should be included 
in the post-revolutionary government’s broader reform program. 

                                                
12 http://www.irtek.am/views/act.aspx?aid=150789 
13 https://hetq.am/en/article/93163 
14 https://jam-news.net/european-court-of-human-rights-rules-against-armenia-in-three-cases/ 
15 https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-186115%22]} 
16 https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-186115%22]} 
17 https://news.am/eng/news/471984.html 
18 Roundtable discussion on the “Draft Strategy of Legal and Judicial Reform for 2019-2023” (10 September 2019, 
Yerevan). 
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