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Annotation
In this article the thirty years of Armenian independence shall be analyzed from
the point of view of constitutional cycles. Similarities and differences shall be
outlined, as well as a general information about what constitutional cycles are
shall be provided. The paper will further focus on the current constitutional
cycle and outline possible solutions of how to avoid making the mistakes that
have been omnipresent in the previous cycles.
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INTRODUCTION

The analysis of issues related to the Constitution and Constitutionalism have
always been a subject of great attention in legal literature and have traditionally
been paid great attention to. Nevertheless, as societies evolve and change, con-
stitutions and constitutionalism do not remain stagnant either. In case of Arme-
nia this topics are of utmost importance, given the fact that since the indepen-
dence of the Republic of Armenia in 1991, the country has had four different

constitutional models and two other failed attempts of constitutional reforms
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al reforms or adopting a new constitution in Armenia are constant especially in
the last couple of years.

Nevertheless, one topic related to the field of constitutional law that has mostly
been omitted from research by both scholars and practitioners in Armenia, but
which bears an enormous importance when it comes to constitutional reforms

is the theory of constitutional cycles.

CONSTITUTIONAL CYCLES: WHAT ARE THEY?

Constitutional cycles represent an interesting phenomenon in the field of polit-
ical science, law and governance. These cycles are characterized by a sequence
of regularity, repeating patterns of constitutional change and development over
time. The present article delves into the complicated peculiarities of consti-

tutional cycles, analyzing their dynamics, establishing and showing common

patterns, and discussing their implications for political stability, institutional
resilience, and democratic governance, with a strong emphasis on the Repub-
lic of Armenia, its constitutional developments and how the above mentioned
elements influenced the process of democratization, rule of law, separation of
powers and independent Armenian statehood in general.

A cycle is the fact of a series of events being repeated many times, always in the
same order'. The foundation of the concepts of natural cyclicality have developed
inancient times and have reached the modern times. Moreover, not only cyclical-
ity isa stand-out characteristic of the whole western political and legal thought, it
can be found in the majority of traditional religions and societies of ancient India
and China. The presence of cycles can be found in Indian cosmology, as well as
religions such as Buddhism and Hinduism?. Thus, cyclicality remains and inalien-
able part of human development and runs like a red line throughout world his-
tory, playing an important role in understanding the rise and fall of civilizations.
Associeties and states developed and became more complex, so did legal thought:
cyclicality can be detected from the Laws of Manu and the Code of Hammurabi

all the way to modern legal texts and, of course, Constitutions. It is only natural

! https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/cycle
2 Mepyuwesckuii A.H. Teopua KOHCTUTYLMOHHBIX LMKOB. — MockBsa: V3patenbckuii som Y
BLI3, 2005, p. 11.
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that cyclicality is an unalienable part of constitutional development as well.

To be able to understand the complex phenomenon of constitutional cycles, it
is crucial to first comprehend what are constitutions in general. Constitutions
serve as the foundational legal frameworks that govern the relationship be-
tween the state and its citizens, establishing rights, powers and responsibilities.
Thus, to put it in a simpler wording, a constitution is a social contract which lies
in the foundation of the state as per the social contract theory'. Accordingly,
the constitutional biography of the government begins with the birth of the
constitution. That biography is formed by the need of the moment that requires
a practical solution?.

Nevertheless, throughout history, constitutions have not abided to remaining
static documents. On the contrary, they have gone through a process of devel-
opment which was reflected in amendments, reinterpretations, and even re-

placements. These cycles mirror the evolving needs and values within societies.

Constitutional cycles can be conceptualized as a series of phases through which
the document advances during time. Such phases are made up of periods of
stability, reformation, evolution, crisis and revolution. Depending on the soci-
ety these periods and their triggers vary as well, for the heavily depend on the
underlying values, legal and political thought, perception within the society of
the different phenomena such as law, institutions, rights and powers and so on.
The triggers that form the foundation of both evolutions and revolutions vary as
well and, together with the above mentioned peculiarities, can and, most likely,
will be influenced by things like history, social and political context and cultur-
al variations, for these usually form the foundation of perception.

A number of patterns characterize constitutional cycles and bring understand-
ing into the dynamics of governance and political development. Constitutional
cycles often feature periods of constitutional transformation where new ideas,
principles and institutions emerge in the face of challenges brought forth by
time. By examining past cycles, policymakers may identify warning signs of

institutional decay, and predict potential points of socio-political contention.

' https://web.archive.org/web/20171215154541id_/https://www.ucc.ie/archive/hdsp/Rous-
seau_contrat-social.pdf, pp. 10-15.
> Laiio A. CamoorpaHuyeHve BAacTu: KpaTkuii Kypc KoHcTuTyumoHanusma. - M., 2001, p. 12.
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Only based on the analysis of past cycles and thorough understanding of the
social, economic and cultural peculiarities of a society may the policymakers
devise necessary and working strategies to protect constitutional order. Fur-
thermore, understanding what moves the constitutional change will successful-
ly help to promote democracy, socio-political dialogue within the society and

reduce the risk of authoritarian relapse.

THE IMPACT OF THE SOVIET UNION ON CONSTITUTIONAL
DEVELOPMENTS OF POST-SOVIET STATES

The collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 signified a new era of political transfor-
mation across the world and Eurasian region in particular. Fifteen independent
states emerged and faced the necessity of creating new constitutional frame-

works. Ever since, the post-Soviet space has been an environment of a series

of constitutional cycles characterized by recurring patterns of constitutional
change. In other words, the collapse of the Soviet Union triggered a wave of
constitutional reform across the newly independent states of the post-Soviet
region, and, over the past thirty years, these countries have gone through cy-
cles of constitutional change, which included periods of reform, consolidation
and regression. The peculiarities that lie within the foundation of constitutional
reforms and constitutional cycles which we addressed above are precisely the
reason why the process of independence and democratization in many post-So-
viet states has undergone a more or less similar pattern, despite the differences
between societies.

The Soviet political system was a system of centralized control, one-party sys-
tem, ideological obedience and little hardly any political pluralism. It left a
lasting imprint on the political cultures and institutions of the newly indepen-
dent states. As a result, despite high hopes for democratic reform, the reality of
post-Soviet constitutionalism was, and in some cases, still is tested by significant
challenges, including corruption, weak rule of law and separation of powers,
executive overreach, erosion of democratic institutions. The concentration of

power in the hands of dominant political powers often undermined the system
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of checks and balances, as a result undermining the possibility for genuine de-
mocratization and has often led to personification of power.

In all post-soviet countries, arose a severe need to transition from the existing
model of government (the Soviet model) to forms of government that corre-
sponded to the principles of democracy. Such a need came to be due to a num-
ber of significant shortcomings of the existing forms, which: a) not only did not
meet, but directly contradicted the requirements of democratic governance and
b) gradually lost their effectiveness under the conditions of a changing society.
In particular, the following negative characteristics were specific to the state
management systems of post-Soviet countries:

A. The absence of separation of powers, as a result of which state power was

concentrated in the hands of a small group of people.
B. The absence of the position of head of state in the Soviet system of govern-

ment.

C. The absence of a professional parliament and the convening of 2 sessions per
year, each lasting 2-3 days. Under these conditions, there could be no rule of
law, because the most important spheres of public relations were regulated
not by laws, but, usually, by joint decisions of the Council of Ministers and
the central committee of the ruling and only party.

D. The rigid and unequivocal dependence of the legislative, executive and ju-
dicial authorities on the will of the ruling party elite'.

It is evident that the Soviet form of government could not ensure the realization

of the internal component of state sovereignty, the principle of supremacy of

state power within the country and a transition had to be made.

However, consecutive and evolutionary development of statehood is not possi-

ble in post-totalitarian period. Everything should be done at once. Nevertheless,

the strategic direction of civil society formation must be maintained, which,

however, is quite difficult?.

! Qwpnigymyywu U., «Ywnwlwpdwu duh Yuwwwpbugnpddwu hhduwiuunhpubipp
Lwjwunwup <wupwwbnnieiniunid», pGluwdniwywu wwnbuwfununieniu, dr.00.02,
2016, pp. 93-95.

2 ApyTioHsaH A. KoHcTuTyLvoHanm3m: npobnemMbl NOCTCOBETCKON peanbHocTH. - M., 2013, p. 76.

uu<uuuuMNubUuL HUSUNPUL @ SBNBUUShr @ 2(114)2024

—_

20



4ErLNRoUGUL L3NRRGr

Thus, two important issues should be addressed in particular in regard to this
transition from the Soviet Union to independence. First and foremost, the new-
ly independent states found themselves in a situation where they had to estab-
lish a new system of government. And secondly, the states had to establish and
create a civil society. The future development of the civil society was a factor
that would derive from the choice of government in the country, but, at the
same time, the right choice must have been made taking into account the cur-
rent state of the society.

One of the goals of the transition from the authoritarian system to democracy
in post-Soviet countries was the formation of civil society. The redistribution
of property through privatization created an opportunity for the emergence of
private property, which is one of the important prerequisites for the forma-

tion of civil society. However, to form a civil society, the economic foundations

(diversity of forms of ownership and equal legal protection of different forms)
were not enough, and there also was a strong need for political foundations (first
of all, a multi-party political system)'.

It is of note that in case of post-Soviet states, where the search for more accept-
able models of governance is still ongoing, the need for scientific analysis of
these issues is more relevant®. The scientific analysis of the problems related to
this issue, the identification of positive and negative features of different forms
of government is not only a theoretical interest, but also hold significant prac-
tical importance when it comes down to understanding the cyclicality of state
development and constitutional cycles.

Examples of such developments are present in every post-Soviet state. For in-
stance, in 2010, as a result of sharp social conflicts in Kyrgyzstan, a transition
was made from the semi-presidential system of government to the parliamen-

tary system. In Georgia, a model of governance was introduced, which has a

! Cwpnpyniyywu U., «“Ywnwjwpdwu duph Juwnwpbjugnpddwu hhduwfuunhpubpp
Cwjwunwuh <wupwwbinniginiunidy», pGluwsniwlywu wnbuwfununyeniu, dr.00.02,
2016, pp. 93-95.

2 Qwpneyniyuit U., «Ywnwlwpdwu duh Yuwnwpbugnpddwu  hhduwfuunhpubipp
Cwjwuwnwuh Lwupwwbnngniunwd», pEHUWSNLWHwWYU wnblwfununyeniu, dP.00.02,
2016, pp. 22.
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“hybrid” nature and is difficult to classify as any basic form or variety of modern

governance'.

FOUR MODELS OF THE ARMENIAN CONSTITUTION

The 2015 constitutional amendments in Armenia, which saw the country tran-
sitioning from a semi-presidential form of government to a parliamentary one,
signify one of the more recent developments in the sphere of constitutional law
and constitutionalism in the country and can be seen as one of the latest devel-
opments in the constitutional cyclicality of the Republic of Armenia. However,
in order to understand where the country stands today in terms of constitu-
tionalism, a thorough and in depth analysis of the constitutional cyclicality of
Armenia’s last three decades must be made.

The constitutional cycles of the Republic of Armenia can be broken down into

five periods:

1. Early Independence (1991-1995):

2. Adoption of the constitution:

3. Constitutional reform of 2005:

4. Constitutional reform of 2015:

5. Velvet revolution of 2018:

These first four periods were each based on a certain constitutional model and
only the final phase, the Velvet revolution and post-revolution period did not
bring a new constitutional model, despite two failed attempts of constitutional
reform that never produced a final product.

Thus, during the past three decades, the form of government of the Republic of
Armenia has undergone changes four times.

In 1991, on the basis of constitutional laws, a transition was made from the Sovi-
et form of government to a new one, which can be more accurately described as
“hybrid”, since it included elements characteristic of both the Soviet and presi-

dential and semi-presidential models of government.

! Cwpnpyniyjua U., «Ywnwjwpdwu &uph Juwnwpbiugnpddwu hphduwfuunhpubpp
Cwjwunwuh Lwupwwbinniginiunidy», pGluwsniwlwu wwnbuwfununyeniu, dR.00.02,
2016, pp. 14-15.
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With the adoption of the Constitution of 1995, the strictly president-centered

semi-presidential model was formed. It is noteworthy that this model is called

“super-presidential” by some authors'.

However, it should be noted that the discussed model cannot be characterized

as super-presidential. In the literature, the following features of super-presiden-

tial models are distinguished:

1. They are usually established as a result of military coups, the president ob-
tains his powers in an illegitimate manner (as a leader of a coup or head of
a junta),

2. The president is endowed with extensive powers, and, in a situation of ex-
tremely weak control by the legislative and judicial authorities,

3. The powers of the president are exercised under a permanent state of emer-
gency, during which the constitutional guarantees of protection of basic hu-

man and citizen rights and freedoms are eliminated or significantly limited

and mass violence is carried out against the opposition®.

The discussed model of semi-presidential governance of the Republic of Arme-
nia was characterized by only one of the mentioned features: the president was
endowed with extensive powers with very little control by the legislative and
judicial authorities. Therefore, it would be more correct to characterize that
model not by the term “super-presidential”, but by the term “president-cen-
tric™.

In the government model of the Republic of Armenia of that period, due to a
unique legal nature of presidential power, the President appears at the center of
the state power system. The entire system of state power, its structural elements,
the basics of the legal status of individual structures of the legislative, executive
and judicial branches of power, their specific powers had to be somewhat adapt-
ed to the president. The need for such alignment also arose from the function of
the President to ensure the normal functioning of the legislative, executive and
judicial authorities. It is obvious that in order to ensure the normal operation of
the three branches of the government, the President should have had effective

legal levers of influence on those three branches.

! ApyTioHaH A. VHcTutyT MpesnpenTta Pecnybnukn Apmenns. - Epesan, 1996, p. 109.

> KoHcTuTyumorHoe npaso 3apybesHbix cTpaH. - M., 2008, p. 149.

3 Qwpnipyniyw U., «4wnwlwpdwu duh Juwwwpbugnpddwu hhduwfuunhpubipp
Cwjwuwnwup Lwupwwbwnigniunwdy», pGHUwsNWYwu wnbuwfununyeniu, dR.00.02,
2016, p. 149.
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At the same time, the maintenance of a certain balance between the three
branches of government and the presidential power, as well as the application
of optimal restraint mechanisms between the legislative, executive and judicial
powers and the presidential power, were the most important issues in this area.
The effectiveness of the semi-presidential governance model of the Republic of
Armenia and the degree of compliance with the principles of democracy mainly
depended on the quality of the implementation of those two tasks.

As a result of the constitutional amendments of 2005, the powers of the Pres-
ident of the Republic of Armenia were significantly limited and the powers of
the Parliament and the Government were expanded.

The resulting semi-presidential government model can be defined as a parlia-
mentary-presidential one.

One of the main directions of the amendments of 2005 in Armenia was the

improvement of the model established by the 1995 Constitution within the
framework of the semi-presidential form of government. Considering the fact
that one of the main features of the model operating before the constitutional
amendments was the endowment of the President of the Republic with exten-
sive powers, in a reality of extremely weak control by the legislative and judicial
powers and that the model was strongly “president-centered” in nature, the
main direction of the reform should have been to ensure a balance between the
President of the Republic and the three branches of power: legislative, execu-
tive and judicial. The government model formed in the Republic of Armenia as
a result of the constitutional amendments of 2005 could be ranked among the
most balanced ones in the post-Soviet area in terms of legal solutions. However,
the insufficient level of establishment of the political party system, the insuffi-
cient level of democracy, political and legal culture and custom practically gave
the President of the Republic the opportunity to significantly influence the for-
mation, organization and activity of all three branches of power.

Finally, as a result of the constitutional amendments of 2015, a transition to the
parliamentary governance model took place.

This model has a number of commonalities with other well-known models

uu<uuuuMNubUuL HUSUNPUL @ SBNBUUShr @ 2(114)2024
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grounds for evaluating that model as a special “Armenian” model. The central
role of the National Assembly made the issue of ensuring a stable majority in
that body very relevant. Such stability is a necessary precondition for the ef-
fective performance of its functions by the National Assembly. In addition, the
stability of the parliament is a necessary prerequisite for ensuring the stability
of the entire system of executive power, including the highest body of execu-
tive power, the Government. A majority which, on the one hand enables the
National Assembly to effectively carry out its functions, and on the other hand,
forces the parliamentary majority to take into account the positions of the oppo-
sition during the adoption of constitutional laws and the formation of the most
important constitutional bodies can be considered more acceptable. Therefore,
a majority that is close to, but does not exceed, three-fifths of the total number
of deputies should have been made a priority, however, this was not the path

taken, and in reality, the Republic of Armenia is living in a reality, where the

parliamentary majority has total control and the parliamentary minority does
not have a single effective mechanism to influence the decision-making pro-
cesses in the country’.

In other words, the National Assembly of the Republic of Armenia is a textbook
example of how the rule of the majority operates. The reason of this phenome-
non is quite clear: the above mentioned models, so different at first glance, had
one thing in common. All were built around a person, resulting in the personi-
fication of power. This is the consequence of our historical reality. Having been
stateless for centuries, we lacked the opportunity to develop a legal custom and
political culture, and after independence we unwittingly adopted the latest sys-
tem model we were familiar with. Thus, the Soviet pyramid-like authoritarian
rule continued in newly independent Armenia under new names. This risk is
relevant today, because in parliamentary republics, more than elsewhere, public
administration and the state itself are a reflection of the parties and the party

system?.

! Cwpnigymiyyuwu U., «Ywnwjwpdwu &up Yuwnwpbugnpddwu hhduwfuunhpubipp
Cwjwuwnwuh <wupwwbinnigniunid», pGluwdsniwywt wnbuwfununyeniu, df.00.02,
2016, pp. 6-8.

2 https://168.am/2018/05/08/947788.htmI?fbclid=IwAROSvLDmr]PFtuD]nVoNQ7X-
JE3CncVPGIIdmHI54SpiBfstlefBn05bi3zQ_aem_AS|Bm6d_vbalpY3PCtl eoksv] YAyViHEZPkb-
Gle]dL8vzfK_BNg7Cg0OM4laW11IIPErZPHz]lyl7Y8)SKcmlcCpW
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CURRENT CONSTITUTIONAL CYCLE: HOW TO ADVANCE?

The current constitutional cycle began in 2018, when events took place which,
by some people are referred to as the Velvet, Non-Violent Revolution. Now, a
revolution occurs when the social contract, i.e. the Constitution, either does
not work, works partially, or is imposed by a dictatorial regime. In this case, the
revolutionary government must first make a change of values, because only a
legitimate government is able to introduce a unifying positive value system that
will contribute to progress. In such situation constitutional reforms must be the
number one thing on the to-do list of a revolutionary government. The new
government should have fully understood the simple fact that first of all it must
start implementing value system changes in society, because without them any
norms, including the provisions fixed by the Constitution, will be formal, and

as a result the country would have a facade constitution and a legal system that

exists on paper but has no practical application’.

However, it took the “revolutionary government” nearly two years to simply
initiate the process of constitutional amendments?. Whereas it is yet to be seen
what kind of amendments would be initiated, since the initiator’s rhetoric about
this process has changed a number of times since 2020 and the initial trans-
parency has slowly become non-existent, it can already be stated with full re-
sponsibility that the process of constitutional rot is steadily advancing in the
Republic of Armenia. The fact that at the last parliamentary elections in Arme-
nia in 2021 less than 50% of voters participated in the election, is a clear sign of
distrust of both government and opposition®. This is an indication that the peo-
ple of Armenia no longer trust the major political figures in the arena for they
do not believe that they have the best interest of people in their mind and will
act accordingly. This extends the polarization within the society where people

lose trust in their fellow citizens, which bears the risk of further shattering the

' https://168.am/2018/12/04/1052026.htmI?fbclid=IwAR1JXNIU3Aalz_6VFs8MXT)gikhZsoY-
h8PNNVxcrVuHx]b2aOdNOCUImils_aem_ASI-wBD8aVW18] INgKX805rdZFDBZG-
7G7VbelD10Ybu_oxFaRjsravYdP-4knUzrScU30K401ajnQdnpFxlvDsc

? < Jupswwbinnh 2020 pywlwuh thtiinpdwph 12-h N 181-w npnanud:

* OSCE/ODIHR Election Observation Mission Final Report on Early Elections to the National As-
sembly of June 20, 2021, p. 24.
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foundations of democracy and paving a way for wealthy donors and influential
figures to manipulate politics enhancing tendencies towards oligarchy’.
Polarization, unaccountable government and political opposition breed over-
confidence, bring forth an unhealthy and stagnant political setting thus creating
a favorable environment for policy disasters, which further undermine the trust
in government and so on’.

In the current constitutional cycle of the Republic of Armenia, one of
the biggest policy disaster threats remains the risk of abusive constitu-
tionalism. Abusive constitutionalism refers to the misuse or manipula-
tion of constitutional mechanisms and processes to concentrate power, un-
dermine democracy, and violate human rights. In other words, “abusive
constitutionalism” refers to the use of mechanisms of constitutional change
in order to make a state significantly less democratic than it was before?.

Abusive constitutionalism, in its turn comes alongside the risk of bringing dan-

gerous challenges to democracy that come disguised as democratic decisions
and reforms. In the work “Anatomy of Post-Communist regimes” the authors
provide a very interesting analysis and their classification most accurately char-
acterizes all the features and details of the regimes, which are often called “il-
liberal democracies”. The terms Patronal democracies and patronal autocracies
are used*.

Evidently, protecting the constitutional structure against abusive constitutional
practices is quite difficult. It is more difficult in countries that lack the necessary
legal and political customs and traditions, such as most post-soviet countries.
However, if the Republic of Armenia is to emerge differently from the current
constitutional cycle, as opposed to the ones preceding it, the country must ap-
proach this cycle differently.

In this regard it may prove beneficial to look upon the so-called “unconstitu-

tional-constitutional amendment doctrine”, which holds that a constitutional

! Jack M. Balkin, The cycles of constitutional time, Oxford university press, 2020, p. 50.
? Jack M. Balkin, The cycles of constitutional time, Oxford university press, 2020, p. 50.

* David Landau, Abusive Constitutionalism, 47 U.C. Davis L. Rev. 189 (2013), p. 195.
* B. Magyar & amp; B. Madlovics, The Anatomy of post-communist regimes. A Conceptual
framework, Central European University Press, (2020).
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amendment can itself be substantively unconstitutional under certain condi-
tions'.

The “unconstitutional-constitutional amendment doctrine” is, of course, one of
the most, if not the most extreme of counter-majoritarian acts’. However, the
above-mentioned and analyzed constitutional cycles of the Republic of Arme-
nia clearly show that if such measures are not taken, it would be impossible
to avoid the rule of the majority, especially in the Parliament. The approach
of the dogmatic democracy that the rule of the majority should be unlimited,
we consider false since it ruins the idea of democracy itself. If this idea is im-
plemented in a society, the idea of democracy, which has always been drawn
towards elimination of authoritarianism not only will fail, but it will become
the foundation for new authoritarianism through normalization of the system

of checks and balances.

CONCLUSION

To avoid the repetition of the previous constitutional cycles in Armenia, we
believe that reforms should not be all-encompassing, but should rather start
small and bring more targeted solutions. Thus, the adoption of an entirely new
constitution or major “surgical” changes to the document would be out of time
at the moment. The reforms should be aimed at restraining the possibility of the
rule of the majority in parliamentarism. This is where “unconstitutional-con-
stitutional amendment doctrine” may come into place. Limiting the number
of seats at the parliament the ruling party or coalition may have, is one step
towards this.

Firstly, a fixed number of parliamentary seats should be established by the Con-
stitution.

Secondly, the issue of the stable majority must be considered. For the effective
implementation of the functions of the National Assembly, a stable majority
should probably consist of three-fifths of the total number of deputies. Howev-

er, it is important to take into account that the definition of a qualified majority

' David Landau, Abusive Constitutionalism, 47 U.C. Davis L. Rev. 189 (2013), p. 231.
’> Gary ). Jacobsohn, The permeability of Constitutional Boarders, 82 TEX. L. REV. 1763,
1799 (2004).
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of votes for the adoption of constitutional laws, as well as for the appointment to
certain high positions or the formation of constitutional bodies, is not arbitrary,
it is a means of protecting the rights of the parliamentary minority. Therefore,
it is more acceptable to have such a majority that, on the one hand, enables
the National Assembly to effectively carry out its functions, and on the other
hand, forces the parliamentary majority to take into account the positions of the
opposition during the adoption of constitutional laws and the formation of the
most important constitutional bodies. Therefore, a majority that is close to, but
does not exceed three-fifths of the total number of deputies can be considered
more acceptable. The greater “stability” of the parliamentary majority may be
fraught with the danger of establishing the dictatorship of one party or several
parties forming the parliamentary majority (something that has been witnessed
in post-soviet states more than once). Thus, establishing a maximum threshold

for the most successful political team at the elections may itself seem undemo-

cratic (after all, what if a political team gains for example 80 percent of the votes
at the elections, but can have an amount of parliamentary representation that is
a little below 60%), however, from the perspective of “unconstitutional-consti-
tutional amendment doctrine” and in the long run, this shall be more beneficial
for democracy and legal and political discourse in the country. Want it or not,
at some point the political powers will have to engage in political dialogues and
form a consensus regarding different major issues, such as the election of the
Ombudsman, Prosecutor General and so on.

The above-mentioned example is just one of many that can be considered in the
path of Armenia’s true democratization; however, it is strong enough to show
how it will change the overall political climate and prepare the necessary envi-

ronment for the next step in the current constitutional cycle.
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<U3UUSULP <ULMrUNESNRE3UL
Uu<Uu uLuUHuuuL ShuLkre

Wdthnthwghp

Wu  hnnwdénud  uwhdwuwnpwlwu  ghytph  wbuwulyjniupg
gbpindynwd  Gu <wjwuwnwuh  wulwfunigjwu  Gpbuntu  wmwphubpp:
Cungdynw U udwunipniuubip nu wwppbipnieniuutpp, huswbu twl
punhwunip wnbnGynipniuutp Gu wpwdwnpynd wju dwupt, L huy tu
uwhdwuwnpwlwu ghytpp: <nnwédh duwgwsd dwup Yytunpnuwuw
ubpywjhu vwhdwuwnpwywu ghyh dpw L Yuwpuwurh huwpwynp
[nwnwdubipp® funtuwithbine wyu dninwlyubphg, npnup wnlw thu uwfunpn
ghyipnud:

Chdfuwpwnbp. <wjwunwuh Uwhdwuwnpnieinit, uwhdwuwnpulwu
ghyltp, swpwowhnn  uvwhdwuwnpulwunieniu,  ddwdwutntejwu

ywunu, nyg |hpGpw| dnnnypnwywnpniejntu:

KOHCTHUTYLHWOHHBIE LTUKJIbI PECITYBJIMKH APMEHHUS

AHHOTa U
B mamHOI cTaThe aHAIU3UPYETCS TPUZAIATD JIeT He3aBUCHMOCTH APMEHUH C

TOYKH 3peHUNA KOHCTUTYIHMOHHBIX ITUKJIOB. BI)I,ZIeJIeHI)I CXOACTBa M pa3jIndusd, a
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TaKJXXe IIpeACTaB/I€HBbI o6nme CBeIeHHUA O TOM, YTO OHH M3 cebs IIpencTaBJIAIOT.
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[lasee B cTaThe OCHOBHOE BHUMAaHUE YZeJIeHO TeKylleMy KOHCTUTYIMOHHOMY
LUKITy ¥ U3JIO0XKeHBI BO3MOXKHBIE peLIeHWs, YTOObI u30eXaTh OIINGOK,
MMEIOIIUXCA B IPeABIAYIINX IIUKIAX.

KinioueBble cnoBa: Koucruryuus ApMeHNH, KOHCTUTYLMOHHBIE ITHKJIH,
aOBIO3VMBHBIN KOHCTUTYLIMOHAIM3M, IIPaBUJIO OOJBIIMHCTBA, HeIuOepasbHast

ZleMOKPATHA.

<nnywédp hwbdtdws £ pudpwagpnipini 08.04.2024 ., wpnyly
gnwpununypwt 09.04.2024 ., punniuyby £ ypnwywagnnipywt 15.04.2024 p..:
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