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Pro bono comes from the Latin term, “pro bono
publico”, meaning “for the public good and for the
welfare of the whole” . Over time the phrase has
become associated with the law, and particularly, the
unpaid work that lawyers do; however, there are many
different definitions of what constitutes pro bono work
and so the scope of the term is unclear . 

Historically, lawyers have provided free legal help
on occasion, in some circumstances. “Pro bono service
can be traced to practices in the early Roman tribunals,
medieval ecclesiastical courts, and to Scottish and
English legal proceedings” . Bishops in the 12th centu-
ry were required by scripture to assist indigent people
with legal problems , and subsequently required
lawyers to provide services for spiritual, rather than

monetary compensation . English law required lawyers
to represent the poor in the 15th century . Throughout
the 20th century, lawyers have often provided free
services, particularly for individuals who are members
of their family, religious institution or community. A
survey conducted in 1970s in the U.S. found that two
thirds of pro bono work lawyers were doing was for
friends and relatives . In addition, committed lawyers
concerned about social justice have taken on test cases
with the intention of achieving systemic change or
asserting the rights or protections under the law of a
certain group of people. For instance, the Women’s
Legal Education and Action Fund (LEAF) has inter-
vened in over 150 cases, using pro bono lawyers, to
assert women’s equality rights . 
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“Pro bono” serves a vital and necessary role in the legal system and the legal profession’s contribution to
access to justice for those who cannot afford to pay for legal services or access legal aid. The importance of ensur-
ing “access to justice for all” in achieving sustainable development and the need to build just and inclusive soci-
eties which provide equal access to justice are highly recognized by the international community and can be bet-
ter achieved, inter alia, through developing various forms and instruments of legal aid, including the pro bono
mechanism. 

This Article discusses the current state of pro bono assistance in the Republic of Armenia (“Armenia”) and
proposes policy recommendations, based on international best practices and experience of well-established pro
bono systems, on how to boost the establishment of a pro bono culture in Armenia. Adjunct to publicly funded
legal services, the Article argues that pro bono must never be viewed as a substitute for a properly funded legal
aid system. Bearing in mind the importance of appropriate level of investment in the current legal aid scheme,
the Government of Armenia must also take concrete steps both on policy development and implementation lev-
els to achieve better results in its endeavors to promote the establishment of an effective pro bono system in
Armenia. 

Among other recommendations both short- and long-term, the Article strongly supports the recognition of
pro bono work as an ethical responsibility of lawyers/attorneys as well as suggests implementing other effective
policies in addressing pro bono issues in Armenia. Improving the understanding and attitude of the professional
community to the pro bono assistance as an integral part of a lawyer’s role and the profession’s obligation to
ensure access to justice would complement complex measures that are expected to be undertaken by the relevant
authorities towards supporting and promoting pro bono culture in the Republic of Armenia.
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There is no universally accepted definition of “pro
bono publico” legal services. At its broadest, according
to Lorne Sossin, “pro bono publico” may be defined as
legal work done without compensation for the public
good. Many would define the term more narrowly, as
non-compensated legal representation on behalf of the
poor .

Most definitions focus on legal assistance provid-
ed to clients who cannot afford ordinary market rates,
or to clients whose case raises a wider issue of public
interest. The term includes legal services provided to
organizations working for disadvantaged groups or for
the public good. Pro bono can also involve lawyers and
others engaging in free community legal education,
law reform and other activities. All definitions of pro
bono include services that are provided on a without-
fee (or without expectation of a fee) basis. Some defi-
nitions go further and incorporate work done on a
reduced-fee, or substantially reduced-fee basis.

The Frankfurt Pro Bono Roundtable in Germany
describes “pro bono publico” as: “The provision of
free legal advice for a good cause. Pro bono activities
involve advising and representing charitable and non-
profit organizations, NGOs, foundations and persons
of limited means, as well as a commitment to promot-
ing due process and human rights. The intention
behind pro bono work is for law firms to make their
expertise and resources available for a good cause and,
as such, to develop their civic commitment through
their professional activities. Pro bono legal advice is
subject to the same professional standards as paid-for
legal advice” .

The Pro Bono Institute in the United States
defines pro bono as activities that a firm undertakes
normally without expectation of fee and not in the
course of ordinary commercial practice and consisting
of: a) the delivery of legal services to persons of limit-
ed means or to charitable, religious, civic, community,
governmental and educational organizations in matters
which are designed primarily to address the needs of
persons of limited means; b) the provision of legal
assistance to individuals, groups, or organizations
seeking to secure or protect civil rights, civil liberties
or public rights; and c) the provision of legal assistance
to charitable, religious, civic, community, governmen-
tal or educational organizations in matters in further-
ance of their organizational purposes, where the pay-
ment of standard legal fees would significantly deplete
the organization’s economic resources or would be oth-
erwise inappropriate .

The American Bar Association (ABA) provides a

non-binding model ethical code that individual bars at
the state level are encouraged to adopt. ABA Model
Rule 6.1 defines pro bono as follows: Every lawyer has
a professional responsibility to provide legal services
to those unable to pay. A lawyer should aspire to ren-
der at least fifty (50) hours of pro bono publico legal
services per year. In fulfilling this responsibility, the
lawyer should: 

a) provide a substantial majority of the 50 hours of
legal services without fee or expectation of fee to: 

1) persons of limited means or 
2) charitable, religious, civic, community, govern-

mental and educational organizations in matters which
are designed primarily to address the needs of persons
of limited means; and

b) provide any additional services through: 1)
delivery of legal services at no fee or substantially
reduced fee to individuals, groups or organizations
seeking to secure or protect civil rights, civil liberties
or public rights, or charitable, religious, civic, commu-
nity, governmental and educational organizations in
matters in furtherance of their organizational purposes,
where the payment of standard legal fees would signif-
icantly deplete the organization’s economic resources
or would be otherwise inappropriate; 2) delivery of
legal services at a substantially reduced fee to persons
of limited means; or  3) participation in activities for
improving the law, the legal system or the legal profes-
sion. 

In addition, a lawyer should voluntarily contribute
financial support to organizations that provide legal
services to persons of limited means .

It is worth mentioning Lorne Sossin’s notion that
the issue of pro bono may be viewed from two perspec-
tives - that of the lawyer and that of the client. From the
perspective of the lawyer, the important question is
whether there is ethical motivation to engage in pro
bono . Form this point of view, situations in which
those in need access free legal services provided by
lawyers working at a law center or other non-profit
organization, is not considered to be “pro bono”
because the lawyer providing the service is paid to do
so by the non-profit organization. In another situation,
lawyers may give free initial consultations to prospec-
tive clients. This is not considered to be “pro bono”
because the lawyer is acting in his/ her own commer-
cial interests to cultivate new fee-paying clients. 

If, however, the perspective of the client is para-
mount, Sossin continues, then meeting the client’s
needs is the point of pro bono, irrespective of the
lawyer’s motivation . Hence, the moral or political
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basis for a decision to provide free assistance will of
course vary with the individual. Motivations may be
based on charity, a sense of professional obligation, a
conception of legal assistance as a right, an explicit
social change agenda or some combination of these.
There are also commercial considerations that may
influence a lawyer or law firm undertaking to provide
free or reduced cost legal services and the types of
services offered .

According to Esther Lardent, president of the Pro
Bono Institute, need alone does not explain why firms
and lawyers provide pro bono service. “Supporters of
pro bono service typically focus on the compelling
need for such assistance. But,” she continues,
“research has shown that what makes good moral and
ethical sense – happily – makes good business sense,
too” .

David Scott similarly makes a “business case” to
the profession as to why pro bono is in the self- inter-
est of the profession. His argument is based on four
points, firms need to meet their regulatory require-
ments for professional compliance, promote the best
interests of their firm, meet their clients’ needs, and
elevate their firms’ presence in the community .

In contract, Deborah L. Rhode points out, inter
alia, the “philanthropy” aspect of pro bono work.
According to her, convincing lawyers that they will do
well by doing good is a key strategy in sustaining char-
itable commitments, but to present public service pure-
ly in those terms is to compromise altruistic impulses
and societal objectives. She concludes the article by
expressing a concern: “When attorneys talk about pro
bono, they generally speak in shorthand. “Publico” has
dropped out of the discourse. We can afford to lose the
Latin, but not the concept” . Issues of lawyer’s moti-
vation to do pro bono work is not the topic of this arti-
cle though it is widely discussed in the scientific liter-
ature .  

There is a tendency to conceive of pro bono legal
services as comprising, in the main, ad hoc decisions
by an individual practitioner to provide advice or
undertake a litigious matter for an individual client as
part of their normal practice. As Jill Anderson and
Gordon Renouf note in their article, such activities
continue to form an important core of pro bono work;
however, there are ways in which this model is not
(and probably never was) an accurate depiction of the
range of pro bono legal services. They provide today’s
pro bono legal services as having the following fea-
tures : 

• clients include groups, classes of individuals

and community organizations; 
• ‘legal services’ include advice, transactional

services , negotiation, representation, assistance with
mediation, community legal education and the prepara-
tion of policy submissions; 

• pro bono service providers include lawyers
employed by small and large private practices, corpo-
rations’ in-house counsel, lawyers working for govern-
ment agencies and others; 

• decisions whether to provide a pro bono serv-
ice are not only made by individual practitioners but
also by firms’ pro bono partners/committees/coordina-
tors according to established policies, criteria and pro
bono budgets; 

• pro bono legal services are increasingly pro-
vided at locations other than solicitors’ offices or the
courts. Locations include community legal centers (by
seconders from firms as well as volunteers), on the
premises of non-legal community service providers
and in outreach premises established by a firm for the
purposes of providing a shopfront legal service; 

• pro bono contributions are increasingly being
made as part of “multi-tiered” partnerships between
firms and community legal services; practitioners are
no longer on their own in locating pro bono cases, set-
ting priorities and screening for appropriate matters.
There are now several formal pro bono referral
schemes operated by the Public Interest Law Clearing
Houses, legal professional bodies and the courts. There
is also a network of informal arrangements that results
in pro bono referrals, especially arrangements between
community legal centers and specific firms and coun-
sel .

Legal aid is a key component in ensuring access to
justice, and a core principle of development and rule of
law, recognized in the UN Principles and Guidelines as
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“an essential element of a fair, humane, and efficient
criminal justice system” . Although the UN Principles
and Guidelines address legal aid in the context of crim-
inal justice, the goals of ensuring fundamental fairness
and inspiring trust in justice proceedings and their out-
comes run across all spheres of justice .

Access to justice is defined as “the ability of peo-
ple to seek and obtain a remedy through formal or
informal institutions of justice, and in conformity with
human rights standards,” and it is also seen as funda-
mental to the protection of human rights . Legal aid
plays a crucial role in enabling people to navigate the
justice system, to make informed decisions, as well as
to obtain justice remedies. It also makes a critical con-
nection between populations and their justice systems
and provides guidance on how to navigate the often
difficult-to-understand justice system . 

In most countries, the right to legal aid is part of
national legal frameworks - from constitutions to spe-
cific national laws and dedicated policies on legal aid.
As the UN 2016 Global Study on Legal Aid Global
Report (Global Report) suggests, while legal aid for
criminal matters has been granted in most jurisdictions,
through the constitution or other national laws; provi-
sion of state-funded legal aid in civil matters is rela-
tively limited. In many States, it is provided through
NGOs or through pro bono services by the private sec-
tor. However, States are increasingly recognizing the
importance of also providing services, particularly for
vulnerable populations, in some civil/administrative
matters, such as family law cases, property disputes,
access to government entitlements and social services,
amongst others .

The Global Report further discusses categories of
legal aid mechanisms that States generally use to pro-
vide legal aid services. Those categories include: a)
Public defender model – involves government salaried
lawyers dedicated to providing legal aid services
organized through the State or an independent authori-
ty. b) Assigned counsel/panel lawyers or ex-officio
systems – also called the “judicare” model in some
countries, involves the assignment of legal aid cases to
private lawyers on either a systematic or an ad hoc
basis. c) Contract services model – involves a contract
with a lawyer, a group of lawyers, a bar association, or
a non-State-affiliated organization (such as NGOs,
community-based paralegals, university legal aid clin-
ics, etc.) which provides legal aid services and is fund-
ed by the State. More often, countries establish sys-
tems that are a combination of the abovementioned
public defender system, assigned counsel system

and/or contract service systems, resembling a mix of
State, private and civil society providers, called
“mixed-model” or “hybrid systems”. In addition, in
many countries, civil society actors provide legal aid
services directly to beneficiaries, which are funded
independently from the State .

It is often argued that adequate access to legal
services is both a moral or legal right and a prerequi-
site to the proper functioning of the rule of law in a
democratic society . The state thus has an obligation to
ensure that there are sufficient publicly funded legal
services. 

Melina Buckley points out some clear overlap
between legal aid and pro bono though stating that they
have developed out of different traditions . She then
describes early pro bono work by private lawyers that
was largely based on two principles: charity and pro-
fessionalism. Whereas, the rise of legal aid was based
on a concept of rights, i.e., people are entitled to legal
information and assistance. Public funding is an essen-
tial part of a government legal aid scheme as, in theo-
ry, it removes the need to rely on the “charity” of the
profession and it gives the system public accountabili-
ty. As a public social service, legal aid provided help in
a more systematic, equitable and efficient manner than
the earlier pro bono efforts had achieved, hence
addressing the unmet legal needs of the poor was
accepted as more of a government obligation than a
professional responsibility .

In countries with established pro bono traditions,
it has often been suggested that lawyers, individually
and as a profession, have a special duty to attempt to
ameliorate the problem of access to justice and to help
close the gap between those who can afford access to
the justice system and those who cannot. Various
explanations are offered as to why lawyers should do
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pro bono work. Below we briefly describe main argu-
ments in favor of lawyer’s professional duty to ensure
access to justice that have been widely discussed in the
scientific literature.   

: This argument supports
the idea that the duty and tradition of the profession, as
a “helping profession” to assist those who require legal
services but cannot afford them, is intrinsic to and is as
old as the profession itself . The concept of service
“pro bono public” is “at the very core of the [legal]
profession” and, indeed, “the premise upon which the
profession is founded” .

Historian James A. Brundage notes in his article
that while legal aid for the poor and disadvantaged was
until 1250 A.D. primarily viewed as a concern for the
church, it was civil advocates in the middle of the 13th
Century (who were then beginning to emerge as an
identifiable profession), who began to assume respon-
sibility for providing legal assistance to indigent liti-
gants at the same time as canonical legislators began to
restrict the kinds of legal claims that were justiciable in
ecclesiastical courts on behalf of the poor and disad-
vantaged . “Like physicians, who likewise began in
this period to identify themselves as professionals,
rather than simply as practitioners, medieval lawyers
regarded it as one mark of their superiority to other
craftsmen that they furnished their specialized skills to
economically and socially disadvantaged persons with-
out compensation. Providing the benefits of expert
skill and knowledge for those to whom a profit econo-
my would deny them was from the beginning an inte-
gral characteristic of professional status” .

:
Proponents of this argument support the idea that
lawyers have a virtual monopoly on access to the legal
system. According to them, the obligation on the part
of lawyers and the legal profession arises as a “quid
pro quo” or in return for the state-licensed monopoly
that lawyers have over legal work . Because of this,
the profession has long been understood to bear a cor-
responding obligation to help the disadvantaged in
need of legal services. The fact that lawyers recognize
the need to volunteer their efforts - and have consis-
tently acknowledged this obligation as arising from the
license to practice law - is an important part of what
distinguishes the practice of law as a profession .

: This argument
emphasizes a lawyer’s duty to ensure access to justice
based upon the unique position in which lawyers stand
in relation to democracy, the rule of law and the legal
system, in general. If the rule of law and partisan advo-

cacy is considered to be based on laws that are know-
able and consistently enforced, then it is threatened if
individuals do not have the tools to access the system
that administer those laws . Moreover, if egalitarian
values of a democracy require equal treatment and
access to justice by all, then it is similarly threatened if
the poor cannot understand or meet the case against
them and cannot give voice to their legal rights .

: Proponents of
this argument switch the locus of concern from indi-
gent and other disadvantaged persons to lawyers them-
selves and note the benefits to lawyers, legal employ-
ers and the profession generally when efforts are made
by legal practitioners to improve access to justice.
They argue that pro bono service may: provide train-
ing, contacts, trial experience, and leadership opportu-
nities for young lawyers; help lawyers develop new
areas of expertise, enhance their reputations and allow
them to demonstrate marketable skills; provide
lawyers with a sense of personal satisfaction by work-
ing for the public good; enhance the reputation of the
profession by demonstrating that lawyers are driven by
more than simply the bottom line; attract young
lawyers and law students to law firms that perform pro
bono work; and provide benefits to legal employers by
enhancing job retention, workplace morale and, by
extension, job performance .

The abovementioned arguments are compelling
and do support a special duty on the part of lawyers to
ensure access to justice . As William McDowell and
Usman M. Sheikh correctly suggest the pro bono serv-
ices to be “Special responsibilities” owed by lawyers
and the legal profession due to “the important role [a
lawyer] plays in a free and democratic society and in
the administration of justice” as well as “by virtue of
the privileges afforded the legal profession” .

Issues of legal aid and pro bono practices and
opportunities in the Republic of Armenia (hereafter,
“Armenia”) have been occasionally reviewed and ana-
lyzed in several regional and global studies .
Obviously, Armenia does not have a historic pro bono
culture, where lawyers acknowledge the importance of
the provision of free legal assistance. While this could
be an important socio-cultural barrier, the availability
of pro bono legal services is now increasing even
though it is not regulated and provided solely on a vol-
untary and ad hoc basis. In contrast, the provision of
state-funded free legal aid is precisely regulated and
systemized and has been expanded by the government
in recent years . 
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It is not our purpose in this article to explore
issues of state-funded legal aid scheme which worth
becoming a subject of another article. However, we
strongly support the core principle that pro bono serv-
ices should complement rather than substitute for a
properly funded legal aid system in Armenia. Hence,
questions worth addressing in this article include: 

•

There is no legal obligation on attorneys to under-
take pro bono work or to report on pro bono work
undertaken by them. Likewise, no specific law regulat-
ing the provision of pro bono legal services, and no
statutorily mandated minimum legal fee schedule is in
effect in Armenia. However, the Law on Advocacy of
the Republic of Armenia (thereafter also “the Law”)
implicitly provides for legal bases for advocates to ren-
der pro bono legal assistance.  

Pursuant to paragraph 1 of Article 5 of the Law on
Advocacy, “Advocate’s activity shall be deemed as a
type of advocacy that aims at enforcing and protecting,
through means and ways not prohibited by law, rights,
freedoms, and legitimate interests of a person receiving
legal assistance”. Furthermore, paragraph 1 of Article
6 of the Law stipulates that “Advocates are entitled to
compensation for their services”. The Law goes even
further stating in paragraph 3 of Article 6 that
“Advocates may offer free of charge services” . 

Pro bono-friendly provisions are also set forth in
the Advocate’s Code of Conduct . Rule 2.12.1 of the
Code considers the provision of legal assistance to the
client as the main purpose of advocate’s activity.
Moreover, Rule 2.12.2 compels the Advocates’
Chamber (the Armenian Bar Association) to encourage
advocates to provide free legal assistance to individu-
als. In practice, the Chamber contributes to the
strengthening of a pro bono culture in Armenia prima-
rily by arranging weekly free legal consultations pro-
vided by advocates and certain students at the School
of Advocates; and granting certificates and acknowl-
edgements to advocates that deliver free legal assis-
tance .

Reports further suggest that a very limited number
of NGOs operate and/or finance independent pro bono
legal clinics from time to time and may provide pro
bono legal assistance on an ad hoc basis. According to

Chamber of Advocates’ estimates, currently pro bono
legal services in Armenia predominantly consist of
legal consultations, with legal drafting, legal research
and legal representation and advocacy in courts, arbi-
tral tribunal and administrative bodies comprising the
remainder of pro bono services provided . 

Certain Higher Education Institutes run legal clin-
ics staffed by law students, lecturers and/or professors
which provide pro bono legal assistance upon request
and in accordance with and subject to the internal reg-
ulations of the relevant institution(s). Such clinics are
financed by the institutions themselves, universities
and/or corporate grants and/or donations.

The Armenian Financial System Mediator (the
“Mediator”) is a structure with an independent govern-
ing system, founded by the Central Bank of Armenia.
The Mediator is funded by the Armenian state. The
objective of the Mediator is to resolve the conflicts
between natural person consumers and financial organ-
izations concerning goods and stocks. The services
provided by the Mediator are free. The principles are
stipulated in law “On the Financial System Mediator”. 

It is worth mentioning that the Draft “Strategy on
Judicial and Legal Reforms in the Republic of Armenia
for 2018-2023” developed by the Ministry of Justice
of Armenia specifically address issues of developing
different types of pro bono assistance and suggests
undertaking a study on international best practices on
bro bono legal services aiming to introduce some rele-
vant structures into our system. 

. 
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We believe that every advocate has a professional
responsibility and should provide pro bono legal serv-
ices to those who are unable to pay. 

. 
It should also be acknowledged that there is a cru-

cial need to support such persons who cannot afford to
pay for legal assistance but who fail to satisfy the eli-
gibility criteria for state-funded legal aid. 

.

Another policy recommendation that we suggest
aims at promoting the pro bono assistance through
establishing a pro bono reporting requirement. Some
jurisdictions with well-established pro bono systems
use this tool either on voluntary or mandatory basis to
emphasize pro bono responsibility and to gather data
regarding pro bono activities. There are both advan-
tages and disadvantages of mandatory vs. voluntary
reporting requirements which are elaborated by the
American Bar Association . 

The pro bono service requirement for a bar admis-
sion would serve to address a country’s urgent access
to justice gap, at the same time helping prospective
attorneys build valuable skills and imbuing in them the
ideal of working toward the greater good. 

In 2012 New York became the first U.S. jurisdic-

tion to require pro bono service as a condition to
become licensed for law practice. As emphasized by
Chief Judge Lippman, “…The courts are the emer-
gency rooms of our society — the most intractable
social problems find their way to our doors in great-
ened increasing numbers. And more and more of the
people who come into our courts each day are forced to
do so without a lawyer” . Each attorney has an obliga-
tion to foster the values of justice, equality, and the rule
of law, and it is imperative that law students gain a
recognition of this obligation as part of their legal
training .

Another good policy recommendation could be to
establish a law school accreditation standard on pro
bono activities offered by law schools to their students.
A law school should provide substantial opportunities
to students for participation in pro bono legal services,
including law-related public service activities. Credit-
bearing activities may be part of a law school’s “over-
all program of law-related pro bono opportunities so
long as law-related non- credit bearing initiatives are
also part of the program. While certain law schools in
Armenia provide for clinical education and pro bono
opportunities, it should be expanded and enhanced. By
establishing an accreditation standard, all law schools
will strive to conduct clinical education and operate
legal clinics or other mechanisms for students to pro-
vide free legal services. 

This policy tool could be also used to improve the
pro bono system in Armenia at a later stage. The idea
is that attorneys who take pro bono cases are allowed
to earn credit toward mandatory continuing legal edu-
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cation (CLE) requirements. While the amount of CLE
credit that lawyers will be allowed to claim for pro
bono can be determined based on the experience of
developed pro bono systems , 

.     

This policy recommendation has a great potential
to foster the development of pro bono services by sup-
porting, enhancing and transforming pro bono efforts
of in-house legal departments. Obviously, in-house pro
bono has grown tremendously over the past decade.
Many of the Fortune 500 companies and a majority of
the Fortune 100 companies have either set up or are
moving to establish formal pro bono programs for the
lawyers in their legal departments. In addition, lawyers
in smaller companies and legal departments engage in
pro bono legal services through opportunities organ-
ized by Corporate Pro Bono (CPBO), ACC chapters,
legal service providers, bar associations, and other
organizations . 

. Without formalized procedures, indi-
vidual attorneys are often left to fend for themselves,
making pro bono work inefficient and exasperating.
Associates may feel discouraged from taking on pro
bono cases, especially if the firm has high billable hour
requirements and pro bono work does not count toward
total billables. Through structured support and supervi-
sion, firms can ensure that pro bono clients receive the
same high-quality representation as paying clients .

In parallel to policy recommendations described
above, we propose to study international best practices
on different types of pro bono services, including but
not limited to: casework for individuals; clinics; chari-
ties and not for profit organizations; public legal edu-
cation; partnership working, and considering our coun-
try’s context and the legal system develop projects to
introduce or enhance some of the in the actual pro bono
practices in Armenia.  

Finally, lawyers should acknowledge and develop
high minds on the pro bono assistance as their ethical
responsibility to promote access to justice and provide
assistance to those in need. While there have been
developed various mechanisms on how to better

achieve this goal, 

. 
Some of pro bono benefits could be as follows:

lawyers can gain experience, confidence, connections,
and visibility both inside and outside their firms. More
senior attorneys, particularly when they lead a firm’s or
office’s pro bono program or a larger team on a signif-
icant pro bono case, can gain even greater visibility as
well as case-management and law-firm leadership
skills. Law firms’ benefits include lawyering skills
development, help recruit and retain new associates,
improve firm-wide morale, enhance firm’s reputation,
community connections etc.

In this article, we have sought to demonstrate that
polices addressing pro bono issues should be continu-
ously reviewed and improved as to better contribute
into the expansion of pro bono services in Armenia and
support the establishment of pro bono culture therein. 

With a right policy in place, we have concluded
that a state can spread important messages about pro
bono to enable the increase in pro bono participation.
We support the idea that pro bono complements the
state-funded legal aid and is part of a framework of
services provided to meet the needs of low income and
disadvantaged people. Within eight recommendations
we have proposed in this article to be included in rele-
vant policy documents, we have suggested to establish
a pro bono responsibility for advocates as well as take
actions to improve the professional community’s atti-
tude towards the pro bono assistance and its benefits
not only for the state and society, but also for lawyers
and law firms.



80

2018
3 (44)

The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development recognizes “the need to build peaceful, just, and inclusive societies
which provide equal access to justice and are based on respect for human rights.” Goal 16 highlights the importance of
ensuring “access to justice for all” in achieving sustainable development.
Available at: https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals/

Black’s Law Dictionary, 4th ed., s.v. “pro bono publico”.
“Tension at the Border”: Pro Bono and Legal Aid. A Consultation Document prepared by the Canadian Bar Association’s

Standing Committee on Access to Justice, at 2. 
Raj Anand with Steven Nicoletta, “Fostering Pro Bono Service in the Legal Profession: Challenges Facing the Pro Bono

Ethic”, paper prepared for the Chief Justice of Ontario’s Advisory Committee on Professionalism, Ninth Colloquium on
the Legal Profession, Toronto 2007. See, “Tension at the Border”: Pro Bono and Legal Aid, Id. at 3. 

Zino I Macaluso, “That’s O.K., This One’s on Me: A Discussion of the Responsibilities and Duties Owed by the
Profession to do Pro Bono Publico Work” (1992) 26 U.B.C. L. Rev. at 6.

Lorne Sossin, “The Public Interest, Professionalism, and the Pro Bono Publico” (2008) 46 Osgoode Hall L.J. 131 at 135.
Deborah L. Rhode, Pro Bono in Principle and in Practice (California: Stanford University Press, 2005) at 21.
Barbara A. Curran and Francis O. Spalding, The Legal Needs of the Public: preliminary report of a national survey by

the Special Committee to Survey Legal Needs (Chicago: ABA, 1974). See, “Tension at the Border”: Pro Bono and Legal
Aid, Id. at 3. 

http://leaf.ca/legal-issues-cases-and-law-reform/
Lorne Sossin, Id.  at 132.
Pro Bono Clearinghouse Manual. Resources for developing pro bono legal services. A joint publication of PILnet: The

Global Network for Public Interest Law and Advocates for International Development, at 18.
Supra, note 13 at 18-19.
https://www.americanbar.org/groups/professional_responsibility/publications/model_rules_of_professional_

conduct/model_rules_of_professional_conduct_table_of_contents.html.  
Lorne Sossin, “The Public Interest, Professionalism, and the Pro Bono Publico” (2008) 46 Osgoode Hall L.J. 131 at

135.
Ibid. 
Jill Anderson and Gordon Renouf. “Legal Services ‘for the public good’”. Alternative law journal. Vol. 28, no. 1,

February 2003 at 13.
Esther F. Lardent, “Pro Bono Work is Good for Business,” The National Law Journal, March 7, 2001, see, Pro Bono

Guide. An Introduction to Pro Bono Opportunities in the Law Firm Setting First Edition: Stacy DeBroff, Esq. Second
Edition: Kevin Lapp, NYU Law Student, Alexa Shabecoff, Esq., OPIA Director at 5.

David Scott, Q.C., “Pro Bono Services by the Practicing Bar: The Business Case” (Address to Law Firm Managers,
Petroleum Club, Calgary, Alberta, May 29, 2008), at 1-2.

Deborah L. Rhode,The Lawyer’s Role in a Contemporary Democracy, Promoting Access to Justice and Government
Institutions, Rethinking the Public in Lawyers’ Public Service: Pro Bono, Strategic Philanthropy, and the Bottom Line, 77
Fordham L. Rev. 1435 (2009) at 1452. Available at: http://ir.lawnet.fordham.edu/flr/vol77/iss4/11

See, e.g., “What does pro bono publico mean to lawyers? A report on the findings of the Pro Bono Values Project” UQ
Pro Bono Centre June 2016.  

Jill Anderson and Gordon Renouf. Id at 14.
For discussion of the benefits of viewing legal services broadly see Renouf, G., “A Client Centered Approach to Access

to Justice”, NSW Law and Justice Foundation, Access to Justice Workshop, July 2002 at
http://www.lawfoundation.net.au/access/workshop.html.

Including drafting services in relation to contracts, funding agreements, regulatory matters, corporate structure and tax
issues, mainly for non-government organizations providing welfare, legal or other community services.

Supra, note 18, at 14. 
Pro Bono Clearinghouse Manual. Resources for Developing Pro Bono Legal Services. A joint publication of PILnet:

The Global Network for Public Interest Law and Advocates for International Development at 17.
See, e.g., the UN Principles and Guidelines (see footnote 2) recognize that: “Legal aid is an essential element of a fair,

humane and efficient criminal justice system that is based on the rule of law. Legal aid is a foundation for the enjoyment
of other rights, including the right to a fair trial, as defined in article 11, paragraph 1, of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, a precondition to exercising such rights and an important safeguard that ensures fundamental fairness and
public trust in the criminal justice process.”

Global Study on Legal Aid. Global Report. United Nations (UNDP, UNODC), October 2016, at 8.
United Nations Development Programme, Access to Justice Practice Note (2004). United Nations Office on Drugs and

Crime, Access to Justice: Legal Defense and Legal Aid (2006).
Supra, note 28 at 8. 
Supra, note 28 at 24.
Global Study on Legal Aid. Global Report. United Nations (UNDP, UNODC), October 2016, at 40-41. 



81

2018
3 (44)

See, e.g. Connellan G., ‘The Rule of Law: Access to Justice is Not Optional’, in Victoria Law Foundation (ed.), A Just
Society: What Access to Justice Means to Twelve Australians, Victoria Law Foundation Publishing, Melbourne, 1999, and
Renouf G., above, ref 6.

Melina Buckley, Moving Forward on Legal Aid (Ottawa: CBA, 2010) at 121, see, “Tension at the Border”: Pro Bono
and Legal Aid. A Consultation Document prepared by the Canadian Bar Association’s Standing Committee on Access to
Justice at 4.

Ibid. 
William McDowell and Usman M. Sheikh “A Lawyer’s Duty to Ensure Access to Justice”.  Prepared for The

Advocates’ Society Symposium on Professionalism (January 2009), at 6.
Mr. Justice J.C. Major, Supreme Court of Canada, “Lawyers’ Obligation to Provide Legal Services,” (1994-1995) 33

Alta. L. Rev. 719 at p. 721, see, William McDowell and Usman M. Sheikh “A Lawyer’s Duty to Ensure Access to
Justice”.  Prepared for The Advocates’ Society Symposium on Professionalism (January 2009), at 7. 

James A. Brundage, “Legal Aid for the Poor and the Professionalization of Law in the Middle Ages,” (1988) 9 J. Leg.
Hist. 169 at 175.

Robert P. Lawry, The Central Moral Tradition of Lawyering, (1990) 19 Hofstra L. Rev. 311 at 362 (moral tradition justi-
fying pro bono obligation); Michael Millemann, Mandatory Pro Bono in Civil Cases: A Partial Answer to the Right
Question, (1990) 49 Md. L. Rev. 18 at 32-48 (noting that, as the private bar developed, duty to represent the poor became
partly the responsibility of the bar) and Steven B. Rosenfeld, Mandatory Pro Bono: Historical and Constitutional
Perspectives (1981) 2 Cardozo L. Rev. 255.

Supra, note 37 at 6.  
Patrick R. Burns. The Rules and Pro Bono. Reprinted from Bench & Bar of Minnesota (September 2006), at 1.
Supra, note 37 at 7-8.
Ibid. 
Deborah L. Rhode, Pro Bono in Principle and in Practice: Public Service and the Professions (Stanford: Stanford

University Press, 2005) at pp. 29-31;
Some opposite opinions have been also expressed in the scientific literature. See, e.g., Zino I. Macaluso, That’s O.K.,

This One’s on Me: A Discussion of the Responsibilities and Duties Owed by the Profession to Do Pro Bono Publico
Work, (1992) 26 Univ. Brt. Colum. L. Rev. 65 at 67 (noting that historical accounts on lawyers’ pro bono duties are divid-
ed); David L. Shapiro, The Enigma of the Lawyer’s Duty to Serve, (1980) 55 N.Y.U. L. Rev. 735 and p. 789 (asserting
that tradition and history show no pro bono requirement); B. George Ballman, Amended Rule 6.1: Another Move Towards
Mandatory Pro Bono? Is That What We Want? (1994), 7 Geo. J. Legal Ethics 1139 at 1150 and 1156 (pointing out that the
legal profession is singled out for societal responsibility); Steven Lubet and Cathryn Stewart, “A ‘Public Assets’ Theory
of Lawyers’ Pro Bono Obligations,” (1997) 145 U. Penn. L.R. 1245 at 1254 (arguing that lawyers should not have an
obligation to solve the access to justice problem simply because they can and arguments from necessity must fail) etc.    

William McDowell and Usman M. Sheikh “A Lawyer’s Duty to Ensure Access to Justice”.  Prepared for The
Advocates’ Society Symposium on Professionalism (January 2009), at 9. 

A Survey of Pro Bono Practices and Opportunities in 84 Jurisdictions. Prepared by Latham & Watkins LLP for the Pro
Bono Institute. March 2016; Global Study on Legal Aid. Country Profiles. United Nations (UNDP, UNODC), December
2016; Global Study on Legal Aid. Global Report. United Nations (UNDP, UNODC), October 2016 etc. 

Ibid. at 39. 
Ibid. at 35.
The Law on Advocacy of the Republic of Armenia was adopted by the Parliament on 14.12.2004 and entered into force

on 22.01.2005. 
Article 6 of the Law on Advocacy was amended with the mentioned new provision on 08.12.11 by HO-339-N. 
The Advocates’ Code of Conduct was adopted by the General Assembly of the Chamber of Advocates of the Republic

of Armenia on February 11, 2012 and approved by the Chairman of the Chamber of Advocates. 
Supra, note 49 at 39.
Ibid.
Currently, the Strategy is pending an approval by the Republic of Armenia’s Government. 
Recommendations suggested in this article are based on best practices and policies used in well-established pro bono

systems. See, e.g., the American Bar Association’s pro bono policies. 
Available at: https://www.americanbar.org/groups/probono_public_service/policy.html  

Similar requirements have been endorsed and adopted by the American Bar Association (the “ABA”) in the ABA’s
Model Rule 6.1 (50 hours per year) ABA Model Rule 6.1 (“Voluntary Pro Bono Publico Service”), American Bar
Association, available at: http://www.abanet.org/legalservices/probono/rule61.html. and the Canadian Bar Association (the
“CBA”) in the CBA Pro Bono Committee’s Founding Resolution (50 hours or 3% of billings per year). Pro Bono
Working Group Report, Resolution 03-04-M (February 2003), Canadian Bar Association. 
Available at: http://www.cba.org/cba/resolutions/2003res/03-04-M.aspx  

A similar requirement is set forth in the ABA’s Model Rule 6.1, paragraph (b)(1).



82

2018
3 (44)

https://www.americanbar.org/groups/probono_public_service/policy/reporting_of_pro_bono_service.html
Purposes and Goals. New York State Bar Admission:  Pro Bono Requirement FAQs (September 24, 2015 rev.1).

Available at: https://www.nycourts.gov/attorneys/probono/FAQsBarAdmission.pdf
Ibid.
More beneficial outcomes can be found at ABA’s relevant policy. 

Available at: https://www.americanbar.org/groups/probono_public_service/policy.html  
The most common rate that is used for earning such credits is 5 hours of service for each CLE credit.
Multijurisdictional Practice in the U.S.: In-House Counsel Pro Bono. Developed by Corporate Pro Bono. A global part-

nership project of Pro Bono Institute and the Association of corporate Counsel 2017, at 1.
Pro Bono Guide. An Introduction to Pro Bono Opportunities in the Law Firm Setting First Edition: Stacy DeBroff, Esq.

Second Edition: Kevin Lapp, NYU Law Student, Alexa Shabecoff, Esq., OPIA Director at 7.

ÐÐ ³ñ¹³ñ³¹³ïáõÃÛ³Ý Ý³Ë³ñ³ñáõÃÛ³Ý §¸³ï³Çñ³í³Ï³Ý Íñ³·ñ»ñÇ 
Çñ³Ï³Ý³óÙ³Ý ·ñ³ë»ÝÛ³Ï¦ å»ï³Ï³Ý ÑÇÙÝ³ñÏÇ ïÝûñ»Ý

ºäÐ Çñ³í³·ÇïáõÃÛ³Ý ý³ÏáõÉï»ïÇ
ù³Õ³ù³óÇ³Ï³Ý Çñ³íáõÝùÇ ³ÙµÇáÝÇ ¹áó»Ýï, Ç.·.Ã.

ÐÐ ²½·³ÛÇÝ ÄáÕáíÇ ÷áËÝ³Ë³·³Ñ
ºäÐ Çñ³í³·ÇïáõÃÛ³Ý ý³ÏáõÉï»ïÇ

ù³Õ³ù³óÇ³Ï³Ý Çñ³íáõÝùÇ ³ÙµÇáÝÇ ¹áó»Ýï, Ç.·.Ã.

§Pro bono¦ ³Ýí×³ñ Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý û·ÝáõÃÛáõÝÁ Ï³ñ¨áñ ¹»ñ³Ï³ï³ñáõÃÛáõÝ áõÝÇ Çñ³í³Ï³Ý
Ñ³Ù³Ï³ñ·áõÙ ¨ Çñ³í³µ³ÝÇ Ù³ëÝ³·ÇïáõÃÛ³Ý ÙÇçáóáí ³ÛÝ ³ÝÓ³Ýó ³ñ¹³ñ³¹³ïáõÃÛ³Ý Ù³ïã»ÉÇáõÃÛ³Ý
³å³ÑáíÙ³Ý ·áñÍáõÙ, áíù»ñ ã»Ý Ï³ñáÕ í×³ñ»É Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý Í³é³ÛáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ Ñ³Ù³ñ Ï³Ù ³ÛÉ Ï»ñå
ëï³Ý³É Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý û·ÝáõÃÛáõÝ: 

êáõÛÝ Ñá¹í³ÍáõÙ ùÝÝ³ñÏíáõÙ »Ý Ð³Û³ëï³ÝÇ Ð³Ýñ³å»ïáõÃÛáõÝáõÙ §pro bono¦ ³Ýí×³ñ
Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý û·ÝáõÃÛ³Ý ³éÏ³ íÇ×³ÏÁ ¨ ËÝ¹ÇñÝ»ñÁ, ÇÝãå»ë Ý³¨ Ý»ñÏ³Û³óíáõÙ »Ý ³Û¹ áÉáñïÇ
ù³Õ³ù³Ï³ÝáõÃÛ³Ý µ³ñ»÷áËÙ³Ý ¨ åñ³ÏïÇ³ÛÇ µ³ñ»É³íÙ³Ý í»ñ³µ»ñÛ³É ³é³ç³ñÏáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñ: ²Û¹
³é³ç³ñÏáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÁ ÑÇÙÝí³Í »Ý §pro bono¦ ³Ýí×³ñ Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý û·ÝáõÃÛ³Ý í»ñ³µ»ñÛ³É ³é³ç³¹»Ù
÷áñÓÇ ¨ ½³ñ·³ó³Í Ñ³Ù³Ï³ñ·ñ»ñÇ áõëáõÙÝ³ëÇñáõÃÛ³Ý íñ³ ¨ áõÕÕí³Í »Ý §pro bono¦ ³Ýí×³ñ
Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý û·ÝáõÃÛ³Ý Ùß³ÏáõÛÃÇ ½³ñ·³óÙ³ÝÁ Ð³Û³ëï³ÝáõÙ:   

ä»ïáõÃÛ³Ý ÏáÕÙÇó ³Ýí×³ñ Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý û·ÝáõÃÛ³Ý ïñ³Ù³¹ñÙ³Ý Ï³éáõó³Ï³ñ·Ç (Ñ³Ýñ³ÛÇÝ
å³ßïå³ÝÇ ·ñ³ë»ÝÛ³Ï) ³ÝÑñ³Å»ßï ¨ å³ïß³× ýÇÝ³Ýë³íáñÙ³Ý Ñ»ï Ù»Ïï»Õ, ëáõÛÝ Ñá¹í³ÍáõÙ
ÑÇÙÝ³íáñíáõÙ ¿, áñ áÉáñïÇ Çñ³í³ëáõ Ù³ñÙÇÝÝ»ñÁ å»ïù ¿ Ó»éÝ³ñÏ»Ý Ý³¨ ÏáÝÏñ»ï ù³ÛÉ»ñ Ã»°
ù³Õ³ù³Ï³ÝáõÃÛ³Ý Ùß³ÏÙ³Ý, Ã»° åñ³ÏïÇÏ³ÛÇ µ³ñ»É³íÙ³Ý Ù³Ï³ñ¹³ÏÝ»ñáõÙ, §pro bono¦ ³Ýí×³ñ
Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý û·ÝáõÃÛ³Ý ³ñ¹ÛáõÝ³í»ï Ï³éáõó³Ï³ñ· Ý»ñ¹Ý»Éáõ ¨ Ï³Û³óÝ»Éáõ Ñ³Ù³ñ:

Ðá¹í³ÍáõÙ Ý»ñÏ³Û³óíáõÙ »Ý Ï³ñ×³Å³ÙÏ»ï ¨ »ñÏ³ñ³Å³ÙÏ»ï ³é³ç³ñÏáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñ, ³Û¹ ÃíáõÙª
ë³ÑÙ³Ý»É §pro bono¦ ³Ýí×³ñ Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý û·ÝáõÃÛáõÝÁ áñå»ë ÷³ëï³µ³ÝÇ ¿ÃÇÏ³ÛÇ Ï³ÝáÝ, §pro
bono¦ Í³é³ÛáõÃÛáõÝÝ»ñÇ Ù³ïáõóÙ³Ý í»ñ³µ»ñÛ³É Ï³Ù³íáñ Ñ³ßí»ïíáõÃÛ³Ý Ý»ñÏ³Û³óÙ³Ý å³Ñ³Ýç
ï³ñ»Ï³Ý Ïïñí³Íùáí, Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý ÏÉÇÝÇÏ³Ý»ñÇ ½³ñ·³óáõÙ ¨ ÙÇ ù³ÝÇ ³ÛÉ Ñ³çáÕí³Í
Ï³éáõó³Ï³ñ·»ñ: Ðá¹í³ÍÝ ³é³ç³ñÏáõÙ ¿ Ý³¨ ù³ÛÉ»ñ Ó»éÝ³ñÏ»É §pro bono¦ ³Ýí×³ñ Çñ³í³µ³Ý³Ï³Ý
û·ÝáõÃÛ³Ý ÝÏ³ïÙ³Ùµ ÷³ï³µ³ÝÝ»ñÇ/Çñ³í³µ³ÝÝ»ñÇ í»ñ³µ»ñÙáõÝùÇ áõ Ùï³Í»É³Ï»ñåÇ ¹ñ³Ï³Ý
÷á÷áËáõÃÛ³Ýª ³ÛÝ áñå»ë ³ñ¹³ñ³¹³ïáõÃÛ³Ý Ù³ïã»ÉÇáõÃÛ³Ý ³å³ÑáíÙ³Ý ·áñÍáõÙ Çñ³í³µ³ÝÇ
Ù³ëÝ³·Çï³Ï³Ý å³ñï³Ï³ÝáõÃÛ³Ý ÁÝÏ³ÉÙ³Ý áõÕÕáõÃÛ³Ùµ: 
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Äèðåêòîð ãîñóäàðñòâåííîãî ó÷ðåæäåíèÿ “Áþðî ïî ðåàëèçàöèè 
ñóäåáíî-ïðàâîâûõ ïðîãðàìì” ìèíèñòåðñòâà þñòèöèè ÐÀ

Äîöåíò êàôåäðû ãðàæäàíñêîãî ïðàâà þðèäè÷åñêîãî ôàêóëüòåòà ÅÃÓ, ê.þ.í.

Çàìåñòèòåëü ïðåäñåäàòåëÿ Íàöèîíàëüíîãî Ñîáðàíèÿ ÐÀ,
Äîöåíò êàôåäðû ãðàæäàíñêîãî ïðàâà þðèäè÷åñêîãî ôàêóëüòåòà ÅÃÓ, ê.þ.í.

“Pro bono” áåñïëàòíàÿ þðèäè÷åñêàÿ ïîìîùü èãðàåò âàæíóþ ðîëü â îáåñïå÷åíèè äîñòóïà ê ïðàâîñóäèþ äëÿ
òåõ, êòî íå ìîæåò îïëà÷èâàòü þðèäè÷åñêèå óñëóãè èëè èíà÷å ïîëó÷èòü þðèäè÷åñêóþ ïîìîùü. Âàæíîñòü
îáåñïå÷åíèÿ äîñòóïà ê ïðàâîñóäèþ äëÿ âñåõ â öåëÿõ îáåñïå÷åíèÿ óñòîé÷èâîãî ðàçâèòèÿ, à òàêæå ôîðìèðîâàíèå
ñïðàâåäëèâîãî è îòêðûòîãî äëÿ âñåõ îáùåñòâà, â êîòîðîì áóäåò îáåñïå÷åí ðàâíûé äîñòóï ê ïðàâîñóäèþ äëÿ âñåõ,
ïðèçíàåòñÿ ìåæäóíàðîäíûì ñîîáùåñòâîì è ìîæåò áûòü áîëåå ýôôåêòèâíî ðåàëèçîâàí ïóòåì ðàçðàáîòêè
ðàçëè÷íûõ ôîðì è ìåõàíèçìîâ áåñïëàòíîé þðèäè÷åñêîé ïîìîùè, â òîì ÷èñëå ïóòåì ïîîùðåíèÿ pro bono. 

Íàñòîÿùÿÿ ñòàòüÿ ïðåäñòàâëÿåò òåêóùåå ñîñòîÿíèå è ïðîáëåìû pro bono áåñïëàòíîé þðèäè÷åñêîé ïîìîùè
â Ðåñïóáëèêå Àðìåíèÿ, à òàêæå ïðåäëàãàåò ðåêîìåíäàöèè ïî ðåôîðìèðîâàíèþ ãîñóäàðñòâåííîé ïîëèòèêè è
ñîâåðøåíñòâîâàíèÿ ïðàêòèêè â ýòîé îáëàñòè. Ýòè ðåêîìåíäàöèè îñíîâàíû íà ðåçóëüòàòû èçó÷åíèÿ íàèëó÷øåãî
îïûòà ñòðàí ñ ðàçâèòûìè “pro bono” ñèñòåìàìè è íàïðàâëåíû íà ïîîùðåíèå “pro bono” áåñïëàòíîé
þðèäè÷åñêîé ïîìîùè â Àðìåíèè.

Ïîìèìî òîãî, ÷òî ãîñóäàðñòâî äîëæíî ïðîäîëæèòü ïðåäîñòàâëÿòü àäåêâàòíîå ôèíàíñèðîâàíèå íà
ïðåäîñòàâëåíèÿ áåñïëàòíóþ þðèäè÷åñêóþ ïîìîùü ÷åðåç îôèñà ãîñóäàðñòâåííîãî çàùèòíèêà, äàííàÿ ñòàòüÿ
îáîñíîâûâàåò, ÷òî ïîëíîìî÷åííûå ñóáüåêòû äîëæíû òàêæå ïðåäïðèíÿòü êîíêðåòíûå øàãè äëÿ óëó÷øåíèÿ
ïîëèòèêè è ïðàêòèêè â ýòîé îáëàñòè è ââåñòè ýôôåêòèâíûé pro bono ìåõàíèçì â íàøó ñèñòåìó. 

Â ñòàòüå ïðåäñòàâëåíû êðàòêîñðî÷íûå è äîëãîñðî÷íûå ðåêîìåíäàöèè, â òîì ÷èñëå ïðåäîñòàâëåíèå “pro
bono” áåñïëàòíîé þðèäè÷åñêîé ïîìîùè â êà÷åñòâå ïðàâèëà ïðîôåññèîíàëüíîé ýòèêè àäâîêàòà à òàêæå ââåäåíèå
ðÿäà óñïåøíûõ ñõåì ïîîùðåíèÿ “pro bono”. Â ñòàòüå òàêæå ðåêîìåíäóåòñÿ ïðèíÿòü ìåðû ïî èçìåíåíèþ
ìåíòàëèòåòà è îòíîøåíèÿ àäâîêàòîâ íà “pro bono” è âîñïðèíèìàíèÿ åãî êàê ïðîôåññèîíàëüíîé îáÿçàííîñòüþ
àäâîêàòà  îáåñïå÷èòü äîñòóï ê ïðàâîñóäèþ.


