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1.  INTRODUCTION

This is a Survey Report on the situation of children's rights in Armenia prepared by children
involved in the "Speaking for Myself: Voicing the Hopes & Concerns of Children in Armenia" proj-
ect. The Report was prepared by a core group of 62 children with and without disabilities from
31 inclusive education schools in Yerevan and Tavush marz. These children, aged from 13 to 17
years, underwent trainings in quantitative and qualitative survey methods, sampling, interview
management techniques, sociological data processing (coding and computer input), and got
acquainted with the SPSS program.Subsequently this core group of children held peer to
peer trainings, as a result of which some 500 children eventually participated in conducting
the survey.

Due to these trainings and with the help and constant guidance of a professional sociologist, chil-
dren developed a questionnaire which enabled them to carry out interviews with their peers,
process the acquired information and prepare this report  showing the situation of children's
rights in Armenia and also offering recommendations aimed at improving it -  all from a child's
perspective.

This Survey Report  is a part of the project "Speaking for Myself: Voicing the Hopes & Concerns
of Children in Armenia" funded by the European Union and implemented by Bridge of Hope NGO
and Mission East.

1.1. Survey objective and goals

The aim of this Survey is to study the level of awareness of children in Armenia on Children's
Rights as well as the protection of those rights. 

The objectives of this Survey are:

• To learn about the awareness of Armenian children on the United Nations Convention on the
Rights of the Child (UNCRC);

• To compare the level of protection of different rights of children in Armenia;

• To compare the level of protection of different rights of children with disabilities in Armenia;

• Learn about the level of participation children in Armenia have in various levels of decision-
making;

• Compare the level of protection of the rights of children with and without disabilities in
Armenia;

• Compare the level of protection of the rights of girls and boys in Armenia;

• Discover actual cases of children's rights violations.
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1 This number includes state, private, specialized and special schools.
2 http://edu.am/index.php?id=265&topMenu=-1&menu1=9&menu2=129&arch=0

1.2. Survey methods and sampling

The method chosen for realization of the above mentioned objectives is the face to face stan-
dardized interview method, which allows establishing direct contact with the respondent, pro-
vides the latter with a clear understanding of the questions stated, and ensures an adequate
response to them. In addition a standardized interview facilitates comparability of the survey
results.

The target population of this Survey was school-age children in Armenia, the number of which
according to statistics is 386,439. From this cluster 11,000 children were surveyed, selected by
utilizing a two-stage cluster sampling methodology: 

Stage 1. 550 schools from the 1406
1

schools in Yerevan and the 10 marzes (regions) 
of Armenia were selected by means of the Simple Random Sampling 
method (SRS) (Table 1).

Stage 2. In each of the selected 550 schools 20 children were surveyed. These children were
also chosen randomly, based on the principle of SRS.

Table 1. General educational institutions of RA by marzes 2 ?
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233 164 169 104 52 124 121 127 81 119 112 1406

Number of selected
schools

Number of children 
surveyed

90 64 66 41 20 49 47 50 32 47 44 550

1800 1280 1320 820 400 980 940 1000 640 940 880 11000



2.  RESULTS OF THE SURVEY

2.1. General information about the surveyed children

The survey was carried out in Yerevan city and the 10 marzes of Armenia. It was conducted on
11000 children from the age of 11 to 18 (Table 2). According to the gender distribution of the
respondents, 4961 (45.1%) were male and 6039 (54.9%) were female. 38.8% of those surveyed
reside in Yerevan while 61.2% live in other cities and villages of the republic.   

Table 2. Your age

70.0% of respondents study in middle3 and 30.0% in high schools4. 24.5% of the pupils have
excellent progress, 53.6% good, 20.3% satisfactory and 1.3% have unsatisfactory progress.
5.1% of those surveyed have disabilities or special educational needs (Chart 1).

Chart 1: Do you have any disability or special needs?

NO

YES

94.9%

5.1%

11-14 years old 63.4%

36.8%

100.0%

15-18 years old

Total

3 Middle school - grades 5-9 of general education schools.
4 High school - grades 10-12 of general education schools.
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The children surveyed have diverse hobbies (Table 3). Many of the respondents (25.8%) do
sports, 14.0% dance, 9.6% are engaged in drawing and the fine arts, 9.5% read books, 9.1%
sing, etc. It is disturbing that 0.3% of the children (only males) noted "fighting" as their hobby,
while 1.3% stated that they do not have any hobbies.  5.3% of the respondents had difficulty
answering the question.

Table 3. What preferences/hobbies do you have?
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Sports 25.8%

Reading 9.5%

Singing 9.1%

Listening to music 6.9%

Playing the piano/guitar 4.9%

Being on the computer 4.6%

Playing 2.0%

Writing poetry 1.9%

Designing 0.9%

Driving 0.9%

Watching TV/movies 0.8%

Acting 0.4%

Making collections 0.4%

Cooking, helping parents 0.4%

Studying the stars and the universe 0.4%

Journalism 0.4%

Fighting 0.3%

Hunting 0.3% 

Shopping 0.1% 

Civic work 0.1%

Do not have a hobby 1.3%

I have difficulty answering 5.3%

Total 100.0%

Painting/ art 9.6%

Dancing 14.0%



2.2. Children's awareness of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child

One of the basic obligations of the States parties which have ratified the UN Convention on the
Rights of the Child (UNCRC) is to widely inform people (adults and children) of its contents (chil-
dren's rights) in an appropriate and active way. That is why the first few questions from the sur-
vey are related to how children are informed of their rights (and the existence of the Convention)
and where they got the information from.  

According to the results of the survey, 72.5% of children have heard about the UNCRC. 48.6%
of respondents have learned about the above mentioned Convention from their school, 19.7%
from Bridge of Hope NGO employees, 11.6% from mass media (TV, newspapers, radio), 7.5%
from the internet, 6.9% from their family members, 3.1% from "Save the Children" organization,
1.0% from the UN office in Armenia, 0.4% from friends, 0.2% from OSCE seminars and another
0.2% from the "Regional Initiative For the Sake of Children's Participation" project. 0.8% of
respondents had difficulty recalling the source of information (Chart 2). According to the data,
schools and NGOs are the main providers of information on the UNCRC.  

Chart 2. How did you learn about the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child?
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19.7%

11.6%

7.5%

6.9%

3.1%
1.0%

0.4%
0.2% 0.2%

0.8%

48.6%
School

Bridge of Hope NGO

Mass Media

Family members

Save the Children

OSCE Seminars

I have difficulty answering

Regional Initiative For the Sake 
of Children's Participation

Internet

UN Office

Friends



Table 4. When was it signed?

Table 5. What is the aim of the Convention?
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Unlike the level of awareness on the
UNCRC, a very small percentage of the
respondents (4.7%) are aware that the
Convention was signed in 1989. 

34.6% of children are aware that it was
signed at the end of the 20th century. 

31.7% of the respondents gave the wrong
time period, while 28.7% of them found this
question difficult to answer (Table 4).

95.7% of the respondents that are aware of
the UNCRC know that Armenia has joined
this Convention, while 4.3% believe that
Armenia has not ratified the mentioned
document. 

64.8% of the respondents that are aware of
the UNCRC have mentioned the protection
of the rights of children as the aim of the
Convention, 9.5% believe the aim is inform-
ing people of their rights, 4.2% ensuring the
safety of children, 3.8% upholding equality,
2.3% protecting children with disabilities. 

9.9% of the respondents had difficulty
answering this question (Table 5).Make Armenia flourish 0.2%

0.2%Monitor children's rights

100.0%Total

Protect the rights of the entire world 1.7%

1.0%

0.6%

Protect children from violence

Peace Keeping

Upholding equality 3.8%

2.3%   

1.9% 

Protect children with disabilities 

Define the rights of the child 

Protect the rights of the child 64.8%

9.5%

4.2%

Inform people of their rights

Ensure the security of children

9.9%I have difficulty answering

19th century 0.4%

0.4%1990

100.0%Total

June 1 1.6%

1.4%

1.2%

In the 21st century

20-21 centuries

1945 6.3%

4.7% 

2.0% 

1989 

2002-2011 

1991-1999 34.2%

12.1%

6.7%

1946-1988

Beginning of the 20th century

28.9%I have difficulty answering



2.3. The level of protection of the rights of children: a comparative analysis

The questionnaire included a question that gave respondents the opportunity to express their
opinion on the protection of rights in Armenia and compare the level of protection of different chil-
dren's rights. 
The results of the research show that the rights of the children to live with their family, in their
community, the right to education, the practice of a child's own culture and language, and free-
dom of religion are more protected than the rights to be protected from violence, to privacy, free-
dom of expression and participation in social life (Table 6 and Chart 3). In regards to the right to
life and the right to health care, respondents more frequently chose the "somewhat protected"
option. 

Table 6. In your opinion to what degree are the following rights of children protected in Armenia: 

The fact that the answers "somewhat not protected" (29.8%) and "not protected at all" (14.4%)
are more frequently given by respondents in regards to being protected from violence is disturb-
ing. A considerable part of children in our society do not feel protected from violence.
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The right to life 26.7% 46.5% 14.8% 4.7% 7.2%

Somewhat
Protected

Somewhat
Not

Protected

Not
Protected 

at All

24.8% 50.8% 15.4% 4.7% 4.3%

51.1% 31.7% 11.5% 2.2% 3.5%

57.6% 30.4% 7.6% 1.9% 2.5%

46.5% 34.8% 11.5% 2.6% 4.6%

16.2% 31.3% 29.8% 14.4% 8.4%

28.5% 38.3% 18.4% 6.3% 8.5%

26.0% 37.0% 17.6% 7.0% 12.3%

38.0% 28.3% 21.0% 8.7% 4.0%

43.0% 37.7% 9.0% 3.8% 6.5%

49.9% 23.1% 9.5% 7.3% 10.1%

54.6% 27.8% 6.6% 3.5% 7.5%

The right to health care

The right to live 
with their family

The right to education

The right to live in 
their community

The right to be protected
from violence

The right to privacy

Participation in social life

The right to 
freedom of expression

The right to leisure, 
recration and cultural life

Freedom of religion

The right to practice their
own culture and language

Fully
Protected

I Have
Difficulty

Answering 



Chart 3. In your opinion to what degree are the following rights of children protected in Armenia:

The results of the Survey suggest that there is a certain correlation in the degree of protection
of children's rights to the gender of the respondents and is explained by the differences in gen-
der roles.The data suggests that 71.4% of boys (28.7% "fully", 42.7% "somewhat protected") and
74.8% of girls (25.1% "fully", 49.7% "somewhat protected") consider the right to life protected.
Girls feel more protected in terms of their right to life (Table 7). Such a difference is explica-
ble: Boys are more likely to appear in dangerous situations such as street fights, the need to
show physical strength based on cultural peculiarities, the spread of the so-called "criminal" cul-
ture, and the eventual prospect of compulsory military service.

Table 7. In your opinion to what degree is your right to life protected in Armenia?
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Fully protected

Somewhat
protected

Somewhat 
not protected

I have difficulty 
answering

Not protected at all

Degree of protection

Fully protected

Gender

Male Female

25.1%

49.7% 

14.2%

4.5%

6.4%

100.0%

28.7%

42.7%

15.6%

4.9%

8.1%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

70.0%



The level of protection from violence is relatively low among female children. Specifically,
42.3% of boys have suggested that the above mentioned right is not protected in general (28.0%
"somewhat not protected", 14.3% "not protected at all"), while a greater number of girls (45.6%)
have opted for this response (31.3% "somewhat not protected", 14.4% "not protected at all")
(Table 8). If boys are ready to defend themselves from violence, then girls are more vulnerable in this regard. 

Table 8. In your opinion to what degree is your right to be protected from violence 
protected in Armenia?

Table 9. In your opinion to what degree is your right to participate in social life protected
in Armenia?
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Degree of protection

Fully protected

Gender

14.4%

31.6% 

31.3%

14.4%

8.3%

100.0%

18.2%

30.9%

28.0%

14.3%

8.5%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total

There is a certain difference between the responses of boys and girls when it comes to the right
of participation in social life. Hence if 65.5% of male children believe that this right is in general
protected (26.7% "fully", 38.8% "somewhat protected") then only 61.0% of female children
believe that it is so (25.4% "fully", 35.6% "somewhat protected). This same picture is also con-
firmed by the following: 28.4% of girls consider their right to participation in social life not protect-
ed (20.6% "somewhat not protected", 7.8% "not protected at all"), while among boys this num-
ber is smaller: only 20.2% have stated that this right is generally not protected (14.0% "some-
what not protected", 6.2% "not protected at all"). 
The data presented in Table 9 proves that the degree to which the right to participate in
social life is protected is far lower for girls than for boys.

Male Female

Degree of protection

Fully protected

Gender

25.4%

35.6% 

20.6%

7.8%

10.7%

100.0%

26.7%

38.8%

14.0%

6.2%

14.3%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total

Male Female



The same pattern can be seen regarding the right to leisure, recreation and cultural life;
boys feel more protected than girls (Table 10). 

Whereas the opposite can be observed in regards to the right to freedom of expression; the level
of protection of girls' right to freedom of expression is higher (Table 11).

Table 10. In your opinion to what degree is your right to leisure, recreation and cultural
life protected in Armenia?

Table 11. In your opinion to what degree is your right to freedom of expression protected
in Armenia?
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Degree of protection

Fully protected

Gender

Male Female

43.6%

35.3% 

10.2%

4.0%

7.0%

100.0%

42.3%

40.7%

7.5%

3.6%

5.9%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total

Degree of protection

Fully protected

Gender

Male Female

40.1%

27.3% 

20.1%

8.8%

3.7%

100.0%

35.5%

29.6%

22.1%

8.5%

4.2%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total



2.4. The level of protection of the rights of children with disabilities: 
a comparative analysis

The questionnaire also included a question on the protection of the rights of children with disabil-
ities. According to survey results the right to practice their own language and culture, freedom of
religion, the right to live in their community, in their family, and the right to education are relative-
ly more protected among children with disabilities. 
Meanwhile the level of protection of the right to be protected from violence, the right to privacy,
participation in social life and freedom of expression are lower (Table 12, Chart 4). 

It should be noted that in the responses of both children with and without disabilities the
right to being protected from violence is the most vulnerable.

Table 12. In your opinion to what degree are the rights of children with disabilities 
protected in Armenia?
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The right to life 31.7% 42.7% 18.1% 3.5% 4.6%

Somewhat
Protected

Somewhat
Not

Protected

Not
Protected 

at All

30.3% 41.9% 19.0% 4.4% 4.4%

43.0% 32.3% 18.8% 2.5% 3.4%

43.8% 31.0% 19.4% 3.4% 2.5%

45.1% 34.5% 12.8% 3.1% 4.6%

22.5% 30.7% 28.6% 12.0% 6.2%

25.4% 37.9% 23.8% 6.6% 6.3%

22.1% 32.5% 25.1% 9.9% 10.4%

35.2% 30.4% 21.0% 9.4% 4.0%

38.3% 30.0% 17.5% 7.9% 6.3%

47.0% 26.0% 9.5% 8.1% 9.4%

50.4% 31.1% 7.5% 4.3% 6.8%

The right to health care

The right to live 
with their family

The right to education

The right to live in 
their community

The right to be protected
from violence

The right to privacy

Participation in social life

The right to 
freedom of expression

The right to leisure, 
recration and cultural life

Freedom of religion

The right to practice their
own culture and language

Fully
Protected

I Have
Difficulty

Answering 



Chart 4. In your opinion to what degree are the rights of children with disabilities 
protected in Armenia?

Explaining the relatively low level of protection of the rights of children with disabilities, respon-
dents specifically mentioned the following key issues: 

• The lack of conditions for social inclusion in Armenia (especially in educational institutions)

• The enormous health care costs for people with disabilities

• The absence of conditions for social inclusion also deprives children with disabilities from

their right to live in their family

• Social stereotypes concerning people with disabilities 

Below are some respondents' comments on these given key issues. 

"The leisure and recreation of people with disabilities are not provided for, because many
places don't have ramps."

"Regardless of their state of health each child has the right to education; there are schools
that do not have inclusive education and do not have the corresponding property and conditions."

"Many parents cannot care for their children and so they give them to orphanages."

"Big financial costs are necessary for the healthcare of children with disabilities."

"They are pitied or ridiculed."
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Not protected at all
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10.0%

20.0%

30.0%
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50.0%

60.0%



When analyzing the results of the Survey a difference in opinion is apparent amongst children
with and without disabilities in regards to the degree of protection of the rights of children with
disabilities or special needs. As was assumed, in contrast to children without disabilities, the
majority of children with disabilities believe that their right to life is generally not protect-
ed: 25.7% of the the latter think this way (5.7% "not protected at all", 20.0% "somewhat not pro-
tected"), while 21.4% of children without disabilities are of the same opinion (3.4% "not protect-
ed at all", 18.0% "somewhat not protected") (Table 13). 

Table 13. In your opinion to what degree are the rights of children with disabilities 
protected in Armenia?

There is a significant difference of opinion between children with and without disabilities when
talking about the right to health care. The data presented in Table 14 suggests that more chil-
dren with disabilities consider their right to health care protected, while children without
disabilities are of a different opinion. Thus 82.9% of children with disabilities believe that their
above mentioned right is protected, with 40% suggesting that it is "fully protected" and 42.9%
"somewhat protected". Meanwhile 71.7% of children without disabilities believe that this right is
protected, 29.8% of which consider it to be "fully protected" and 41.9% "somewhat protected"
(Table 14).

Table 14. In your opinion to what degree are the rights of children with disabilities 
protected in Armenia?
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The right to life is:

Fully protected

Do you have any disability or special needs?

31.0%

43.0% 

18.0%

3.4%

4.6%

100.0%

34.3%

37.1%

20.0%

5.7%

2.9%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total

Yes No

The right to health care is:

Fully protected

Do you have any disability or special needs?

29.8%

41.9% 

19.5%

4.3%

4.5%

100.0%

40.0%

42.9%

8.6%

5.7%

2.9%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total

Yes No



As for the rights of children with disabilities to education, living with their family, to privacy, free-
dom of religion, to practice their own language and culture, then the responses of both children
with and without disabilities indicate a high level of protection of these rights. 

The responses of children with and without disabilities on the right to being protected from vio-
lence are compared in the following table. As already mentioned in this report, respondents con-
sider the level of protection of this right to be the lowest amongst children in general. 

Moreover in comparison with the opinion of those without disabilities, children with disabilities
believe that the realization of the protection of this right is less for them. If 37.1% of children with
disabilities suggest that it is protected (20.0% "fully",17.1% "somewhat protected"), then 54% of
those without disabilities are of the same opinion (22.6% "fully", 31.4% "somewhat protected");
furthermore, 48.5% of children with disabilities consider that their right to being protected
from violence is not protected, (31.4% "somewhat not protected", 17.1% "not protected at
all"), meanwhile only 40.3% of those without disabilities have expressed this view (28.5% of the
latter believe that it is "somewhat not protected", 11.8% that it is "not protected at all"). 

There is significant difference also in the case of "I have difficulty answering". 14.3% of children
with disabilities have had difficulty answering this question, compared to only 5.7% of the remain-
ing children (Table 15 and Chart 5):

Table 15. In your opinion to what degree are the rights of children with disabilities 
protected in Armenia?
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The right to be protected from violence is:

Fully protected

Do you have any disability or special needs?

Yes No

22.6%

31.4% 

28.5%

11.8%

5.7%

100.0%

20.0%

17.1%

31.4%

17.1%

14.3%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total



Chart 5. In your opinion to what degree are the rights of children with disabilities 
protected in Armenia?

With regards to the right of children with disabilities to participate in social life, in general a high-
er percentage of children without disabilities (55.2%) believe that this right of the children with
disabilities is protected; meanwhile a lower percentage of children with disabilities are of the
same opinion (42.8%) (Table 16). It should be noted that a very high percentage of children with
disabilities (22.9%) had difficulty answering this question. 

Table 16. In your opinion to what degree are the rights of children with disabilities 
protected in Armenia?

A similar pattern can be seen when discussing the right to freedom of expression. Much like in
the case of protection of the right of children with disabilities to participate in social life, more chil-
dren without disabilities (66.1%) believe that the right to freedom of expression is protected
among children with disabilities (35,8% "fully protected", 30.3% "somewhat protected"), where-
as a smaller group (57.1%) of children with disabilities  think that this is so (25.7% "fully protect-
ed", 31.4% "somewhat protected") (Table 17). 
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Participation in social life is:

Fully protected

Do you have any disability or special needs?

Yes No

21.9%

33.3% 

25.1%

9.9%

9.8%

100.0%

25.7%

17.1%

25.7%

8.6%

22.9%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total

Children without 
disabilities and 
special needs

Children with 
disabilities and 
special needs

Somewhat
protected

Fully 
protected

Not protected
at all

I have 
difficulty 

answering

Somewhat 
not protected

0.0%

5.0%

10.0%

15.0%

20.0%

25.0%

35.0%

30.0%



Table 17. In your opinion to what degree are the rights of children with disabilities 
protected in Armenia?

Interestingly, in contrast to children without disabilities, children with disabilities are more likely
to believe that their right to leisure, recreation and cultural life are protected in Armenia. If 67.5%
of children without disabilities consider that this right is generally protected (38.4 % "fully", 29.1%
"somewhat"), then 71.4% of children with disabilities believe it to be so (37.1% "fully", 34.3%
"somewhat"). Moreover, only 11.5% of children with disabilities consider their right to leisure,
recreation and culture not protected (8.6% "somewhat not", 2.9% "not at all"). 
Meanwhile 26.2% of those without disabilities have this conviction (18.0% "somewhat not", 8.2%
"not at all") (Table 18).

Table 18. In your opinion to what degree are the rights of children with disabilities 
protected in Armenia?

Thus, generalizing the data discussed above, we can conclude that, in contrast to children with-
out disabilities, a greater number of children with disabilities consider some of their rights - in par-
ticular, the rights to health care, to living with their family, to leisure, recreation and cultural life,
as well as to freedom of religion - protected in Armenia. 
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Freedom of expression is:

Fully protected

Do you have any disability or special needs?

Yes No

35.8%

30.3% 

20.7%

9.6%

3.6%

100.0%

25.7%

31.4%

25.7%

5.7%

11.4%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total

The right to leisure, recreation and 
cultural life is:

Fully protected

Do you have any disability or special needs?

Yes No

38.4%

29.1% 

18.0%

8.2%

5.7%

100.0%

37.1%

34.3%

8.6%

2.9%

17.1%

100.0%

Somewhat protected

Somewhat not protected

Not protected at all

I have difficulty answering

Total



However it is the opposite picture in terms of the protection of the right to life and the rights to
be protected from violence, to participate in social life and freedom of expression. In the opinion
of both children with and without disabilities or special needs, the right to education and the right
to privacy for children with disabilities are equally protected.

2.5. A comparative analysis of the protection of rights of children with and
without disabilities

Although the survey respondents with disabilities or special needs amounted to only 5.1%, the
overall high number of survey respondents made it possible to construct two-dimensional tables
and observe the relationship between disability and the level of protection of rights. 

Results suggest that certain differences exist between the level of protection of the various rights
of children with and without disabilities5. The following charts compare the degree to which the
rights of children in general6 and children with disabilities are protected in Armenia (Charts 6-12).

Chart 6. To what degree is children's right to life protected in Armenia? 

The data presented in Chart 6 confirms that in Armenia the right to life of children with dis-
abilities is less protected than of children in general. 19.5% of respondents answered the
question on the protection of the right to life with "not protected at all", whilst 26.6% of children
with disabilities responded in the same manner to the same question.
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5 Charts 6-12 compare the responses of children in general and children with disabilities on questions
regarding the protection of their rights.
6 This includes both children with and without disabilities or special needs.

Children with disabilities

All survey respondents

Not protectedProtected I have difficulty 
answering

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

70.0%

80.0%

60.0%

74.4%73.2%

26.6%

19.5%

4.6%
7.2%



Chart 7. To what degree is children's right to health care protected in Armenia?

A similar pattern is evident in terms of the protection of the right to health care. The data reflected in
Chart 7 suggests that the level of protection of the right to health care is lower amongst chil-
dren with disabilities than children in general. Although there is no significant difference in per-
centages, but the trend is obvious - 23.4% of children with disabilities believe this right is not protect-
ed, while 20.1% of children in general have the same opinion.  

Chart 8. To what degree is children's right to live with their family protected in Armenia?
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Children with disabilities

All survey respondents

Not protectedProtected I have difficulty 
answering
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30.0%
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70.0%
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4.4%4.3%
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30.0%

40.0%
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70.0%

80.0%

90.0%

60.0%

75.3%
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21.3%

13.7%

3.4%3.5%
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There is a significant difference in the responses to the question concerning the protection of
the right to live with family. According to respondents, this right is less protected among
children with disabilities than among children in general (Chart 8). 13.7% of children
responded that this right is not protected, whereas the same response was given by 21.3% of
children with disabilities. 

The right to privacy is also fulfilled less among children with disabilities than among children in
general (Chart 9). 30.4% and 24.7% respectively of respondents have opted for the option "not
protected". 

Chart 9. To what degree is children's right to privacy protected in Armenia?

The same trend is evident in terms of the protection of the right to education, participation in
social life and the right to leisure, recreation and cultural life. There are obvious differences
between the levels of protection of the rights to education, participation in social life, leisure,
recreation and cultural life of children with disabilities and of children in general. These differ-
ences are thoroughly presented in Charts 10-12. According to Survey results, the levels of pro-
tection of the above mentioned rights are lower for children with disabilities than for children in
general.

The low level of protection of the right to education of children with disabilities is evident
in the responses of 22.8% of children who believe that the right of children with disabili-
ties to education is not protected. This is in contrast to the 9.5% of negative responses on the
protection of the right to education for children in general.
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Children with disabilities

All survey respondents

Not protectedProtected I have difficulty 
answering

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%
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24.7%

6.3%
8.5%



Chart 10. To what degree is children's right to education protected in Armenia?

35% of respondents confirm that the level of protection of the right of children with dis-
abilities to participate in social life is low.

The same response in terms of the the above mentioned right of all children in general amounts
to 24.6%. 

Chart 11. To what degree is children's right to participate in social life protected 
in Armenia?
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There is also a significant difference between the level of protection of the right of children with
disabilities to leisure, recreation and cultural life, to that of children in general. If 12.8% of respon-
dents believe that this right is not protected for children in general, then in the case of children
with disabilities this number is 25.4%. 

Chart 12. To what degree is children's right to leisure, recreation and culture protected 
in Armenia?

As already discussed in previous sections of this report, survey data indicates that children feel
more vulnerable to violence. Although children with disabilities believe that they are not protect-
ed from violence, the comparison of answers of all the respondents show that children in gener-
al consider children with disabilities more protected from violence than those without disabilities
(Chart 13). 

The level of realization of the right to protection from violence is quite low among both children
with disabilities and children in general. Only 47.5% of respondents believe that this right of chil-
dren is protected, while 44.2% believe the opposite. 

Nevertheless, the responses to questions regarding children with disabilities have shown
that the protection of the right to being protected from violence is on a relatively higher
level; 53.2% responded "is protected", while 40.6% "not protected" (Chart 13).
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Chart 13. To what degree is children's right to be protected from violence protected 
in Armenia?

2.6. The opinion of children on the priority of their rights

The questionnaire included an open question, which gave respondents the opportunity to high-
light, in their opionion, the more important rights. The result is as follows: the most important
right for the respondents is the right to education (19.8%); 15.3% highlighted freedom of
expression; 11.7%, the right to life; 9.8%, the right to live with their family; and 9.3%, the
right to health care.

Surprisingly, only 6.0% of respondents considered the right to be protected from violence
to be the most important, although research data proves that the level of protection from
violence, unlike the protection of other rights, is on a much lower level. In addition to the
above mentions rights, respondents pointed out the importance of some other rights, which can
be seen in detail in Table 19.
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Table 19. Please specify those rights of the child that you feel are especially important.
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The right to education 19.8%

The right to live with their family 9.8%

The right to health care 9.3%

The right to be protected from violence 6.0%

The right to leisure, recreation and cultural life 5.8%

The right to a free life 5.5%

All the rights 3.5%

The right to freedom of religion 3.1%

The right to participate in social life 2.3%

The right to privacy 1.4%

The right to live in their community 1.2%

The right to be protected from discrimination 0.5%

The right to freedom of movement 0.4%

The right to practice their own culture and language 0.4% 

The right to freedom of association 0.3% 

The right to social justice 0.1%

The right to a name and nationality 0.1%

I have difficulty answering 3.1%

Total 100.0%

The right to life 11.7%

The right to freedom of expression 15.3%

The right to a happy childhood 0.2%

The right to a protected environment 0.1%

The protection of the rights of people with disabilities 0.1%

The right to labour 0.1%



2.7. Participation of children in decision-making and rights protection

Responses to the question "To what degree is your opinion taken into account when making
decisions?" show that, indicators on taking the child's opinion into account decrease from
the micro level (friends, family, school) up to the macro level. This is to say that children believe
that their opinion is taken into account less in the community, the country and the world (the
response "not taken into consideration at all" was chosen by 16.9%, 35.2% and 47.0% corre-
spondingly). In responding to this question, children expressed their opinion on their possible
participation in decision-making processes in different contexts (Table 20).

Table 20. To what degree is your opinion taken into account when making decisions?

It should be noted that a very high percentage of the respondents (74.9%) consider their
opinion taken into account by members of the opposite sex (33.9% "fully", 41.0% "some-
what taken into account") (Table 20). 

42.9% of children believe their parents to be responsible for protecting their rights: in par-
ticular, 22.0% have noted that the father bears the responsibility, while 20.9% state the
mother. 21.6% of children think they themselves are responsible, while 14.9% consider
the protection of their rights the responsibility of the state. This is an important factor for
the establishment of civil society. The responsibility of teachers, friends, society, adults, rela-
tives, law enforcement bodies and NGOs as protectors of children's rights are rarely mentioned
(Table 21).
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In the circle of friends 56.8% 36.1% 1.9% 1.5% 3.7%

Not taken
into account

at all

51.5% 40.1% 3.7% 0.6% 4.1%

28.5% 51.8% 10.4% 2.3% 6.9%

8.5% 31.4% 29.7% 16.9% 13.5%

4.8% 10.9% 28.5% 35.2% 20.6%

3.4% 8.4% 16.7% 47.0% 24.5%

33.9% 41.0% 5.9% 4.6% 14.7%

In family

In the community

Among members of 
the opposite sex

Fully 
I have 

difficulty
answering

In school

In the world 

In the country

Somewhat
taken into
account

Somewhat
not taken

into account



Table 21. Who is responsible for protecting your rights?

Table 22. What will you do if your rights are violated?
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Law enforcement bodies 0.4%

0.1%NGOs

100.0%Total

Society 4.7%

3.1%

0.7%

Adults

Relatives

The state  14.9%

6.6% 

4.9% 

Teachers 

Friends 

My father 22.0%

21.6%

20.9%

Myself

My mother

0.3%I have difficulty answering

I have difficulty answering 1.3%

100.0%Total

Go to friends, relatives 1.8%

0.3%

0.2%

Will do nothing

Will demonstrate

Go to the mass media  8.4%

2.5% 

2.4% 

Appeal to the custodian center 

I will violate their rights 

Turn to my parents 37.6%

28.0%

17.4%

Initiate negotiations

Go to court

It is logical that children would go to
their parents first if their rights have
been violated (37.6%). Believing in their
own strengths, 24.6% of respondents
would initiate negotiations. 17.4% of
respondents have noted that they would go
to court, while 8.4% would go to the mass
media. 

It is gratifying that the survey results
indicate the existence of confidence
towards the mass media and the courts,
once again confirming the shaping of
trust in civil society institutions among
the younger generation.

It should be noted that, although rather
rarely (2.4%), the idea "I will violate the
right of whoever violates mine" was also
expressed (Table 22).



2.8. Examples of children's rights violations

90% of respondents have stated that their rights have not been violated, while 10% have noted
that there have been cases where their rights were violated.

Respondents often (37.3%) suggest the violation of the right to freedom of expression, 10.7%
have had their right to be protected from discrimination violated, the right to life of 8.0%, the right
to education of 6.7% and the right to protection from violence of yet another 6.7% have been vio-
lated. Table 23 shows the manifestation of rights violations in more detail.  

Table 23. Which of your rights has been violated?

Although for children the inadequate level of protection of the right to be protected from violation
is more distressing, when it comes to their personal experience children more often confirm the
violation of their rights to freedom of expression and being protected from discrimination
by 37.3% and 10.7%, respectively.

Detailing examples of violations of rights, respondents talked about different types of discrimina-
tion. In particular:

• The child's right to education was violated due to scarce financial conditions.

• The child was misled (lied to) taking into account the age factor.
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Freedom of expression 37.3%

Right to education 6.7%

To be protected from violence 6.7%

Right to free life 6.7%

Right to leisure, recreation, cultural life and sports 5.3%

Right to health care 4.0%

Right to live in my community 1.3%

Right to privacy 1.3%

Right to practice my own language and culture 1.3%

Right to freedom of movement 1.3%

Right to access information 1.3%

I have difficulty answering 8.0%

Total 100.0%

Right to life 8.0%

To be protected from discrimination 10.7%



• Pupils were compared to one another and insulted.

• In school the child was deprived of the right to speak and participate in an event.

Some children have also considered the following as violations of rights:

• The driver smoking in public transport.

• Showing only soap operas on television.

1.0% of children mentioned that physical violence was used against them: they were
beaten.

18.8% of respondents were witness to the violation of the rights of another person. 56.6% of the
respondents said that the rights of a friend or classmate had been violated, 22.9% had witnessed
the violation of the rights of a stranger, and 7.6% confirmed the violation of the rights of a child
with disability/pupil. 4.6% of respondents refused to mention a specific person, and another 4.6%
had difficulty answering this question (Table 24).

Table 24. The violation of whose rights have you witnessed?

When it comes to the violation of the rights of others, respondents have often witnessed
the violation of the right to be protected from violence (25.2%). Cases of violation of the right
to freedom of expression have also been encountered many times (24.5%).  

12.6% of respondents have witnessed the violation of the right to education. 9.8% confirm cases
of violation of the right to be protected from discrimination.  9.1% of respondents  have witnessed
the violation of the right to leisure, recreation and cultural life (Table 25).

_ 31 _

Total 100.0%

Worker 0.8%

4.6%

4.6%

Refuse to answer

I have difficulty answering

Brother/sister  1.5% 

0.8% 

0.8% 

Citizen that has applied to court 

Teacher

Friend/classmate 56.5%

22.9%

7.6%

Stranger

Child with disability/pupil



Table 25. Which rights have you witnessed the violation of ?

Many of the respondents have witnessed manifestations of cases of discriminatory attitudes, in
particular:

• The right to education was violated due to limited financial resources.

• Discrimination between pupils and students; comparing good and bad learners

• Ridiculing children with disabilities and expelling them from school

• Depriving children of the right to speak at school

• Insulting children in the presence of everybody

• Demanding more from the worker than stipulated

• Prohibiting participation in a classroom event
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Protection from violation 25.2%

Protection from discrimination 9.8%

Right to leisure, recreation and cultural life 9.1%

Freedom of religion 2.8%

Right to health care 2.8%

Right to labour 2.8%

Right to life 2.1%

Right to live in their own family 0.7%

To participate in social life 0.7%

Freedom of movement 0.7%

All the rights 0.7%

Right to social justice 0.7%

Total 100.0%

Right to education 12.6%

Freedom of expression 24.5%

I have difficulty answering 4.9%



• The child not being allowed to participate in classroom activities, such as birthdays, etc. by

his family because of the religious beliefs of his/her parents; and also the child being forced

to convert.

It is important to note that when asked "How was your right violated?" 6.7% of the respondents
answered that violence was exerted against them (Table 23), but 25.2% witnessed violence
against another person. Such a difference in data suggests that cases of violence occur very
often, but when talking about themselves children are less likely to voice them.
Attention should also be paid to the fact that if cases of violations of personal rights constitute
10%, then in the case of the rights of other people (friends, classmates, relatives, strangers) it is
18.8%. The same pattern can be seen here: children are reluctant to voice violations of their own
rights, discussing with ease the violation of other people's rights.
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3. CONCLUSIONS

Results of the Survey done by children within the framework of the EU funded "Speaking for
Myself" project made it possible to discover the level of awareness of children on the UN
Convention on the Right of the Child, to present the level of protection of different rights of chil-
dren, including children with disabilities and special needs, as well as to compare the level of
protection of rights among children with and without disabilities and reveal cases of violations of
these rights.Thus, the majority of children (72.5%) have heard of the UN Convention on the Right
of the Child, while 27.5% are not yet aware of the aforementioned Convention. This jeopardizes
the total protection of children's rights.

The results of the survey also indicate differences in the protection of the different rights.  Among
children the level of protection of the right to be protected from violence, the right to privacy, the
right to participate in social life and the right to freedom of expression are generally lower com-
pared to other rights. The low level of protection from violence is particularly worrying. According
to 29.8% of children this right is "somewhat not protected", while 14.4% consider it "not protect-
ed at all". Protection from violence is at the lowest level among both children with and without
disabilities. Alongside this, the level of protection of rights such as the right to life, health
care, living with family, education and participation in social life are low among children
with disabilities. 

The Survey also reveals some gender differences in the context of children's rights.  For exam-
ple, the protection of the right of life and freedom of expression of males is on a lower level than
that of females. Meanwhile from the perspective of the rights to be protected from violence, par-
ticipation in social life and the right to leisure, play and cultural life, girls feel more helpless
than boys.

Respondents have predominantly emphasized the importance of the right to education (19.8%);
15.3% have emphasized the importance of the right to freedom of expression, 11.7% the right to
life and security, 9.8% to live with their family, 9.3% to health care. Surprisingly, the right to pro-
tection from violence was emphasized by only 6.0% of respondents as the most important, while
according to the Survey data the protection of this right, unlike others, is at a much lower level.
When mentioning examples of violations of children's rights, first and foremost the violation of
the right to freedom of expression and protection from discrimination should be emphasized
(37.3% and 10.7% respectively). Attention should also be paid to the fact that only 10% of
children mentioned a violation of their right, while 18.8% have witnessed the violation of
another person's rights.Therefore it can be assumed that cases of violations are met with
greater frequency than just 10%. When talking about personal rights, the indicator for violation
of the right to be protected from violence is lower (6.7%) than when it comes to the same right
of other people (25.2%).
The following pattern was also discovered: the opinion of children is more often taken into
account when decision-making is done on the micro-level (friends, family, school), with indica-
tors decreasing when transition is made to the macro level.

In the sphere of the protection of rights, there is confidence in civil society organizations such as
the mass media and the courts. Moreover, children know that the state is also responsible for the
protection of rights, which confirms that there are grounds for the establishment of civil society
in Armenia.
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4.  RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the conclusions of this research the children made the following recommendations:

• The state must take all necessary measures to guarantee the safety of the children in their

everyday life.

• The Ministry of Education should find ways to support children's/youth clubs in schools,

where children's participation will be promoted and encouraged.   

• Children should be encouraged to report violence or any other form of rights violation through

public campaigns and the media.

• Schools should allocate more time to informing children about matters concerning them,

since schools are considered an important source of information. 

• TV and radio programs entitled "My right" should be produced and broadcast in which, in

addition to theoretical information, best practices in protecting various rights of children

should be presented.

• The state should reduce violent programs, shows and movies on TV.

• Organize performances on equality, human rights and the protection of those rights for pre-

school children. 

• Carry out extensive discussions and debates on children's rights where children, parents and

teachers can also take part.

• Hold local discussions and debates (schools, communities) where children can present their

personal opinions on everyday issues concerning them. 

• Make the UN Convention on the Right of the Child more user-friendly for school children, and

distribute it in schools and other educational institutions.

• Build sanatoriums for children with disabilities that will be free of charge.

• Organize special classes for children who are blind, mute or have hearing impairments, so

that they also can receive quality education.

• Build ramps at schools so that children with disabilities can easily move around.

• Prohibit smoking in public spaces, because smoke is not good for children's health.
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• Some form of basic legal education should be introduced in school curricula so that children

acquire a good basis for understanding their own rights.

• Organize trainings for teachers on the topic "All children are equal," so as to stop their dis-

crimination of students based on their financial status, the reputation of the children's parents

and the learning abilities of the child.

• Police officers should do more to protect the rights of children, especially of those who live in

violent conditions.
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