I suggest forming the title more exact: "First elections of municipal council of Yerevan ", as on May 31 took place elections of municipal council of Yerevan, not the Mayor. 
1. In point 9, I suggest referring, that "confrontation rose after the Presidential elections in 2008 after crash between the police and demonstrators". 
Otherwise, the complete notion of the situation will remain incomplete for a reader. 
2.  In point 21 there is an error connected with the formation of Central Electoral Commission: 1 member is pointed not by the Central Electoral Commission, but the President of Republic of Armenia. 
3. In point 23 I suggest taking into account the clarifications that I have gave connected with the recommendation. 
That is, visual signs were not connected with the less of active campaign, but the circumstance of using their financial recourses more rationally by the political parties. In this sense there are financial reports of all political parties that participated in elections where it is obvious. 

The same explanations were given the observers during their visit in Yerevan by representatives of all political parties.  

4. Point 24: this citation is very disputable. 
It is in direct contradiction with the description given by point 25 and 26. Estimations of Mesrop Movsisyan are very political and very subjective. During the meeting with observers all political parties (among them oppositionals) mentioned, that they do not have any issue connected with the airtime during the pre-electoral process.  
Campaign by public and private TVs is under special legislative regulation and strictly is inspected during the pre-electoral campaign. Any political party (all the more from the authority wing) did not have quantitative advantage in the issue of using airtime. 
Airtime was not expansive connected with the several previous elections. 
Issue of availability of airtime (by basing of watched time) is extremely subjective. 
So I would suggest dismissing point 24. 
5.  Connected with the point 31. 
· Provision of storing the ballots on the eve of electoral day in safes in the polling stations is not illegal. It is a requirement of law and proxies or observers are not authorized provide security of safes. Activity by the mentioned provisions is completely legal and corresponds with the requirements of the law. 
· Providing polling stations with 3% more ballots than voters registered is also a requirement of the law and completely legal. 
· Coming to polling stations by microbuses can not be qualifies as illegal activity. It is a typical phenomenon to elections, but no a violation of the law or interfere of public authorities. Microbuses are private in Armenia generally and public transport is implemented by private operators and individuals. On the Election Day coming to poling stations by microbuses is not implemented at the expanse of implementing transport-transfers. Of course, in some countries it is a typical phenomenon to elections, but it is not an illegal activity. 
· Concerning intervention of works of opposition journalists: for being balanced it would be right to emphasize also that opposition journalists themselves also intervened the works of commissions. The case of opposition journalist, who announced herself being bitten up in her work (which she also made during the press conference), was just such an incident, when the journalist herself intervened works of the commission, as a result of which arise troubles. 
The above mentioned is my own information. 
As official information connected with these cases, I would like to mention that on the basis of the announcement of the journalist the Prosecution initiated criminal cases immediately, but the same journalist refused to evidence and confirm her announcement. 
6. Connected with point 36 I suggest dismissing second half of the text connected with the vote-buying, far the more referring the amount of bribes. Especially, that people who gave such information, are representatives of oppositionists. 
I think it is more expedient to mention as a separate point that "observers got separate pieces of information also on cases of vote-bribes". 
7. In point 40 the following sentence is unclear: " There was the acknowledgement of irregularities and fraud in some areas by the Yerevan authorities who took measures to respond to these allegations."  It perceives that authorities of Yerevan made irregularities. Probably, other formation is needed. 
"There were irregularities, ……, to which appropriate state bodies responded". But not authorities of Yerevan (they do not have that authorization), but Central Electoral Commission and the Prosecutor's office. 
8. I want to give the following information connected with points 41, 42 and 43, which will be useful for exacting of those points. 
· During the elections of municipal council of Yerevan, 9 criminal cases were opened, out of which 3 and 2 criminal cases separated from 1 were sent to the court. 
Hearings of 5 criminal cases sent to the court were closed, and on 8 people was pronounced the verdict. 
4 criminal cases was pronounced decision of quashing the cases, 
1 criminal cases was pronounced decision of suspending the case,

Preliminary investigation of 1 case is being continued. 

· All pieces of information referring to the violations were quickly responded by the Central Electoral Commission and the Prosecutor's Office. 
· Violations mainly took at specific areas (Maltia-Sebastia). 
· 42 cases of violation of elections were registered by the observers of Embassy of the USA in Armenia, majority of which are remarks of technical nature. For instance, coming out and in of the room of the Head of the electoral commission, or not having badges of proxies, which are not violation of the law. So, all cases refer to only 15 stations out of 439 in Yerevan. 
So, with all these observations, I think that the Explanatory Memorandum and Recommendation will not make the impression that violations are of systematic nature or elections took place with violations in general. 
Pointing out the shortcomings clearly, it is desirable, that the progress tendency of electoral process is clearly seen. 
