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Abstract

This master's thesis discusses the procedural aspects of admissibility of the evidence in criminal
proceedings. The Criminal procedure code of Georgia regulates the rules of crime investigation,
prosecution and administration of justice. The main tool in this process is the evidence. In order to
convict a defendant of a crime, a prosecutor must present enough evidence to prove all the
elements of the offense beyond a reasonable doubt. Whereas, the defense attorney tries to gather
evidence to prove his innocence. Both the prosecution and the defense attorney are involved in
the process of procuring evidence. Therefore, it is important to set up the rights and
responsibilities of the parties so that the taking of evidence does not take the form of an arbitrary,
unjustified restriction of constitutional human rights and freedom. One of the guarantees of this is
the admissibility of evidence in criminal law. In order to find what are the main reasons for the
admissibility of evidence, | conducted a survey. In particular, on the basis of doctrinal research and
analysis of case-law, it was revealed what is meant by the concept of real violation of the law. Also,
some shortcomings about the admissibility of evidence were identified. Which are mainly related
to the powers of the parties, the role of the court in examining the admissibility of evidence during
a plea agreement, the issue of the use of indirect testimony. The paper will give recommendations

to help address these apparent errors.

Key words: Evidence; substantial violation; indirect testimony; admissibility of evidence..



