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Abstract

Introduction: The paper discusses the admissibility of evidence in criminal proceedings.
It sets out the grounds on which specific evidence may be declared admissible or inadmissible.
Also, the problems that accompany the admissibility of evidence are presented. Considered
substantial and non-substantial infringing evidence and their admissibility in criminal

proceedings are discussed.

Purpose: The purpose of the study is to review the admissibility of evidence and to

identify problems that may accompany the admissibility of evidence.

Method(s): It wused doctrinal research, comparative, historical-comparative,
descriptivel/review, assessment, systematic, discussion methods, as well as secondary research

analysis.

Outcomes/Key findings: Some shortcomings in the paper have been identified that
accompany the admissibility of the evidence. For example, all the factual circumstances of the
indirect testimony must be corroborated by other testimonies or not, if it is possible to

corrohorate the general content of the testimony, and so on.

Discussion/Summary: Finally in summary form, it can be said that evidence plays an
important role in criminal proceedings. Consequently, the paper discusses this topical in an
interesting way. Various literature on this topic was found and analyzed, on the basis of which

certain findings and problems were analyzed.

Keywords: Admissibility, Evidence, Admissibility/Inadmissibility of Evidence, Evidence

obtained with substantial violation.



