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Abstract

The global expansion of money laundering and its emergence as an autonomous criminal
phenomenon, driven by economic globalization, compelled the international community to
develop effective legal instruments to combat this threat. On the one hand, an international
AML (Anti-Money Laundering) legal framework was established; on the other hand, the
transposition of this framework into national legislation - particularly with respect to so-called
~conventional crimes“ - triggered significant legal challenges.

The criminalization of money laundering in the form demanded by the international AML
regime has proven to be incompatible with the principle of legal certainty. Georgia, among
other countries, has formally fulfilled its obligations to combat money laundering; however,
in doing so, it has adopted a legal definition that, in substance, contradicts the principle of
legality - specifically, the requirement of lex certa.

This research is motivated by this tension and aims to assess the compliance of Georgia’s
criminal law definition of money laundering with the principle of legal certainty. To that end,
the thesis employs historical-legal, comparative-legal, and analytical-evaluative methods to
examine the essence of money laundering, relevant international instruments, and the
legislative approaches of selected states. Based on the standards developed by the
Constitutional Court of Georgia and the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR), the
research analyses the extent to which Article 194 of the Georgian Criminal Code meets the
standard of foreseeability.

The study of the provision’s normative content and the relevant case law of Georgian courts
reveals that the existing regulation fails to comply with the requirements of the principle of
foreseeability.

As a result, the thesis proposes specific recommendations aimed at ensuring greater legal
clarity and precision. This work contributes to identifying the critical tension between the
fulfilment of international obligations and the protection of fundamental human rights.
Keywords: Money Laundering, Lex Certa, Overcriminalization, Criminal Law, Conventional

Crime.



