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Abstract

This present work examines the interplay between pre-trial detention justification
standards and the right to a fair trial. Among preventive measures, detention constitutes the
most severe form, applied solely in cases of utmost necessity due to its substantial interference
with fundamental human rights. Based on the principles of proportionality and necessity, the
more intense the degree of interference with rights, the more robust and well-founded the
justification required for its application. The absence of a solid, adequate, and persuasive
justification is contrary to the right to a fair trial. In turn, the inadequate implementation of

this right serves as a catalyst for negative public perceptions.

The relevance of the issues addressed is underscored by the inconsistency observed
within Georgian judicial practice. The study seeks to identify deficiencies in Georgian
legislation and jurisprudence, and to propose potential remedies. The reader is given the
opportunity to familiarize himself with an overview of both domestic and international
judicial precedents. For an in-depth analysis of the topic, the paper draws upon both Georgian

and foreign academic literature.

The research employs qualitative, teleological methods as well as the case study
approach, which allows for the incorporation of practical examples to substantiate the
arguments presented. The goal of the paper is to consolidate information pertinent to the

research topic and present it to the readers in understandable language.

Key words: preventive measure, detention, justification standards, right to a fair trial,

public trust factor.

1ii



