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Abstract

In the context of the legal reforms implemented in Georgia, the system of periodic review
of detention and the issue of its effective regulation have become highly relevant for legal
science. This institution constitutes one of the most essential guarantees for the protection of
the right to liberty and security of person. Consequently, this paper will present a synthetic
analysis of Georgian theory and practice regarding the periodic review of detention applied
as a measure of constraint.

In the process of writing this paper, several types of research methodology (instruments)
characteristic of legal science have been utilized, namely: doctrinal, descriptive-overview,
comparative, analytical, deductive, inductive, evaluative, and synthetic methods, on the basis
of which the paper relies on legal argumentation.

The research has revealed that despite the theoretical approaches existing within the
Georgian legal framework, the control over the periodic review of detention is not
adequately ensured in practice. It was demonstrated that this procedure often bears a formal
and formulaic character, during which judges mechanically repeat the text of the initial
warrant without assessing the real change in threats over time a shortcoming further
exacerbated by the absence of an appeals mechanism.

The study shows that in order to ensure the effectiveness of the mechanism for the
periodic review of detention, it is essential to further develop judicial practice, strengthen
the active role of the judge, refine the standard of justification for extending detention, and
implement the requirements established by the case-law of the European Court of Human

Rights in a more consistent manner within the national legal space.

Keywords: Measure of constraint; Detention; Periodic review; Right to personal liberty;

Standard of justification; Appeals mechanisms.



