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Abstract
The present thesis examines the constitutional standards governing restrictions on the right
to freedom of expression, in accordance with the practice of the Constitutional Court of
Georgia, specifically regarding freedom of assembly. The primary aim of the research is to
evaluate the extent to which the Constitutional Court consistently and effectively fulfils its

function of safeguarding these rights under the Constitution.

To achieve this objective, a legal-dogmatic research method was employed, on the basis of
which the analysis of three rulings of the Constitutional Court of Georgia was conducted—
No. 2/6/1511, No. 1/3/538, and No. 3/5/1502, 1503. The research identified three systemic
issues of a general nature. Firstly, the court frequently refers solely to constitutional
standards, including the standard of a politician’s 'special obligation of tolerance,' at a
declarative level, and fails to ensure their consistent practical application. Secondly, the
usage of the unexplained standard of 'good faith interpretation' creates a formal illusion of
constitutional protection, as the criterion that renders a norm constitutional is not explicitly
reflected in the normative text. Thirdly, significant delays in the adoption of court decisions
are particularly problematic for the right to freedom of assembly, as this right is inherently
time-sensitive and its effective realisation is connected to specific political and social
contexts. This work concludes that the existing practice of constitutional review does not
fully guarantee the genuine and practical safeguarding of fundamental rights. Therefore, a
transition from a formal determination of constitutionality to an effective model of
constitutional protection is an essential prerequisite for the further advancement of judicial

practice.
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