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Abstract

In 2009, Georgia transitioned its criminal procedural legislation to the adversarial
model. As a natural corollary of this model's logic, the pre-trial preparation of witnesses is an
inherent requirement - an institution spanning a broad spectrum from legitimate
familiarisation to impermissible coaching, which Georgian law has failed to adequately

regulate for over a decade.

This thesis aims to delineate the legal boundary between legitimate witness preparation
and impermissible coaching, to identify the regulatory vacuum in Georgian law and to
formulate practical recommendations based on comparative analysis for addressing that

vacuum.

The study employs doctrinal, comparative-legal, formal-dogmatic, systemic,

evaluative, case-law and descriptive-analytical methods.

The study establishes that legitimate preparation and impermissible coaching are
distinguished along three axes: the attorney's intent, the nature of the method employed and
the integrity of the witness's independent memory. The psychological mechanisms of memory
render this boundary a grey zone. Comparative analysis of three systems - the United States,
England and Wales, and the ICC - demonstrates that even a shared epistemological foundation
gives rise to substantially divergent normative outcomes. Analysis of the Georgian legal

framework reveals a pervasive regulatory vacuum.

The thesis concludes that Georgia has failed to adequately regulate witness preparation
for over a decade since adopting the adversarial model and advances de lege ferenda

recommendations at the legislative and ethical levels.

Keywords: witness preparation, witness coaching, witness familiarisation, adversarial

criminal procedure, Georgian criminal procedure law, legal ethics



