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Abstract

The subject of study of this work is the distribution of the burden of proof and the evaluation of
evidences in civil law. It is impossible to proceed civil disputes without being aware of
evidentiary activity, since the success of the case mainly depends on how the parties are able to
justify the circumstances indicated in the appeal or the counterclaim through the relevant

evidences.

The work discusses and analyzes the decisions of the Supreme Court of Georgia on civil cases
and theoretical issues as well. Consequently, the subject of study is important and relevant for

people interested in civil procedure law.

The work reviews issues such as the essence of forensic evidence, the means of its determination
and the rule of distribution of the burden of proof between the parties. As a result of the study it
has been identified that the subject of proof is determined by the parties according to the factual
circumstances indicated in the appeal and the counterclaim, and on the basis of the material
legislation it is determined how the burden of proof should be distributed between the parties.
Consequently, the evidentiary process depends on the activities of the parties. The general and
special rules for the distribution of the burden of proof between the parties are also allocated as
separate topics. It is analyzed how the burden of proof should be distributed between the
disputes arising from particular contractual-legal relationships. The allocation of the contractual
disputes into separate issues has been provided by the fact that there are often made mistakes in
such types of disputes in connection with the evidentiary process. As regards to the legal
assessment of the evidences presented in the case, it has also been determined that the evidences
should be evaluated based on the principles of their admissibility and relevance. It is important
to identify disputable factual circumstances by appropriate evidences. In addition, it is
impossible to give legal qualification to the evidences presented in the case, which do not have

any touch point with the case. During the evidence evaluation the inner conviction of judges
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must be based only on effective examination of the evidences in conjunction with other

evidences.

Search keywords: Forensic Proof; The Subject of Proof; The Burden of Proof; Forensic

Evidences; Evaluation of Evidences;



