PERIODICA

Journal of Modern Philosophy, Social Sciences and Humanities

ISSN NO:2720-4030 Volume 41 April, 2025

The concept and legal nature of the institution of withdrawal
Iin the economic process under the legislation of Uzbekistan

Ibratova Feruza
Professor of Tashkent State Law University, Doctor of Law
Sobirova Muslimakhon
Student of Tashkent State Law University
ABSTRACT ARTICLE INFO
The article examines the essence of the institution of recusal in ~ Received: 28" February,
economic proceedings, the grounds and mechanism of its application 2025
to the judge and other participants in the case, and also identifies ~ Accepted: 26"  March
existing problems and prospects for the development of this 2025
institution in the context of the current stage of development of

economic proceedings in the Republic of Uzbekistan. KEYWORDS:
recusal, judge, economic
court, impartiality,

objectivity, process.

Economic litigation in the Republic of Uzbekistan occupies a key place in ensuring the legal protection
of the interests of business entities. One of the most important elements that guarantees objectivity and
impartiality in resolving economic disputes is the institution of challenge. This procedural mechanism is aimed
at removing from participation in the case those persons whose presence may affect the legality and fairness
of the adopted judicial act®.

The relevance of the challenge institute is one of the effective tools to ensure a fair trial and requires
further improvement in light of ongoing reforms in the judicial and legal system of Uzbekistan. A
comprehensive analysis of the procedure for applying the rules on challenge allows us to identify existing
shortcomings, as well as outline possible ways to eliminate them, which helps to strengthen the legal
guarantees of participants in the economic process.

The institution of recusal in economic proceedings is a set of procedural rules governing the procedure
for removing from participation in the consideration of a case those persons whose objectivity or impartiality
may raise doubts?. Its key task is to ensure the independence of the judiciary and create conditions for making
fair and legal decisions on economic disputes.

The Economic Procedural Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan contains special provisions devoted to
the institution of challenge, which indicates its significant role in the system of procedural guarantees. Thus,
Article 20 of the Economic Procedural Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan stipulates that a judge must be
removed from participation in a case if there are circumstances that could cast doubt on his impartiality?®.

1 Xabubynnaes [. OcHOBaHWUs ANsi YBOMbHEHWS CyabU B rpaxaaHckoM npouecce //O630p 3akoHoaaTenbcTea
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The institution of recusal has a dual legal nature: on the one hand, it represents the right of participants
in the process to file a recusal, and on the other hand, it represents the obligation of the judge or other
participant in the process to initiate self-recusal if there are grounds provided for by law.

The legislative framework on which the functioning of the institution of withdrawal in Uzbekistan is
based includes:

— Constitution of the Republic of Uzbekistan;

— Economic Procedural Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan;

— Law of the Republic of Uzbekistan "On Courts";

— Resolutions of the Plenum of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan.

The Constitution of the Republic of Uzbekistan enshrines the principle of independence of the judiciary,
which is the fundamental basis for the functioning of the institution of challenge. In accordance with Article
106 of the Constitution, judges are independent, subject only to the law, and interference in their activities is
inadmissible®.

Chapter 4 of the Economic Procedural Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan (Articles 20—-24) regulates
in detail the procedure and grounds for the recusal and self-recusal of both judges and other participants in the
process. The Law of the Republic of Uzbekistan “On Courts” also strengthens the guarantees of impartiality
of judicial activity, prohibiting any interference in the activities of judges®.

In addition, the Plenum of the Supreme Court provides practical explanations on the application of the
rules on the application of a challenge, contributing to the unification of judicial practice and the correct
interpretation of procedural rules.

The Economic Procedural Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan establishes an exhaustive list of grounds
for the challenge of judges. According to Article 20 of the Economic Procedural Code of the Republic of
Uzbekistan, a judge cannot participate in the consideration of a case and is subject to challenge if:

1) he participated as a judge during the previous consideration of this case and his repeated participation
in the consideration of the case in accordance with the requirements of this Code is inadmissible;

2) he participated as a judge of an arbitration court, arbitrator, prosecutor, expert, specialist, translator,
secretary of the court session, representative or witness during the previous consideration of this case;

3) he is a relative of the persons participating in the case or their representatives;

4) he is personally, directly or indirectly interested in the outcome of the case or there are other
circumstances that raise doubts about his impartiality;

5) is a relative of a judge who is a member of the panel hearing the case®.

These provisions are aimed at preventing conflicts of interest and strengthening trust in the results of
judicial proceedings. In addition to judges, the recusal procedure may also be applied to other participants in
the process: the prosecutor, expert, specialist, translator, and secretary of the court session. Although the
grounds for their recusal largely coincide with the grounds for recusal of judges, they have certain specifics.
In addition to judges, other participants in the economic process may also be subject to recusal: the prosecutor,
expert, specialist, translator, and secretary of the court session. The grounds for their recusal are generally
similar to the grounds for recusal of judges, but have their own specifics’.

In accordance with Article 21 of the Economic Procedure Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan, a
prosecutor, expert, specialist, translator, court secretary may not participate in the consideration of a case and
are subject to challenge on the following grounds:

4 FaHnGaes A. dykaponvk cyq UWNapuHU LPUTULILAA ULLTUPOK 3TYBYM LIAXCIAPHMHI NpoLeccyan XyKkyK Ba
maxbypusTnapu //O63o0p 3akoHogaTenbcTBa Y3bekncrtaHa. — 2011. — Ne. 3. — C. 6-8.
® Ibratova F., Boltayeva D., Abdulhayev Z. IQTISODIY PROTSESSDA DALILLAR NING HUQUQIY AHAMIYaTI VA
ISBOTLAShDAGI ROLI //TeopeTuyeckne acnekTbl CTaHOBIEHNS negarornyeckmx Hayk. — 2025. — T. 4. — Ne. 5. — C.
133-138.
¢ osynoea [1. MpoueccyarbHbiil CTaTyc NpoKypopa, y4acTBYOLLEro B paccneoBaHny HenpaBuIibHOro NPUroBOPeHus
UM NOCTaHOBMEHMWS B CyAe anennsiuMoHHON uHctaHuum //O6wectBo u nHHoBauun. — 2023. — T. 4. — Ne. 4. — C. 139-
152.
"Tan 1O. B., Apabosa T. ®., bBypaoH B. J1. OTBoa cyaeit kak rapaHTUsi He3aBMCUMOCTU cyaa //BecTHuk Beicluero
ApbutpaxHoro Cyna Poccuiickon ®epnepaumm. — 2014, — Ne. 8. — C. 131-147.
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A prosecutor, expert, specialist, court secretary or translator may not participate in the consideration of
a case and is subject to challenge if he/she:

1) is a relative of the persons participating in the case or their representatives;

2) is personally, directly or indirectly interested in the outcome of the case or there are other
circumstances that raise doubts about his/her impartiality.

The grounds for challenging an expert and specialist are also:

1) his/her official or other dependence at the time of the consideration of the case or in the past on the
persons participating in the case or their representatives;

2) he/she is conducting an audit, the materials of which served as the basis or reason for applying to the
court or are used in the consideration of the case®.

Taxum 00pazom, 3aKOHOAATENBCTBO PecrryOmiku Y30eKucTaH MpeocTaBiIseT Kak yHUBEPCAIbHBIE, TaK
u CHeI_[I/I(l)I/I‘ICCKI/Ie OCHOBaHUA AJI1 OTBOJA, oOecrieunBas BBICOKYIO CTCIICHb 3allUTHI OT INPEAB3ATOCTH B
CYZIOIIPOM3BOJICTBE

Thus, the legislation of the Republic of Uzbekistan provides both universal and specific grounds for
challenge, ensuring a high degree of protection against bias in legal proceedings. There is such a concept in
the institution of challenge as self-recusal. Self-recusal is one of the forms of implementing the institution of
challenge and is an important procedural guarantee of impartiality and independence of participants in
economic legal proceedings. Unlike challenge, which is initiated by another participant in the process, self-
recusal involves the voluntary removal of a person from participation in the case in the presence of grounds
provided by law®.

In the economic process of the Republic of Uzbekistan, the right and obligation to recuse themselves
are enshrined in Article 22 of the Economic Procedural Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan. According to the
provisions of this article, a judge, prosecutor, expert, specialist, translator, secretary of the court session are
required to recuse themselves in the event of the discovery of circumstances that could affect their objectivity
and impartiality when considering a specific case.

Recusal, like recusal, can be declared on the following grounds:

— participation in the previous consideration of the case in any other capacity;

— family ties with the participants in the process or their representatives;

— personal or indirect interest in the outcome of the case;

— the presence of other circumstances that may raise doubts about the objectivity of the person™®.

An important feature of self-recusal is its preventive nature. It is aimed at eliminating even the potential
for bias in the consideration of economic disputes. This not only promotes compliance with the principles of
justice, but also strengthens public confidence in the judicial system. The right to self-recusal is not only
ethical, but also legally binding. In other words, if the relevant person, knowing about the existence of
circumstances that prevent participation, does not declare self-recusal, this may lead to a violation of
procedural legislation and entail the cancellation of the decision made!!.

A statement of self-recusal must be reasoned, submitted in writing and declared before the start of the
consideration of the case on the merits.

Thus, self-recusal is an important procedural tool that ensures compliance with the principles of fairness,
independence and impartiality in economic proceedings. Its application serves not only as a legal but also as
a moral guarantee for the protection of the rights of the parties in the process.

8 6paToBa . b. n gp. COCTAB JOKASATESNIbCTB, 3A®NKCUPOBAHHbLIX B CYOEBHbLIX JOKYMEHTAX
/INNOVATIVE DEVELOPMENTS AND RESEARCH IN EDUCATION. —2024. — T. 3. — Ne. 28. — C. 281-286.
°Manuesa O. H. OTBOA cyabe: Nnpobnembl npaBonpuMmeHeHust //BectHnk CeBepo-KaBkasckoro dhegeparnbHoro
yHuBepcuTeTa. — 2013. — Ne. 6. — C. 235-238.
9 lbratova F., Ismailov A. SODDALASHTIRILGAN TARTIBDA ISH YURITISHNING AHAMIYATI VA AFZALLIKLARI
/ITeopeTnyeckme acnekTbl CTAHOBMNEHWS nedarornyeckmx Hayk. — 2025. — T. 4. — Ne. 5. — C. 128-132.
11 Zhamieva R., Tulaganova G., lbratova F. LEGAL ISSUES OF PROCEDURAL INDEPENDENCE OF THE
INVESTIGATOR WHEN PRODUCING INVESTIGATIVE AND OTHER PROCEDURAL ACTIONS //Norwegian Journal
of Development of the International Science. — 2021. — Ne. 74-2. — C. 24-29.
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The procedure for filing and subsequent consideration of a recusal or self-recusal is regulated by the
Economic Procedural Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan. These rules are aimed at ensuring a fair and
objective consideration of economic disputes*?.

A challenge must be filed before the start of the consideration of the case on the merits. During the
consideration of the case, a challenge may be filed only if the grounds for the challenge became known to the
person filing the challenge after the start of the consideration of the case on the merits.

Any recusal, as well as self-recusal, must be motivated. Unfounded accusations or subjective doubts
without specific grounds are unacceptable. The application must indicate:

—to whom exactly it is presented (e.g., a judge, an expert, etc.),

— on what grounds (e.g., family ties with a party to the case),

— supporting documents or other evidence, if any.

An application for recusal of a judge shall be considered and resolved by the court in the following
order:

1. The issue of recusal of a judge considering a case alone shall be resolved by the chairman of the
economic court, the deputy chairman of the economic court, and in a single-component court - by the same
judge;

2. The issue of recusal of a judge when considering a case in a collegial panel shall be resolved by the
same panel of judges by a majority vote in the absence of the judge who has been recused. If the number of
votes cast for and against the recusal is equal, the judge shall be considered recused;

3. The issue of a challenge filed against several judges or the entire panel of the court shall be resolved
by the entire panel of the court by a simple majority of votes;

4. The issue of a challenge against the chairman of the economic court shall be resolved by the entire
panel spf the court under the chairmanship of a judge authorized to do so by the chairman of the economic
court?3,

Based on the results of the review of the application for the recusal of a judge, a ruling is issued. This
procedure is aimed at ensuring objectivity in deciding the issue of recusal and preventing the influence of
personal interest on the decision-making process.

The procedure for recusal of a prosecutor, expert, specialist, translator, secretary of a court session has
its own characteristics and is regulated by Article 22-23 of the Economic Procedural Code of the Republic of
Uzbekistan.

The issue of recusal of a prosecutor, expert, specialist, translator, secretary of a court session is resolved
by the composition of the court considering the case. Based on the results of the review of the issue of recusal,
a ruling is issued*.

The difference between this procedure and the procedure for challenging a judge is that the issue of
challenging other participants in the process is decided directly by the panel of judges considering the case,
without involving the chairman of the court or other judges. Such regulation is due to the fact that the
participation of a prosecutor, expert, specialist, translator, secretary of the court session in the process is not
as decisive for the outcome of the case as the participation of a judge. However, the objectivity and impartiality
of these persons are also important for ensuring a fair trial®.

If the application for recusal of a judge or other participant in the proceedings is granted, the case is
considered in the same court, but by another judge or another panel of judges, or with the participation of
another prosecutor, expert, specialist, translator, secretary of the court session.

12 Crenkun C. M. OTBOA cyabu B rpaxaaHckom npouecce //ApOUTpaxHblii U rpaxgaHckuii npouecc. — 2017. — Ne. 2. —
C. 23-27.
13 KazapuHa M. /. OTBOA M cCaMOOTBOA CyAbYW Kak rapaHTus He3aBUCUMOCTH cyaen //BecTHMK ToMcKoro
rocygapctBeHHoro yHuepcuteTa. — 2020. — Ne. 459, — C. 235-241.
4 1bratova F. B. Corporate dispute as a subject of litigation consideration //9koHoMuKka, NpaBo U UHHOBALMU B MUpe
rnobanbHbIX TpaHcdopmaumn. — 2023. — C. 5-9.
15)KapsieBa M. A., KanunkuHa J1. [. OTBoA M caMooTBOA cyaby (cyaa) kak rapaHTus obecneyeHunst 3akoHHOro cocTaBa
cyfa KaccaunoHHOW MHcTaHumm //MpaBo 1 rocyaapcTBo: Teopust U npaktuka. — 2009. — Ne. 8. — C. 98-100.
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If as a result of satisfying the recusals it is impossible to form a new panel of judges to consider the case
in this court, the case is transferred to another economic court in the manner established by Article 39 of the
EPC RUz:

A case accepted by the court for its proceedings in compliance with the rules of jurisdiction must be
considered by it on the merits, even if it subsequently becomes subject to the jurisdiction of another court*®.

The court shall transfer the case to another court for consideration if:

1) during the consideration of the case in this court it was revealed that it was accepted for proceedings
in violation of the rules of jurisdiction;

2) after the recusal of one or more judges, their replacement in this court becomes impossible, as well
as in other cases when it is impossible to consider the case in this court.

A ruling shall be issued on the transfer of the case to another court for consideration.

A case sent from one court to another must be accepted for consideration by the court to which it is sent.

Disputes about jurisdiction between economic courts in the Republic of Uzbekistan are not allowed.

It is important to note that the court's ruling on the issue of disqualification of a judge is not subject to
appeal. Objections to this ruling may be included in an appeal, cassation appeal against a decision or ruling of
the court on the merits of the case.

Such regulation is aimed at ensuring the continuity of the judicial process and preventing abuse of the
right to disqualification in order to delay the consideration of the case.

In practice, the application of the rules governing the disqualification of a judge in the economic process
of the Republic of Uzbekistan is accompanied by a number of difficulties that negatively affect the
effectiveness of this legal institution'’.

One of the main problems is the evaluative nature of legislative formulations. Thus, the expression
"other circumstances that raise doubts about the impartiality of the judge"” allows for different interpretations,
which can lead to both the refusal of a justified challenge and the satisfaction of unjustified motions. The
subjectivity of the assessment of such grounds significantly reduces the predictability of decisions on
challenges®®.

In addition, parties to the process often face difficulties in proving the judge's interest or dependence on
the other party. The lack of specific criteria makes this process cumbersome and ineffective. In such
circumstances, proving a personal connection or bias of a judge is almost impossible, especially if it is not
clearly expressed. An additional problem is the procedure for considering applications for recusal, when the
relevant decision is made by judges of the same court in which the person whose impartiality is questioned
works. This can affect objectivity, since judges of the same court often have professional or personal
relationships, which entails the risk of protecting the corporate interests and reputation of a colleague. Such
an approach does not always ensure the necessary neutrality and independence.

An equally significant difficulty is the impossibility of immediately appealing the refusal to satisfy the
application for recusal. According to the current procedure, such decisions can be appealed only after the final
decision on the case has been made. If a higher court subsequently finds the refusal to recusal unlawful, the
process may be delayed, and the case itself may require revision, which reduces the overall procedural
efficiency.

These problems require a comprehensive solution to improve the effectiveness of the institution of
recusal as a guarantee of a fair trial.

The judicial practice of economic courts shows that applications for recusal are granted extremely rarely.
This can be explained both by the lack of sufficient grounds in most cases, and by the fact that even if they
are present, it can be extremely difficult to prove the necessary circumstances. Most often, recusals are
declared on the basis of the judge's family or friendly ties with the parties to the proceedings, his previous

16 Okyulov O., lbratova F., Salimova |. Legal issues of remedies by the judgment //International Research Conference
on Technology, Science, Engineering & Management. — 2021. — C. 53-60.
7 baraytamHoB @. H. AkTyanbHble npobnembl 0TBoAa CyAbW B COBPEMEHHbBIX YCroBUsiX /PKypHan poccuiickoro npaea.
—2009. — Ne. 5 (149). — C. 93-99.
18 Babakulovna I. F. lbratova FB, Yerkebayeva Zh. A. Mediation as an alternative way to resolution of economic
disputes //Editorial team.
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participation in the consideration of the case, as well as assumptions about his personal interest in the outcome.
In the context of the Uzbek mentality, where close interpersonal ties are widespread, situations often arise in
which a judge may be acquainted with or connected with one of the parties, or with other participants in the
proceedings, for example, with a prosecutor or expert.

At the same time, applications for recusal based on formal, easily verifiable circumstances (family ties,
previous participation in the case) are most often granted. Applications for recusal based on the alleged interest
of the judge are granted much less often, which is due to the difficulties in proving such circumstances®®.

It is interesting to note that the practice of judges recusing themselves is also quite common, especially
in cases where the judge has family or other ties with the parties to the proceedings. This demonstrates the
high level of professional responsibility of judges and their desire to ensure the impartiality of the trial.

The effectiveness of the recusal mechanism can be increased by taking a comprehensive approach to
improving legislation and judicial practice. First of all, it is necessary to formulate the grounds for recusal
more clearly in order to eliminate ambiguity in their interpretation. The procedure for considering such
applications also requires significant changes: transferring the authority to consider them to another,
independent body could ensure a higher level of impartiality. It is also advisable to provide for the possibility
of a separate, immediate appeal of the refusal to recusal, without waiting for the final decision on the case.
This would allow for prompt elimination of violations and prevent the delay of the trial. It is also important to
introduce liability for the unfair use of the recusal mechanism if petitions are filed solely for the purpose of
pressuring the court or delaying the consideration of the dispute. Finally, it is necessary to ensure the
transparency of the entire process by mandatory reflection in the minutes of the court hearing of all declared
challenges and the circumstances associated with them.

These measures can help to increase the effectiveness of the institution of challenge and strengthen trust
in the judicial system as a whole?.

For a more detailed study of the institution of recusal, we will conduct an analysis with foreign
experience. Analysis of international experience shows that the institution of recusal of judges in economic
processes is regulated differently depending on the legal system of a particular country. At the same time, in
the post-Soviet states, such as Russia, Kazakhstan and Belarus, similar approaches are largely traced, due to
common legal traditions. However, each country has developed its own characteristics, which can be useful
for improving Uzbek legislation?..

In the Russian Federation, the grounds for challenging judges in arbitration proceedings are largely
similar to the norms enshrined in the Economic Procedural Code of Uzbekistan. At the same time, Russian
law contains a number of additional grounds, in particular, the possibility of challenging a judge in the event
of family or other informal ties between the judges who are members of the panel. This rule is aimed at
eliminating the potential influence of personal relationships on the adoption of a judicial decision.

As for the Republic of Kazakhstan, the procedure for challenging a judge has certain specifics. When
considering a case alone, the issue of challenging is resolved by the chairman of the court or another judge of
the same judicial body. At the same time, if the challenge is filed again on the same grounds, it is considered
directly by the same judge to whom it was filed. This model is aimed at preventing abuse of the right to
challenge and unreasonable delays in the process?2.

The economic legal proceedings of the Republic of Belarus also have their own practice. Here,
applications for recusal are considered by the chairman of the court, his deputy or the head of the judicial
panel. Moreover, an oral form of filing such an application is allowed, which is recorded in the minutes of the
court session. This simplifies the procedure and makes it more accessible to the participants in the process.

1% Babakulovna I. F. lbratova FB, Mirjamolov MB Peculiarities of consideration of cases related to inheritance in civil
courts in the Republic of Uzbekistan //Editorial team. — C. 65.
2 |pratova F. Civilinés teisés terminai ir jy taikymas ginant asmens teises Uzbekistano Respublikoje //Teisé. — 2009. —
T.71. - C. 182-194.
21 baraytamHoB ©. H. AkTyanbHble npobnembl 0TBOAa CyAbW B COBPEMEHHbBIX YCroBUsiX /PKypHan poccuiickoro npaea.
—2009. — Ne. 5 (149). — C. 93-99.
2 |llapunosa A. P. OTBOA CyAbu: HAaCKOMbKO onpaBAaHbl MexoTpacneBble pasnuuuns? //EBpasuiickas agBokaTypa. —
2017. — Ne. 4 (29). — C. 81-85.
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The experience of the CIS countries shows various approaches to regulating the institution of recusal,
which can be useful for improving the legislation of the Republic of Uzbekistan.

In foreign countries, the institution of recusal has its own characteristics, due to differences in legal
systems and judicial traditions?.

In the United States, a judge is required to recuse himself/herself if he/she has a financial interest in the
outcome of the case, family ties with the parties to the proceedings, previous participation in the case as a
lawyer or witness, or if the judge's impartiality can reasonably be questioned. An interesting feature is that a
recusal can be made at any stage of the proceedings, even after a decision has been made, if the grounds for
the recusal become known after the completion of the case?.

The German judicial system also provides for a mechanism for challenging a judge in the presence of
certain grounds similar to those enshrined in the legislation of Uzbekistan. However, there is a difference in
the procedure: the issue of challenging is considered by the panel of judges without the participation of the
judge concerned. If, as a result of the challenge, it is impossible to form a panel of judges, the case is referred
to a higher court for consideration®.

Another interesting approach is being implemented in France: a challenge application is filed with the
same court where the case is being heard, but a decision on it is made by a higher court. This ensures greater
independence and eliminates the influence of professional and personal connections between judges of the
same level.

Studying foreign experience in regulating the challenge institution may be useful for improving the
relevant provisions of the legislation of the Republic of Uzbekistan?®.

Based on the analysis of foreign experience in regulating the institution of recusal, the following areas
for improving the legislation of the Republic of Uzbekistan can be proposed:

1. Expanding the list of grounds for recusal of a judge, including such grounds as the existence of family
ties between judges working in the court where the case is being heard, as well as the financial interest of the
judge in the outcome of the case;

2. Improving the procedure for considering an application for recusal by referring this issue for
consideration to a higher court or a panel of judges specially created for these purposes;

3. Introducing the possibility of filing a challenge at any stage of the process if the grounds for the
challenge became known after the start of the consideration of the case on the merits;

4. Establishing clear deadlines for considering a challenge application to prevent the process from being
delayed;

5. Introducing liability for knowingly unfounded challenge applications aimed at delaying the process
or putting pressure on the court.

The above measures can contribute to increasing the effectiveness of the institution of challenge and
strengthening trust in the judicial system of the Republic of Uzbekistan.

In conclusion, it can be emphasized that the institution of challenge in the economic process of the
Republic of Uzbekistan is an important element that guarantees the impartiality and objectivity of judicial
proceedings. This mechanism allows for the exclusion from participation in the process of judges whose
impartiality may be questioned, which, in turn, contributes to the adoption of fair and reasonable judicial
decisions. At the same time, an analysis of the legal regulation and practice of applying the institution of
challenge reveals a number of problems that reduce its effectiveness. Such problems include subjectivity in
assessing the grounds for challenge, difficulties in proving the relevant circumstances, insufficient objectivity

B Xapgsiesa M. A. PaccmoTpeHue xopataicTea 06 otBoae cyabu (cyaa) //V KOpuanyeckune ytenus. — 2019. — C. 57-
61.
24 KocumoB b. Bapbepbl B OTHOLLEHUW HE3ABUCUMOCTU CYAOBHOW BNAacTU: CPaBHUTENbHbIA aHanmn3 npakTuku
Y36eknctarHa n CLUA //O630p 3akoHogaTenbcTBa Y3bekucrtaHa. — 2020. — Ne. 4, — C. 17-23.
2> BockaHsiH M. XK. 3aaBun otBoA cyay-3noynotpebun npoweccyanbHbiMu npaBamu? //Poccuiickuii cyabst. — 2012, —
Ne. 5. — C. 41-48.
** 6patosa ®. n ap. MPABOBbLIE BOMPOCHI CYAEBHBIX CUCTEM 3APYBEXHBLIX CTPAH AMOHUN,
OUHTAHOVN N TEPMAHUW (CPABHEHWE C CYAEBHOW CUCTEMOW PECIYBJIMKN Y3BEKUNCTAH)
/linternational journal of professional science. — 2022. — Ne. 10. — C. 20-26.
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in considering applications for challenge, as well as the impossibility of appealing a decision to refuse to
satisfy an application for challenge before a decision is made on the merits of the case.

The following measures are proposed to solve the above problems:

— clarifying and specifying the grounds for recusal;

— improving the procedure for considering recusal applications;

— introducing the possibility of appealing a ruling on the refusal to satisfy a recusal application;

— increasing liability for obviously unfounded recusal applications;

— increasing the transparency of the recusal procedure.

An analysis of international experience in this area also allows us to develop recommendations for
improving the legislation of the Republic of Uzbekistan. In particular, it is necessary to expand the list of
grounds for recusal, provide for the possibility of filing a recusal application at any stage of the process, and
establish clear deadlines for considering such applications.

The implementation of the proposed measures will help to increase the effectiveness of the recusal
institution and strengthen trust in the judicial system of the Republic of Uzbekistan as a whole.
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