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a. Parties’ Right to a Physical Hearing in the Lex Arbitri 

  

1. Does the lex arbitri of your jurisdiction expressly provide for a right to a 

physical hearing in arbitration? If so, what are its requirements (e.g., can 

witness testimony be given remotely, etc.)?  

 

Short answer: No. 

 

Until recently, there was no formal piece of legislation governing international 

arbitration proceedings,1 while the recognition and enforcement of foreign arbitral 

awards was governed by Chapter 42 of the Civil Procedural Code and Chapter 33 of the 

Economic Procedural Code. 

However, on 16 February 2021, the President of the Republic of Uzbekistan signed 

the Law “On International Commercial Arbitration” (“ICA Law”), which is expected to 

enter into force on 18 August 2021 and will apply to international arbitrations started 

after that date.2 It is based on the UNCITRAL Model Law as amended in 2006 and does 

not expressly provide for a right to a physical hearing in arbitration. 

 

2. If not, can a right to a physical hearing in arbitration be inferred or excluded 

by way of interpretation of other procedural rules of your jurisdiction’s lex 

arbitri (e.g., a rule providing for the arbitration hearings to be “oral”; a rule 

 
* Diora Ziyaeva is a counsel at Dentons US LLP. The Author gratefully acknowledges 

comments and the editorial assistance of Yevhenii Vasylchenko, a Ph.D. candidate at 

Mykolas Romeris University and Yakub Sharipov of Dentons. 
1 Although the Law “On Arbitration (Treteyskiy) Courts” does not expressly provide that it 

is inapplicable to international arbitrations, it contains a number of limitations, which make 

it unsuitable for those proceedings. See, e.g., Law “On Arbitration (Treteyskiy) Courts” No. 

ZRU-64 dated 16 October 2006, Article 3 providing that “arbitration (treteyskiy) judge is a 

citizen of the Republic of Uzbekistan selected by the parties to the arbitration agreement or 

appointed in accordance with the established procedure for the resolution of dispute in the 

arbitration court” (free translation by the Author); Article 10(1) providing that “[a]rbitration 

court resolves disputes pursuant to the legislation of the Republic of Uzbekistan” (free 

translation by the Author). 
2 See Law “On International Commercial Arbitration (“ICA Law”) No. ZRU-674 dated 16 

February 2021, Article 56 providing that “[t]he present Law shall enter into force upon the 

expiration of six months from the date of its official publication and shall apply to 

international commercial arbitration commenced after the entry into force of the present Law 

in accordance with the arbitration agreement, regardless of when it was concluded” (free 

translation by the Author). 

https://www.dentons.com/en/diora-ziyaeva
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allowing the tribunal to decide the case solely on the documents submitted by 

the parties)? 

 

Short answer: Can neither be inferred nor excluded yet. 

 

In the past, given the absence of the lex arbitri with respect to international 

arbitrations as discussed in sub-paragraph a.1 above, a right to a physical hearing could 

neither be inferred nor excluded. However, with the adoption of the ICA Law the right 

is expected to be excluded once the law enters into force.  

As a starting point, it should be noted that Article 40(1) of the ICA Law specifically 

regulates the hearing’s conduct and provides:  

 

“Subject to any contrary agreement by the parties, the arbitral tribunal shall decide 

whether to hold an oral hearing for the presentation of evidence or for oral argument, 

or whether the proceedings shall be conducted only on the basis of documents and 

other materials. However, unless the parties have agreed that no hearing shall be held, 

the arbitral tribunal shall hold such a hearing at an appropriate stage of the 

proceedings, if so requested by any party”.3 

 

The above provisions vest the arbitral tribunal with the power to decide whether the 

dispute should be resolved through a hearing or following a document-based procedure. 

However, the tribunal’s discretion is rather limited, as it is obliged to conduct a hearing 

if either party requests one and there is no prior agreement to the contrary. 

Article 40(1) also refers to an “oral” hearing, rather than calling it a “physical” or 

“in-person” hearing. The requirement to be “oral” does not mean “physical”; it can be 

satisfied through a remote hearing as long as the simultaneous exchange of oral 

arguments occurs. 

In the absence of an express prohibition to conduct a remote hearing, one could 

consider the provisions of Article 34(2) of the ICA Law, which empower an arbitral 

tribunal to “conduct the arbitration in such manner as it considers appropriate”.4 

Given that the provisions of Articles 40(1) and 34(2) of the ICA Law are a verbatim 

replication of Articles 24(1) and 19(2) of the UNCITRAL Model Law, it seems 

reasonable to analyze other UNCITRAL texts in order to understand whether the 

tribunal’s procedural discretion encompasses a hearing mode.   

The tribunal’s power to decide on the hearing mode can be deduced from the 

Analytical commentary on the draft text of the model law prepared by the UNCITRAL’s 

Secretary-General, which states that the procedural discretion found under Article 19(2) 

 
3 ICA Law, Article 40(1) (free translation by the Author). 
4 ICA Law, Article 34(2) (free translation by the Author). 
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enables an arbitral tribunal to “select the most suitable procedure when […] conducting 

individual hearings”.5 

This possibility is further reinforced in the Explanatory Note on the UNCITRAL 

Model Law noting that the power under Article 19(2) “allows the tribunal to tailor the 

conduct of the proceedings to the specific features of the case” and “provides grounds 

for displaying initiative in solving any procedural question not regulated in the 

arbitration agreement or the Model Law”.6 

Finally, the tribunal’s power to decide on the hearing mode is expressly stated in the 

UNCITRAL Notes on Organizing Arbitral Proceedings, pursuant to which an arbitral 

tribunal has discretion to decide whether to conduct the hearing physically or remotely.7 

Besides this, the ICA Law contains several provisions that do not establish a right to 

a physical hearing. For instance, Article 35(2) vests an arbitral tribunal with power to 

“meet at any place it considers appropriate for […] hearing witnesses, experts or the 

parties”8 without requiring this “place” to be the same physical location for all 

participants, because the verb “meet” does not connote a physical presence.9 

In the same vein, Article 42(2) provides that when an expert participates in a hearing, 

the parties should have an opportunity to ask him or her questions, and to present their 

 
5 “Analytical commentary on draft text of a model law on international commercial 

arbitration” (Vienna, 3-21 June 1985) UNCITRAL, 18th Sess., UN Doc. A/CN.9/264 

(Report of the Secretary-General) p. 45. 
6 UNCITRAL, Explanatory Note by the UNCITRAL secretariat on the 1985 Model Law on 

International Commercial Arbitration as amended in 2006, para. 35 (emphasis added), 

available at <https://uncitral.un.org/sites/uncitral.un.org/files/media-

documents/uncitral/en/19-09955_e_ebook.pdf> (last accessed 30 April 2021). 
7 See UNCITRAL, Notes on Organizing Arbitral Proceedings (2016) paras. 19 (“Procedural 

meetings can be held either in the physical presence of all participants, or remotely via 

technological means of communication. The arbitral tribunal may consider, in each case, 

whether it would be preferable to hold the meeting in-person, which may facilitate personal 

interaction, or to use remote means of communication, which may reduce costs […]”), 122 

(“Hearings can be held in-person or remotely via technological means […]”), available at 

<https://uncitral.un.org/sites/uncitral.un.org/files/media-documents/uncitral/en/arb-notes-

2016-e.pdf> (last accessed 30 April 2021). 
8 ICA Law, Article 35(2) providing the following: “Notwithstanding the provisions of 

paragraph (1) of this article, the arbitral tribunal may, unless otherwise agreed by the parties, 

meet at any place it considers appropriate for consultation among its members, for hearing 

witnesses, experts or the parties, or for inspection of goods, other property or documents” 

(free translation by the Author). 
9 The situation may be different when an arbitral tribunal asks national courts to assist in 

conducting witness examination. Pursuant to Article 43(2) of the ICA Law, the Uzbek courts 

will provide such assistance according to their own rules on the taking of evidence, which 

are discussed in sub-paragraph b.3 below. 
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own expert witnesses to testify on the points at issue.10 Again, there is nothing to suggest 

that an expert should be physically present at the hearing. 

Based on the above, one may conclude a right to a physical hearing can be excluded 

under the ICA Law. 

Such a conclusion aligns with the position of Uzbek authorities on this issue. To wit, 

when establishing the Tashkent International Arbitration Centre (“TIAC”), Uzbekistan’s 

only institution administering international arbitrations, the President of the Republic 

explicitly allowed the conduct of remote hearings.11 

 

b. Parties’  Right to a Physical Hearing in Litigation and its Potential 

Application to Arbitration  

 

3. In case the lex arbitri does not offer a conclusive answer to the question whether 

a right to a physical hearing in arbitration exists or can be excluded, does your 

jurisdiction, either expressly or by inference, provide for a right to a physical 

hearing in the general rules of civil procedure? 

 

Short answer: Yes. 

 

As a preliminary remark, it should be noted that the Uzbek rules of civil procedure 

are enshrined in two codes – i.e., the Civil Procedural Code (“CPC”) and the Economic 

Procedural Code (“EPC”) – each with a different scope of application. Thus, the CPC 

applies to civil disputes where at least one of the parties is a natural person unless 

otherwise provided by the law,12 while the EPC applies to civil disputes arising from 

 
10 See ICA Law, Article 42(2) providing the following: “Unless otherwise agreed by the 

parties, if a party so requests or if the arbitral tribunal considers it necessary, the expert shall, 

after delivery of his written or oral report, participate in a hearing where the parties have the 

opportunity to put questions to him and to present expert witnesses in order to testify on the 

points at issue” (free translation by the Author). 
11 See Resolution of the President of the Republic of Uzbekistan No. PP-4001 dated 5 

November 2018 “On the Establishment of Tashkent International Arbitration Centre (TIAC) 

attached to the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of the Republic of Uzbekistan”, para. 

2(8) providing, in particular, that “holding hearings and other procedural actions can be 

conducted online using modern information and communication technologies without the 

[physical] presence of arbitrators and parties” (free translation by the Author). 
12 See Civil Procedural Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan dated 22 January 2018 (“CPC”), 

Article 26(1) providing the following: “Civil courts have jurisdiction: 1) over the disputes 

arising out of civil, family, labour, housing, land and other legal relations if at least one of 

the parties is a natural person, unless the resolution of such disputes falls within the 

competence of other courts or other bodies pursuant to the law” (free translation by the 

Author). 
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business matters between legal and/or natural persons, as well as between natural 

persons in corporate disputes.13 

Neither the CPC nor EPC expressly provides for a right to a physical hearing. 

However, there are several indicators suggesting that such a right can be inferred from 

the general rules of civil procedure. 

Although both the CPC and EPC expressly allow the hearing to be conducted by 

means of videoconference, this mode is nevertheless “physical”, in the generally 

understood sense of this word, because participants must still be present in a 

courtroom.14 In fact, the High Economic Court has clarified that the right to a 

videoconference means a remote hearing that allows a real-time transmission of audio 

and video information between the court considering the case and the other court (or 

courts) facilitating the session in videoconference mode.15 It means that no party can 

plead or provide oral submissions from its office, place of business or place of 

residence.16 

 
13 See Economic Procedural Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan dated 24 January 2018 

(“EPC”), Article 25(1) providing the following: “Economic courts have jurisdiction: 1) over 

the disputes arising in economic sphere out of civil, administrative and other legal relations 

between legal persons and natural persons pursuing business activity without the 

establishment of a legal person and having a status of private businessman obtained in 

accordance with the procedure established by the law as well as natural persons that are 

parties to corporate disputes […]” (free translation by the Author). 
14 See CPC, Article 209(2) providing the following: “To ensure that the persons participate 

in the court session via videoconference, the videoconferencing systems of the respective 

courts shall be used at the place of residence, stay or location of the said persons” (free 

translation by the Author). See also EPC, Article 165(1) stating the following: “The case 

hearing shall be conducted in the court session. The Court session may be conducted in 

videoconference mode” (free translation by the Author). 
15 See Resolution of the Plenum of the High Economic Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan 

No. 270 dated 28 November 2014 “On some issues of the application of procedural 

legislation by the economic courts when conducting the court sessions in videoconference 

mode”, para. 2 providing the following: “The courts shall be mindful that a court session in 

videoconference mode shall be understood as a remote court session conducted by means of 

interactive communication between the court considering the case and the court assisting 

with the conduct of a court session using a real-time audio and video information exchange 

via telecommunication technologies” (free translation by the Author). 
16 Although the provisions of the CPC empower the court to conduct witness examination at 

the witness’ place of residence, this procedure is not carried out during the hearing. Instead, 

the evidence provided by the witness is collected in advance and then delivered at the 

hearing, leaving the parties with no possibility to cross-examine such witness. See CPC, 

Article 83 providing the following: “Witnesses that permanently reside outside the location 

of the court considering the case and that are unable to appear at the hearing for justified 

reasons may be examined at their place of residence upon the initiative of the court, at the 

request of the parties or other persons participating in the case, or the witness itself either 

under the instructions given by the court considering the case, or by using videoconference 
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The rationale behind allowing only in-court videoconferencing remains unclear. The 

law does contain formal requirements for the courts to verify the attendance and 

identities of the participants before commencing the hearing, which could help explain 

the rationale behind this approach.17 

The right to in-court videoconferencing is available only in open sessions, meaning 

that when the parties request a closed session (due to confidentiality concerns, say, which 

often arise in commercial disputes), a hearing cannot be conducted by 

videoconference.18 This restriction remained in place even after Uzbekistan introduced 

temporary measures aimed at reducing the spread of COVID-19. Under these measures, 

all courts were ordered to conduct hearings by videoconference “where it [was] 

technologically possible”19 and access to courts’ premises was allowed only to hearing 

participants.20 

Until recently, the exercise of a right to in-court videoconferencing was further 

restricted to cases where at least one participant was located outside the territorial 

jurisdiction of the court deciding the dispute. On 19 December 2020, this limitation was 

lifted to allow in-court videoconferencing even in cases where all participants are located 

within the jurisdiction of such court.21  

 
mode. If these witnesses appear at the hearing of the court considering the case, they are 

examined by the court” (free translation by the Author). 
17 See CPC, Article 209(3) providing the following: “The court ensuring the participation in 

the court session of persons via videoconference shall verify the attendance and identities of 

attendees, collect signatures from witnesses, experts, specialists, translators regarding the 

notification of their rights, duties and liabilities” (free translation by the Author). 
18 See CPC, Article 12(5) providing the following: “The use of videoconferencing in a closed 

court session is not allowed” (free translation by the Author). See also EPC, Article11(2) 

stating the following: “The hearing of the case is allowed in a closed court session when this 

is necessary for the preservation of State secret, commercial or other secrets protected by the 

law. The hearing of the case in a closed court session by means of a videoconference is not 

allowed, and audio and video recording of such session is not conducted.” (free translation 

by the Author). 
19 Resolution of the Presidium of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan No. PC-

13-20 dated 20 March 2020 “On the prevention of the spread of COVID-19 in the courts of 

the Republic of Uzbekistan”, para. 3 providing the following: “All courts shall conduct case 

proceedings by videoconference, where possible technologically; access to the court’s 

premises shall be completely off limits to persons not participating in the hearing” (free 

translation by the Author). 
20 See sub-paragraph f.11 below. 
21 See Resolution of the Plenum of the High Economic Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan 

No. 270 dated 28 November 2014 “On some issues of the application of procedural 

legislation by the economic courts when conducting the court sessions through 

videoconference”, para. 6.1, as amended on 19 December 2020, providing the following: 

“[…] even if all participants of the case are present in the territory of one administrative unit 
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Article 208(3) of the CPC is another important provision that allows one to infer a 

right to a physical hearing, and provides: “Participation in a court session via 

videoconference, provided by this Code, is equivalent to a direct participation in a court 

session held orally”.22 The requirement to hold the hearing “orally” presumes “direct” 

(i.e., physical) participation, which corresponds to the legal tradition in Uzbekistan to 

hold physical hearings. In the absence of a requirement to hold a physical hearing, this 

provision would have no effet utile, considering that a conventional reading of the phrase 

“oral hearing” does not imply a “physical” element. Therefore, it appears the legislature 

deliberately chose to include this wording to ensure that hearings conducted by 

videoconference do not violate the right to an oral hearing, which the legislature seems 

to presume should be physical. 

Finally, the general rules of civil procedure oblige the courts to examine the evidence 

“directly”.23 Considering how this word has been interpreted in Article 208(3) of the 

CPC that was just discussed, it seems reasonable to infer a right to a physical hearing 

from this provision as well. 

 

4. If yes, does such right extend to arbitration? To what extent (e.g., does it also 

bar witness testimony from being given remotely)?  

 

Short answer: No. 

 

The current legislation establishing the general rules of civil procedure does not 

extend to international arbitration proceedings. Specifically, both the CPC and EPC 

expressly provide that only the courts can administer justice under the rules established 

by those codes when deciding civil and economic cases.24 As such, the rules of civil 

procedure are not applicable or transposable to arbitration proceedings.  

 
(the Republic of Karakalpakstan, region, Tashkent city, district, city), i.e., within the 

territorial jurisdiction of the economic court deciding the case, they have a right to apply to 

the court with a request to participate in the court session by videoconference from the 

premises of other court” (free translation by the Author). 
22 CPC, Article 208(3) (free translation by the Author). 
23 CPC, Article 13 providing the following: “When considering the case, the court shall 

examine the evidence directly: hear the explanations of persons participating in the case, 

witness testimonies, expert opinions and consultations (explanations) of specialists, study 

written evidence, examine material evidence” (free translation by the Author). See also EPC, 

Article 12 stating the following: “When considering the case, the court shall examine all the 

evidence directly” (free translation by the Author). 
24 See CPC, Article 7 providing the following: “Justice in civil cases shall be administered 

only by a court pursuant to the rules established by this Code” (free translation by the 

Author). See also EPC, Article 6 providing the following: “Justice in economic cases shall 

be administered only by a court pursuant to the rules established by this Code” (free 

translation by the Author). 
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The ICA Law does the same thing. It directly states that matters governed by this 

law, but not expressly settled in it (such as remote hearing),25 should be resolved 

according to the “general principles on which this Law is based”.26 

 

c. Mandatory v. Default Rule and Inherent Powers of the Arbitral Tribunal 

 

5. To the extent that a right to a physical hearing in arbitration does exist in your 

jurisdiction, could the parties waive such right (including by adopting 

institutional rules that allow remote hearings) and can they do so in advance of 

the dispute? 

 

Short answer: N/A 

 

As clarified in paragraphs a and b above, a right to a physical hearing in arbitration 

does not exist in Uzbekistan. Consequently, the parties are free to agree that a hearing 

may (or shall) take place remotely, or adopt institutional rules from the outset that allow 

arbitrators to order a remote hearing. The latter option is available under the 2019 TIAC 

Rules of Arbitration, which expressly authorize an arbitral tribunal to hold hearings by 

“electronic means of communication”.27 

Besides this, the principle of party autonomy is spelled out in the ICA Law, which 

provides that the parties are free to agree on the rules of procedure that the arbitral 

tribunal must follow.28 

 

6. To the extent that a right to a physical hearing in arbitration is not mandatory 

or does not exist in your jurisdiction, could the arbitral tribunal decide to hold 

a remote hearing even if the parties had agreed to a physical hearing? What 

would be the legal consequences of such an order? 

 

Short answer: Likely not.  

 
25 See sub-paragraph a.2 above. 
26 ICA Law, Article 3(2) providing the following: “Questions concerning matters governed 

by this Law which are not expressly settled in it are to be settled in conformity with the 

general principles on which this Law is based” (free translation by the Author). 
27 Rules of Arbitration of the Tashkent International Arbitration Centre (“TIAC”) 2019, 

Article 14.2 providing the following: “The Tribunal may, after consultation with the Parties, 

hold hearings or meetings at any place, be it in person or through the means that it considers 

appropriate (including electronic means of communication) […]”, available at < 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c02f6d29772ae05d0a897a8/t/5f87fdc15e451058380

2506a/1602747955047/TIAC+Rules+of+Arbitration.pdf> (last accessed 30 April 2021). 
28 See ICA Law, Article 34(1) providing the following: “Subject to the provisions of this 

Law, the parties are free to agree on the procedure to be followed by the arbitral tribunal in 

conducting the proceedings” (free translation by the Author). 
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According to the ICA Law, the tribunal’s discretion about conducting proceedings is 

limited to issues on which the parties do not agree.29 This effectively means that under 

the ICA Law, an arbitral tribunal cannot decide to hold a remote hearing when both 

parties have agreed to conduct only a physical hearing. It does not establish any cut-off 

date following which an arbitral tribunal can disregard the parties’ subsequent 

agreement. 

Assuming, however, that the tribunal ordered the remote hearing notwithstanding the 

parties’ agreement to a physical one, the next question would be what consequences such 

a decision has. For awards rendered in Uzbekistan, the failure to conduct proceedings 

according to the parties’ agreement is listed among the grounds for setting aside an 

arbitral award.30 However, given that the provisions of the ICA Law have not yet been 

tested by the Uzbek judiciary, it is to be seen whether mere noncompliance with the 

parties’ agreement could be sufficient for setting aside the award, or the party is required 

to prove actual prejudice caused by a tribunal’s decision. 

Also, a tribunal’s decision to go against the parties’ wishes may potentially have 

consequences for awards rendered outside Uzbekistan. Pursuant to Article 256(1)(4) of 

the EPC, conduct of an arbitral procedure contrary to the parties’ agreement constitutes 

a ground to refuse recognition and enforcement of a foreign arbitral award.31 What’s 

more, the refusal is formulated in mandatory terms (“shall”), even though Uzbek courts 

will not investigate that ground ex officio. 

As such, an arbitral tribunal’s noncompliance with the parties’ agreement could be a 

sufficient basis to not enforce a foreign arbitral award. The courts could, however, opt 

for a more restrictive interpretation of Article 256(1)(4) and consider whether actual 

prejudice occurred against the party opposing recognition an enforcement of a foreign 

arbitral award.32 Absent case law on this specific matter, it is not possible to answer what 

approach national courts would take.  

 
29 See ICA Law, Article 34(2) providing the following: “Absent [the parties’] agreement, the 

arbitral tribunal may, subject to the provisions of this Law, conduct the arbitration in such 

manner as it considers appropriate” (free translation by the Author). 
30 See ICA Law, Article 50 providing the following: “[…] An arbitral award may be set aside 

by the court if: […] the composition of the arbitral tribunal or the arbitral procedure was not 

in accordance with the agreement of the parties, unless such agreement was in conflict with 

a provision of this Law from which the parties cannot derogate, or, failing such agreement, 

was not in accordance with this Law […]” (free translation by the Author). 
31 See EPC, Article 256(4) stating the following: “Economic court of the Republic of 

Uzbekistan shall refuse recognition and enforcement of foreign arbitral award, at the request 

of the party against whom it is invoked, if that party furnishes proof that: […] 4) the 

composition of the arbitral authority or the arbitral procedure was not in accordance with the 

agreement of the parties, or, failing such agreement, was not in accordance with the law of 

the State where the arbitration took place” (free translation by the Author). 
32 See sub-paragraph e.10 below. 
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As it happens, Article 370 of CPC, which deals with recognition and enforcement of 

foreign arbitral awards in civil proceedings, does not contain a similar ground.33 As 

mentioned in sub-paragraph b.3 above, the CPC’s provisions are only invoked in 

disputes between natural persons, a type rarely resolved by international arbitration. In 

addition, the parties may circumvent the application of Article 370 as explained in sub-

paragraph e.10 below. 

Finally, the ICA Law also lists failure to conduct proceedings according to the 

parties’ agreement among the grounds to refuse recognition and enforcement of a foreign 

arbitral award (although the verb “may” appears here instead of “shall”).34 It is expected 

that after the ICA Law enters into force, the provisions of Article 256 of the EPC and 

Article 370 of the CPC will be amended to make them consistent with the ICA Law. 

 

d. Setting Aside Proceedings 

 

7. If a party fails to raise a breach of the abovementioned right to a physical 

hearing during the arbitral proceeding, does that failure prevent that party from 

using it as a ground for challenging the award in your jurisdiction? 

 

Short answer: Not applicable. 

 

 
33 See CPC, Article 370 providing the following: “The court shall refuse recognition and 

enforcement of the decision of foreign court or arbitral tribunal in full or in part, if: 1) the 

decision did not become binding under the law of the State, where it was rendered; 2) the 

party against whom the decision is rendered was not given proper notice of the time and 

place of the case consideration or was otherwise unable to present its case; 3) consideration 

of the case falls within an exclusive jurisdiction of the courts of the Republic of Uzbekistan 

in accordance with the international treaties or the laws of the Republic of Uzbekistan; 

4) there is a judgement of the court of the Republic of Uzbekistan, which is effective and 

rendered in a dispute between the same parties, regarding the same subject matter and on the 

same grounds; 6) prescription period for the submission of a decision of a foreign court or 

an arbitral tribunal for compulsory execution has expired and this period has not been 

renewed by the court; […] 8) the decision was set aside by the competent authority of the 

foreign state; […] 10) enforcement of foreign judgement or foreign arbitral award detriments 

the sovereignty, security or contradicts the main principles of the legislation of the Republic 

of Uzbekistan” (free translation by the Author). 
34 See ICA Law, Article 52 providing the following: “Recognition or enforcement of an 

arbitral award, irrespective of the country in which it was made, may be refused only: 1) at 

the request of the party against whom it is invoked, if that party furnishes to the competent 

court where recognition or enforcement is sought proof that: […] the composition of the 

arbitral tribunal or the arbitral procedure was not in accordance with the agreement of the 

parties or, failing such agreement, was not in accordance with the law of the country where 

the arbitration took place […]” (free translation by the Author). 
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As clarified in paragraph a above, arbitration proceedings seated in Uzbekistan do 

not contemplate the parties’ right to a physical hearing. 

Assuming, however, that such a right was recognized in a specific case35 but breached 

by an arbitral tribunal, the next question would be whether the party is required to object 

to such a breach in the course of the proceedings in order to be able to challenge the 

award on this ground. 

The ICA Law allows parties to challenge such awards in Uzbekistan,36 and also 

provides that if a party does not object “without undue delay” to the tribunal’s 

noncompliance with a requirement stipulated by the arbitration agreement, that party has 

waived its right to object and, therefore, cannot invoke the respective grounds when 

challenging the award.37 

 

8. To the extent that your jurisdiction recognizes a right to a physical hearing, 

does a breach thereof constitute per se a ground for setting aside (e.g., does it 

constitute per se a violation of public policy or of the due process principle) or 

must the party prove that such breach has translated into a material violation 

of the public policy/due process principle, or has otherwise caused actual 

prejudice? 

 

 
35 Namely, when the parties agreed to a physical hearing. 
36 See ICA Law, Article 50 providing the following: “[…] An arbitral award may be set aside 

by the court if: 1) the party making the application furnishes proof that: a party to the 

arbitration agreement referred to in Article 13 was under some incapacity; or the said 

agreement is not valid under the law to which the parties have subjected it or, failing any 

indication thereon, under the law of the Republic of Uzbekistan; or the party making the 

application was not given proper notice of the appointment of an arbitrator or of the arbitral 

proceedings or was otherwise unable to present its case; or the award deals with a dispute 

not contemplated by or not falling within the terms of the submission to arbitration, or 

contains decisions on matters beyond the scope of the submission to arbitration, provided 

that, if the decisions on matters submitted to arbitration can be separated from those not so 

submitted, only that part of the award which contains decisions on matters not submitted to 

arbitration may be set aside; or the composition of the arbitral tribunal or the arbitral 

procedure was not in accordance with the agreement of the parties, unless such agreement 

was in conflict with a provision of this Law from which the parties cannot derogate, or, 

failing such agreement, was not in accordance with this Law; or 2) the court finds that: the 

subject-matter of the dispute is not capable of settlement by arbitration under the law of the 

Republic of Uzbekistan; or the award is in conflict with the public policy of the Republic of 

Uzbekistan” (free translation by the Author). 
37 See ICA Law, Article 11 providing the following: “A party who knows that any provision 

of this Law from which the parties may derogate or any requirement under the arbitration 

agreement has not been complied with and yet proceeds with the arbitration without stating 

his objection to such noncompliance without undue delay or, if a time-limit is provided 

therefor, after the expiration of such period of time, shall be deemed to have waived the right 

to object” (free translation by the Author). 



DOES A RIGHT TO A PHYSICAL HEARING EXIST IN INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION? 

 
 
 

13 

Short answer: N/A 

 

It is not possible to answer this question, considering that the Uzbek law does not 

recognize a right to a physical hearing in arbitration, and that the general rules of civil 

procedure do not extend to arbitration as described in paragraphs a and b above. 

 

9. In case a right to a physical hearing in arbitration is not provided for in your 

jurisdiction, could the failure to conduct a physical hearing by the arbitral 

tribunal nevertheless constitute a basis for setting aside the award?  

 

Short answer: It depends.  

 

As clarified in paragraphs a and b above, a right to a physical hearing in arbitration 

does not exist in Uzbekistan. The question still arises whether arbitrators’ ordering a 

remote hearing nevertheless constitutes a basis for setting aside the award. 

There are two possible scenarios in which a tribunal could decide to hold a remote 

hearing against the wishes of the parties. The first one is over one of the parties’ 

objection, and the second one is in contravention of both parties’ agreement to hold a 

physical hearing. 

In the first scenario, the objecting party may seek to have the arbitral award set aside 

by alleging that the tribunal’s decision to hold the hearing remotely violated due process 

by hindering that party’s ability to present its case.38 Under the ICA Law, the tribunal’s 

discretion to decide on procedural issues is subject to certain limitations;39 particularly, 

it is obligated to ensure the parties are given “a full opportunity of presenting [their] 

case”.40 Those seeking to set aside an arbitral award on this ground will have to prove 

how a hearing conducted remotely, on its own, harmed their right to present their case.41 

 
38 See ICA Law, Article 50 providing the following: “[…] An arbitral award may be set aside 

by the court if: 1) the party making the application furnishes proof that: […] the party making 

the application was not given proper notice of the appointment of an arbitrator or of the 

arbitral proceedings or was otherwise unable to present its case […]” (free translation by the 

Author). 
39 See ICA Law, Article 34(2) providing the following: “Absent [the parties’] agreement, the 

arbitral tribunal may, subject to the provisions of this Law, conduct the arbitration in such 

manner as it considers appropriate” (free translation by the Author). 
40 ICA Law, Article 33 providing the following: “The parties shall be treated equally and 

each party shall be given a full opportunity of presenting its case” (free translation by the 

Author). 
41 The Author notes she is unaware of any decision by any Uzbek courts to refuse recognition 

and enforcement of an arbitral award on the basis of a violation of due process, which is 

relevant because the requirements under Article 50(2)(1)(2) of the ICA Law are similar to 

those under Article 256(1)(2) of the EPC. See EPC, Article 256(1)(2) providing the 

following: “Economic court of the Republic of Uzbekistan shall refuse the recognition and 



THE ICCA REPORTS 

 

14 

In the second scenario, a party can seek to set aside the award by alleging the arbitral 

procedure was conducted “not in accordance with the agreement of the parties”.42 As 

discussed in sub-paragraph c.6 above, the mere derogation from the parties’ agreement 

may not be a sufficient basis for setting aside an arbitral award. It remains within each 

court’s discretion to decide whether noncompliance with the agreement suffices, or a 

party must prove this caused actual prejudice. Given the absence of court practice on 

this matter, it is not yet possible to give a conclusive answer. 

Having said that, the parties should be mindful of the fact that under the ICA Law 

they would have to invoke a breach of due process or noncompliance “without undue 

delay”.43 Otherwise, they would be considered to have waived their right to object, and 

therefore forfeited their ability to use that ground to attempt to set aside the arbitral 

award.44 

 

e. Recognition/Enforcement 

 

10. Would a breach of a right to a physical hearing (irrespective of whether the 

breach is assessed pursuant to the law of your jurisdiction or otherwise) 

constitute in your jurisdiction a ground for refusing recognition and 

enforcement of a foreign award under Articles V(1)(b) (right of the party to 

present its case), V(1)(d) (irregularity in the procedure) and/or V(2)(b) 

(violation of public policy of the country where enforcement is sought) of the 

New York Convention? 

 

Short answer: It depends on the ground invoked.  

 

 
enforcement of a foreign arbitral award, at the request of the party against whom it is invoked, 

if that party furnishes proof that: […] 2) the party against whom the award is invoked was 

not given proper notice of the appointment of an arbitrator or of the arbitral proceedings or 

was otherwise unable to present his case” (free translation by the Author). 
42 ICA Law, Article 50 providing the following: “[…] An arbitral award may be set aside by 

the court if: 1) the party making the application furnishes proof that: […] the composition of 

the arbitral tribunal or the arbitral procedure was not in accordance with the agreement of the 

parties, unless such agreement was in conflict with a provision of this Law from which the 

parties cannot derogate, or, failing such agreement, was not in accordance with this Law 

[…]” (free translation by the Author). 
43 ICA Law, Article 11 providing the following: “A party who knows that any provision of 

this Law from which the parties may derogate or any requirement under the arbitration 

agreement has not been complied with and yet proceeds with the arbitration without stating 

his objection to such noncompliance without undue delay or, if a time-limit is provided 

therefor, after the expiration of such period of time, shall be deemed to have waived his right 

to object” (free translation by the Author). 
44 See sub-paragraph d.7 above. 
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Before proceeding with analysis of the above question, it is important to make three 

reservations. 

First, in the Republic of Uzbekistan, no case law has been formed yet on this specific 

subject matter. For that reason, the following analysis will provide an assessment of 

possible approaches that could be taken by the national courts when applying the 

relevant grounds under the New York Convention, based on our analysis of current 

practice. 

Second, there is no dedicated court dealing with the recognition and enforcement of 

foreign arbitral awards in Uzbekistan. Instead, such applications are considered by the 

courts of first instance at the debtor’s location or place of residence. If the location or 

place of residence is unknown, then it is done at the location of the debtor’s property 

when the enforcement is sought under the CPC, or place of corporate registration when 

enforcement is sought under the EPC.45 This means the practice may differ substantially 

among courts in different regions, making it difficult to predict the outcome if an 

enforcement application is considered by the Uzbek judiciary. 

Third, even though Uzbekistan has been a party to the New York Convention since 

1996, the procedural legislation applicable to the recognition and enforcement of foreign 

arbitral awards (i.e., Chapter 42 of the CPC and Chapter 33 of the EPC) has not been 

reconciled with the New York Convention, and it provides for additional grounds to 

refuse recognition and enforcement of foreign awards.46 In any event, parties can 

circumvent the Uzbek procedural legislation on recognition and enforcement of foreign 

arbitral awards by requesting that courts decide this issue according to the New York 

Convention, which would supersede the provisions found in Uzbekistan’s procedural 

legislation.47 Having said that, it is expected that after the entry into force of the ICA 

 
45 See CPC, Article 365 providing the following: “Application for the recognition and 

enforcement of a foreign court judgement or an arbitral award shall be submitted by a party 

to the dispute in whose favor the decision/award was made (hereinafter referred to as the 

‘applicant’), to the court at the debtor’s the place of residence or location, or if the debtor’s 

place of residence or location is unknown, at the location of its property” (free translation by 

the Author). See also EPC, Article 249 providing the following: “Application for the 

recognition and enforcement of a foreign court judgement or an arbitral award shall be 

submitted by an applicant to the economic court of the Republic of Karakalpakstan, regions 

and the city of Tashkent at the debtor’s place of residence or location, or, or if the location 

or place of residence is unknown – at the place of its registration” (free translation by the 

Author). 
46 However, those grounds do not appear to be relevant to the scope of this report. 
47 See CPC, Article 1(3) providing the following: “If an international treaty of the Republic 

of Uzbekistan establishes other rules than those applicable under the legislation on civil 

procedure in the Republic of Uzbekistan, the rules of an international treaty shall prevail” 

(free translation by the Author). See also EPC, Article 1(3) providing the following: “If an 

international treaty of the Republic of Uzbekistan establishes other rules than those provided 
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Law, which contains a list of grounds to refuse recognition and enforcement harmonized 

with the New York Convention, the relevant procedural legislation will be amended 

accordingly. 

These points should be kept in mind while reading the following analysis, notably 

that it is speculative in character and may be reconsidered in the future. 

Turning to Article V(1)(b) of the New York Convention (right to present the case), it 

has been transposed into Article 370(1)(2) of the CPC48 and Article 256(1)(2) of the 

EPC.49 It should be noted that when determining if the right to present a case has been 

violated, Uzbek courts could theoretically apply the lex arbitri or the law applicable to 

the underlying contract,50 rather than the provisions of Uzbek law.51 However, even if a 

right to a physical hearing does exist under the law applicable to the arbitration 

agreement, it does not necessarily mean that the tribunal’s decision to hold a remote 

hearing would justify refusing to recognize and enforce the respective award. Even 

though this question is at the discretion of the court considering the enforcement 

 
in the legislation of the Republic of Uzbekistan, the rules of an international treaty shall 

prevail” (free translation by the Author). 
48 See CPC, Article 370(1)(2) providing the following: “The court shall refuse recognition 

and enforcement of the decision of a foreign court or arbitral tribunal in full or in part, if: 

[…] 2) the party against whom the decision is rendered was not given proper notice of the 

time and place of the case consideration or was otherwise unable to present its case” (free 

translation by the Author). 
49 See EPC, Article 256(1)(2) providing the following: “The Economic court of the Republic 

of Uzbekistan shall refuse the recognition and enforcement of a foreign arbitral award, at the 

request of the party against whom it is invoked, if that party furnishes proof that: […] 2) the 

party against whom the award is invoked was not given proper notice of the appointment of 

an arbitrator or of the arbitral proceedings or was otherwise unable to present his case” (free 

translation by the Author). 
50 In the absence of an agreement by the parties, the law applicable to the contract is the law 

with the closest connection to the parties’ relations. See Civil Code, Article 1158(3) 

providing the following: “If it is impossible to determine the applicable law in accordance 

with part one of this article, the law having the closest connection with the legal relations 

involving a foreign element shall apply” (free translation by the Author). 
51 It seems that this approach stems from the provisions of Article 1189 of the Civil Code, 

providing the parties with an opportunity to choose different laws to separate parts of the 

contract, and the doctrine of separability. As it is the lex arbitri or, in some cases, the law of 

the underlying contract that governs an arbitration agreement, national courts are inclined to 

look at the provisions of that law in order to decide whether the parties’ right have been 

protected during the arbitral proceedings. See Civil Code, Article 1189 providing the 

following: “The contract shall be governed by the law of the State, chosen by the parties, 

unless otherwise provided by law. The parties to the contract can choose the law applicable 

to both the contract as a whole and its separate parts. The choice of the applicable law can 

be made by the parties to the contract at any time, both at the conclusion of the contract and 

thereafter. The parties can also agree at any time to change the law applicable to the contract” 

(free translation by the Author). 
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application, there seems to be a view among the Uzbek judiciary that only procedural 

violations leading to actual prejudice of the party’s right to be heard may constitute a 

sufficient ground to refuse recognition and enforcement of foreign arbitral awards, based 

on Article 370(1)(2) of the CPC and Article 256(1)(2) of the EPC.52  

Having said that, the Author is not aware of any foreign arbitral award that was 

denied recognition and enforcement based on a violation of due process.   

Article V(1)(d) of the New York Convention (irregularity in the procedure) has been 

transposed only into Article 256(1)(4) of the EPC, not the CPC.53 However, the fact the 

CPC does not contain similar provisions has no material consequences given the limited 

scope of its application to international arbitration54 and the ability to circumvent its 

provisions by requesting for the court to apply the New York Convention directly.55 

The provisions found in Article 256(1)(4) of the EPC suggest three hypothetical 

scenarios worth addressing now. 

In the first scenario, the tribunal decides to hold a remote hearing despite the parties’ 

agreeing to the contrary. If the court sticks to the language of the EPC, it may conclude 

that the arbitrators’ decision to act against the parties’ agreement is itself sufficient 

reason to refuse to recognize and enforce a foreign arbitral award. However, it seems 

reasonable to assume that, much like the practice of  upholding a party’s right to present 

its case, the courts may write in an additional requirement that such violation of the 

parties’ agreement caused actual prejudice to the party objecting to the recognition and 

enforcement of the foreign arbitral award. The current practice of Uzbek courts applying 

Article 256(1)(4) of the EPC does not allow the author to answer this point more 

conclusively. 

In the second scenario, the tribunal’s decision not to conduct a physical hearing 

violates the lex arbitri. In this case, the court would look at the law applicable to the 

arbitration agreement pursuant to the provisions set out in Article 1160 of the Civil 

Code.56 Even though Uzbek law does not establish a threshold requirement for violating 

 
52 This was the view expressed by representatives of the Uzbek judiciary in interviews with 

the Author. 
53 See EPC, Article 256(1)(4) providing the following: “The Economic court of the Republic 

of Uzbekistan shall refuse the recognition and enforcement of foreign arbitral award, at the 

request of the party against whom it is invoked, if that party furnishes proof that: […] 4) the 

composition of the arbitral authority or the arbitral procedure was not in accordance with the 

agreement of the parties, or, failing such agreement, was not in accordance with the law of 

the country where the arbitration took place” (free translation by the Author). 
54 See sub-paragraph b.3 above. 
55 See CPC, Article 1(3) providing the following: “If an international treaty of the Republic 

of Uzbekistan establishes other rules than those applicable under the legislation on civil 

procedure in the Republic of Uzbekistan, the rules of an international treaty shall prevail” 

(free translation by the Author). 
56 See Civil Code, Article 1160(1) providing the following: “When applying foreign law, a 

court or other state body establishes its content in accordance with its official interpretation, 
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the lex arbitri, there seems to be a view among the Uzbek judiciary that those violations 

should result in an actual harm to the party opposing the recognition and enforcement in 

order to constitute a ground to set aside an award.57 

In the third scenario, the tribunal follows the parties’ agreement to conduct a remote 

hearing despite the provisions of the lex arbitri mandating a physical hearing. Given that 

the answer to this scenario stems from the plain wording of both Article V of the New 

York Convention58 and Article 256 of the EPC,59 where an invocation of the lex arbitri 

violation is conditioned on the absence of the parties’ agreement on the relevant point, 

Uzbek courts will likely reject the award debtors’ objections in such circumstances, and 

grant recognition and enforcement of the arbitral award. 

Article V(2)(b) of the New York Convention (violation of public policy) has been 

transposed into Article 370(1)(10) of the CPC60 and Article 256(2)(2) of the EPC.61 The 

provisions of these Articles suggest it is inconsequential whether a right to a physical 

hearing exists at the arbitration seat, because only compliance with public policy at the 

place of enforcement is verified. 

Given that a right to a physical hearing in arbitration does not exist in Uzbekistan, it 

a fortiori cannot be a part of Uzbek public policy. In any event, the Author is not aware 

 
practice of application and doctrine in the relevant foreign State” (free translation by the 

Author). 
57 This was the view expressed by representatives of the Uzbek judiciary in interviews with 

the Author. 
58 See New York Convention, Article V(1)(d) providing the following: “1. Recognition and 

enforcement of the award may be refused, at the request of the party against whom it is 

invoked, only if that party furnishes to the competent authority where the recognition and 

enforcement is sought, proof that: […] (d) The composition of the arbitral authority or the 

arbitral procedure was not in accordance with the agreement of the parties, or, failing such 

agreement, was not in accordance with the law of the country where the arbitration took 

place” (emphasis added). 
59 See EPC, Article 256(1)(4) stating the following: “The Economic court of the Republic of 

Uzbekistan shall refuse the recognition and enforcement of foreign arbitral award, at the 

request of the party against whom it is invoked, if that party furnishes proof that: […] 4) the 

composition of the arbitral authority or the arbitral procedure was not in accordance with the 

agreement of the parties, or, failing such agreement, was not in accordance with the law of 

the country where the arbitration took place” (free translation by the Author, emphasis 

added). 
60 See CPC, Article 370(1)(10) providing the following: “The court shall refuse recognition 

and enforcement of the decision of foreign court or arbitral tribunal in full or in part, if: […] 

10) enforcement of foreign judgement or foreign arbitral award detriments the sovereignty, 

security or contradicts the main principles of the legislation of the Republic of Uzbekistan” 

(free translation by the Author). 
61 See EPC, Article 256(2)(2) providing the following: “Recognition and enforcement of an 

arbitral award may also be refused if: […] 2) the recognition and enforcement of the award 

would be contrary to or would threaten the public policy of the Republic of Uzbekistan” (free 

translation by the Author). 
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of any international arbitral award that has been denied recognition and enforcement in 

Uzbekistan because it violated public policy.  

Finally, the parties should also be mindful of one other possible interplay in 

Uzbekistan between a right to a physical hearing being violated and a foreign arbitral 

award being recognized and enforced. If such a violation resulted in setting aside the 

arbitral award at the seat,62 that award could no longer be enforced in Uzbekistan. 63 

 

f. COVID-Specific Initiatives 

 

11. To the extent not otherwise addressed above, how has your jurisdiction 

addressed the challenges presented to holding physical hearings during the 

COVID pandemic?  Are there any interesting initiatives or innovations in the 

legal order that stand out? 

 

Short answer: Yes.  

 

The Supreme Court of Uzbekistan introduced special measures in response to the 

coronavirus pandemic, limiting the rights of natural and legal persons, particularly their 

right to court access. 

On 20 March 2020, the Presidium of the Supreme Court issued a temporary 

resolution “On the prevention of the spread of COVID-19 in the courts of the Republic 

 
62 As a side note, pursuant to Uzbek procedural legislation, the courts are obliged to suspend 

the proceedings on recognition and enforcement of foreign arbitral awards if an application 

to set aside or stay the enforcement is being considered by a foreign court. See CPC, Article 

116(5) providing the following: “Court shall suspend the proceedings in the following cases: 

[…] 5) a party submitted an application to the competent authority of a foreign state to set 

aside a judgement of a foreign court or an arbitral award, or to suspend its enforcement” (free 

translation by the Author). See also EPC, Article 101(5) providing the following: “The Court 

shall suspend the proceedings in the following cases: […] 5) a party submitted an application 

to the competent authority of a foreign state to set aside a judgement of a foreign court or an 

arbitral award, or to suspend the enforcement of a judgment/award, the recognition and 

enforcement of which is considered by the court” (free translation by the Author). 
63 See CPC, Article 370(1)(8) providing the following: “The court shall refuse the recognition 

and enforcement of the decision of a foreign court or arbitral tribunal in full or in part, if: 

[…] 8) the decision was set aside by the competent authority of the foreign state” (free 

translation by the Author). See also EPC, Article 256(1)(5) providing the following: “The 

Economic court of the Republic of Uzbekistan shall refuse the recognition and enforcement 

of a foreign arbitral award, at the request of the party against whom it is invoked, if that party 

furnishes proof that: […] 5) the award has not yet become binding on the parties or has been 

set aside or suspended by a court of the country in which, or under the law of which, that 

award was made” (free translation by the Author). 
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of Uzbekistan”,64 aimed at reducing courthouse traffic. Courts were ordered to conduct 

the proceedings by videoconference “where possible technologically”.65 Given that 

under Uzbek law, hearings can only be conducted in the courtroom,66 court access was 

limited to the hearing’s participants. These participants could join their hearing from the 

court closest to their place of residence. Where this was not possible, courts were allowed 

to postpone the case for up to a certain amount of time.67 

The Special Republican Commission on Combating Coronavirus then divided the 

State into zones according to their epidemiological safety (i.e., “green”, “yellow” and 

 
64 See Resolution of the Presidium of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan No. 

PC-13-20 dated 20 March 2020 “On the prevention of the spread COVID-19 in the courts of 

the Republic of Uzbekistan” (“Resolution PC 13-20”). See also Resolution of the Presidium 

of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan No. PC-14-20 dated 8 April 2020 “On 

amending the Resolution No. PC-13-20 dated 20 March 2020 ‘On the prevention of the 

spread COVID-19 in the courts of the Republic of Uzbekistan’” (“Resolution PC 14-20”), 

by which the validity of the applicable measures was extended “until the issuance of a special 

decision” (free translation by the Author). 
65 Resolution PC 13-20, para. 3 providing the following: “All courts shall conduct case 

proceedings by videoconference, where possible technologically; access to the court’s 

premises shall be completely off limits to persons not participating in the hearing” (free 

translation by the Author). 
66 See CPC, Article 209(2) providing the following: “To ensure that persons participate in 

the court session via videoconference mode, the videoconferencing systems of the respective 

courts shall be used at the place of residence, stay or location of said persons” (free translation 

by the Author). See also Resolution of the Plenum of the High Economic Court of the 

Republic of Uzbekistan No. 270 dated 28 November 2014 “On some issues of the application 

of procedural legislation by the economic courts when conducting the court sessions in 

videoconference mode”, para. 2 providing the following: “The courts shall be mindful that a 

court session in videoconference mode shall be understood as a remote court hearing 

conducted by means of interactive communication between the court considering the case 

and the court assisting with the conduct of a court session using a real-time audio- and video-

information exchange via telecommunication technologies” (free translation by the Author). 
67 See Resolution of the Plenum of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan No. 8 

dated 28 April 2020 “On some issues of the application of legislation by courts in connection 

with the introduction on the territory of the Republic of Uzbekistan of measures to prevent 

the spread of coronavirus infection (COVID-19)”, para. 7 providing the following: “Since 

the grounds for the suspension of proceedings in a civil, criminal, administrative, economic 

case, envisaged by the relevant procedural law, are exhaustive, the courts have no power to 

suspend proceedings in these cases in connection with the introduction of quarantine and 

shall take measures to their timely consideration in compliance with the precautionary 

measures provided for by the quarantine conditions, and – where it is impossible to ensure 

the compliance with such measures and the attendance of the participants of the proceedings 

– issue rulings postponing the consideration of the case for a specified time limit” (free 

translation by the Author). 
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“red”). On 12 May 2020, the Presidium of the Supreme Court issued a new protocol by 

which it restored full operation of courts in “green” and “yellow” zones, but the 

instructions to pursue videoconferencing “where possible technologically” remain in 

force for all courts notwithstanding their location. As of April 2021, no further 

instructions have been provided about hearing conduct in Uzbek courts.  
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