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Nodir Yuldashev & Mirzaaziz Ruziev
GRATA law firm

Effi ciency of process

The judicial system of Uzbekistan belongs to a family of continental legal systems.  It 
consists of specialised courts and is regulated by rules comprehensively codifi ed in written 
legislative documents, which are easily accessible to citizens and lawyers within and outside 
of Uzbekistan.
The main legal documents regulating the judicial system are the Constitution, the Law on 
Courts, the Law on Arbitration Courts and the Law on Enforcement of Judicial Decisions 
and Decisions of Other Authorities.  The main document regulating the judicial process in the 
business area is the Economic Procedural Code of Uzbekistan.  All legal documents are available 
in Uzbek and Russian languages and are publicly available through offi cial publications and 
electronic (internet) sources.  The offi cial source is www.lex.uz – a national database of Uzbek 
legislation administered by the Ministry of Justice of Uzbekistan.  The database is available 
free of charge in Uzbek and Russian languages and is updated on a daily basis.
The court system of Uzbekistan is straightforward and consists of the following specialised 
courts:
• The Supreme Economic Court and its regional economic courts in all administrative 

regions of Uzbekistan.  The Supreme Economic Court and its subordinated economic 
courts are responsible for hearing cases arising from activities of mainly business 
entities, and disputes between business entities and state authorities.

• The Supreme Court and its regional, city and district courts in all regions, cities and 
districts of Uzbekistan.  The Supreme Court and its subordinated courts are responsible 
for hearing:
(i) Civil cases arising from activities of individuals and disputes between individuals 

and state authorities.
(ii) Criminal cases.  Depending on density of population, some courts are authorised to 

hear both civil and criminal cases of a certain district.  Depending on the location 
of the district, some courts are authorised to hear cases from several neighbouring 
districts. 

(iii) Military cases.  Special military courts are established in all regions of Uzbekistan 
and subordinated directly to the Military Judicial Board of the Supreme Court.  
Military courts hear military cases in respect of crimes committed by military 
offi cers, offi cers of the national security service, offi cers of internal affairs, as well 
as crimes related to breach of state secrets cases.

• The Constitutional Court.  The Constitutional Court deals exclusively with reviewing 
laws of Uzbekistan, regulations of the Parliament’s chambers, presidential decrees, 

Uzbekistan
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regulations of government and local authorities, international and other obligations of the 
Republic of Uzbekistan to ensure their conformity with the Constitution.

• Arbitration courts.  Arbitration courts form part of a non-governmental judicial 
system.  Arbitration courts may be established by any legal entities on an ad hoc basis.  
Arbitration courts hear cases arising out of business or commercial operations between 
business entities and individuals.  

No other courts or alternative judicial authorities exist in Uzbekistan.
Uzbek laws establish quite a precise mechanism for judicial settlement of business disputes.  
The Economic Procedural Code provides a detailed set of requirements and procedures 
to fi le lawsuits and hold judicial hearings.  There are four judicial instances to resolve a 
business dispute in Uzbekistan:
• Court of fi rst instance.  This is a regional economic court, which accepts the lawsuit, 

analyses the case materials and facts and makes a binding judicial decision. 
• The appeal instance of regional economic court.  This court is formed and consists 

of judges of the same regional economic court.  This judicial instance is responsible 
to hear any appeals fi led by a party to a dispute which does not agree with the judicial 
decision made by the court of fi rst instance.

• The appeal instance of the Supreme Economic Court.  This court is regarded as the 
highest judicial instance among the economic courts of Uzbekistan.  This is a separate 
judicial instance located in the capital city Tashkent, and is responsible to hear any 
appeals fi led by a party to a dispute which does not agree with the judicial decision 
made by the court of fi rst instance or the decision made by the appeal instance of a 
regional economic court.

• Judicial review.  This is the last judicial instance.  Any cases brought for judicial review 
are reviewed by members of the Presidium of the Supreme Economic Court appointed 
from among the judges of the Supreme Economic Court.  It does not review cases 
in accordance with judicial procedures, as in all previous instances.  It reviews cases 
only on the grounds of fi lings made by either the chairman of the Supreme Economic 
Court (or his deputies) or Prosecutor General of Uzbekistan (or his deputies).  In order 
for these persons to fi le for judicial review, a party interested in this judicial instance 
must address this person in writing and prove commitment of material and procedural 
breaches by the court of a lower instance which has made a fi nal judicial decision.  
The established practice shows that judicial review has not become a regular judicial 
practice to appeal judicial decisions in Uzbekistan.  Therefore the appeal instance of 
the Supreme Economic Court is informally treated as the court of last resort. 

In terms of timing, the Economic Procedural Code of Uzbekistan requires judges to make 
decisions not later than within one calendar month from the date of accepting a lawsuit.  
This period is allowed to be extended but not by more than one calendar month.  Similar 
time restrictions are also imposed upon the judges of the appeal instances of both the 
regional and the Supreme Economic Court.  In practice, judicial decisions at the court of 
fi rst instance are usually made within two-three calendar months.  Judicial decisions by the 
appeal instances of both regional and the Supreme Economic Court are usually made within 
one-two calendar months from the date of accepting the appeal.
The Government of Uzbekistan is continuously working on improvement of the technological 
and material basis of state courts.  In accordance with various decisions made by the President 
of Uzbekistan and fi nanced by the specialised state Fund for Development of Courts and 
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Departments of Justice, all economic courts have been equipped with modern online video 
conferencing facilities in 2014-2015.  As a result, any company located in any region of 
Uzbekistan can participate in judicial hearings without physical presence or the necessity 
to travel to another region.  A video conferencing facility is available to all types of persons 
and disputes heard at economic courts.  In order to take advantage of the video conferencing 
facility, a preliminary notice needs to be fi led to the respective economic court to book the 
video conferencing facility for a particular hearing.  Ten days’ notice is usually a suffi cient 
period.  At the moment, the online video conferencing facility is available for local judicial 
hearings only.  It is expected that this facility may also become available for participants to a 
judicial dispute located outside of Uzbekistan.
It is also noted that, based on the decision of the Government of Uzbekistan, all state 
authorities are instructed to commence providing state services and performing certain actions 
through an electronic portal.  Commencing 1 January 2015, the Supreme Economic Court has 
developed an online system of fi ling lawsuits electronically through www.oxs.uz.  This portal 
also provides an online library service as well as online secretariat through which participants 
to a judicial dispute can fi le offi cial applications and requests and search particular judicial 
decisions made by economic courts across Uzbekistan.  The electronic library is expected to 
offer full service by the second half of 2016.  

Integrity of process

Fundamental principles of the judicial process and the independence of judges are established 
in the Constitution of Uzbekistan.  In accordance with Article 106 of the Constitution, the 
judicial system of Uzbekistan acts independently from legislative and executive branches 
of state government.  Article 112 of the Constitution states that judges are independent 
and shall be subordinated only to the law of Uzbekistan.  Any intervention to the judge’s 
activities is forbidden.
The Economic Procedural Code also establishes additional principles and guarantees for 
integrity of the judicial process and impartiality of judges.  One of the main principles is 
that all cases heard by economic courts of Uzbekistan are open, except for cases involving 
state secrets.  It is noted that the principle of openness of the process is not applicable to the 
hearings of arbitration courts, which are treated as confi dential.  The right to trial is fi xed in 
Article 1 of the Code and establishes that any person (legal entity, individual entrepreneur 
or shareholder, including individuals) is guaranteed a right to fi le lawsuits to economic 
courts.  Any rejection or waiver from this right is void.  Article 5 of the Code establishes 
the principle of independence of judges.  Articles 7 and 9 of Economic Procedural Code 
establish the principles of fairness, equality of the parties before the law and before the court 
and competitiveness of the parties.  If the judge, prosecutor, interpreter or an expert hired by 
the court appears to have any confl ict of interest with any party to a dispute and impartiality 
cannot be maintained or guaranteed, then any participant to the hearing, including the judge 
himself, has suffi cient legal grounds to request recusal of such a person. 

Privilege and disclosure

Uzbek law is based on evidentiary presumption, in accordance with which each participant 
of a court hearing is obliged to support his claim or defence by providing evidence.  Such 
evidences include written and material evidence, expert’s statement, witness statement, 
explanations of parties to the case.
Parties to the case are released from the burden of providing evidence in the following cases:



GLI - Litigation & Dispute Resolution Fourth Edition 321  www.globallegalinsights.com

© Published and reproduced with kind permission by Global Legal Group Ltd, London

GRATA law firm Uzbekistan

• when the court acknowledges certain facts as common knowledge; or
• when the facts were proven by an earlier court decision involving the same parties 

that has already come into force.
It should be noted that the court is not under any obligation to accept any fact as a proven 
one, until the judge examines it and is satisfi ed with it based on his own discretion and 
experience.  This principle applies even if a certain fact was admitted and accepted by 
both parties to the case.
In cases where judges fi nd that provided evidences are not suffi cient to prove all facts 
crucial for the case, they may request the parties to provide additional evidences.  Where 
such evidences are beyond the reach of a party to the case the court may, upon petition of 
relevant party, issue a request for evidence.  In order to expedite the process, such request 
for evidence may be handed over to the relevant participant if the judge believes that such 
course of action will be in the best interest of the case.  Otherwise the court sends the 
request for evidence to relevant persons directly, thus ordering disclosure of evidence. 
A person holding required evidence who has received such request for evidence must 
submit the evidence to the court or provide an explanation for failing to do so.  Non-
compliance with such request may result in a fi ne of up to 200 minimum wages (roughly 
equating to US$ 9,250), payment of which does not release the person from their 
obligation to disclose requested evidence. 
Under Uzbek law any person with knowledge of facts related to the case may be summoned 
as a witness.  A witness summoned by a court must come to that court and provide fair 
evidence.  Witnesses failing to comply with such request may be fi ned or even arrested, 
except for exemptions provided by laws.
Under the Civil-Procedural Code, the following persons cannot be summoned and 
questioned as witnesses:
• representatives under a civil case or counsels under a criminal case – on the facts that 

they have learned in their respective capacities; or
• physically or mentally challenged persons who cannot adequately testify due to their 

relevant conditions.
The Criminal Code provides that the following persons are exempted from liability:
• close relatives of the defendant – for refusing or avoiding testimony against the 

defendant; and
• witnesses – for refusing to testify against themselves.
The Bar Laws provide that any information that constitutes advocate’s secret shall not 
be disclosed to anyone.  Any information or fact that came to the knowledge of the 
advocate in the process of providing his services to his client, including the fact that the 
advocate was contacted by his client, constitutes an advocate’s secret, and no person or 
organisation is allowed to request disclosure of such information.  Therefore advocates 
are immune from witnessing against their clients unless the defendant agrees or instructs 
such disclosure.
Please note that although Uzbekistan does acknowledge the principle of bank secrecy, 
under provisions of the Bank Secrecy Law, banks are obliged to disclose requested 
information in certain cases, including when courts issue offi cial requests within the 
framework of the case being tried.
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Costs and funding

Under Uzbek laws any party wishing to fi le a case in any court must pay the relevant stamp 
duty.  Different courts apply different bases and rates for payment of stamp duty depending 
on the subject matter of the case.
The usual approach is that a plaintiff must pay either a fi xed stamp duty which is indicated 
in the then current minimum wages in Uzbekistan, or a percentage from the sum of the 
claim. 
A plaintiff wishing to fi le a case in the State Civil Courts may have to pay 2 to 20% of 
the claim price, depending on the type and sum of the claim.  Cases with a rather civilian 
character such as divorce are subject to fi xed stamp duty.
In the State Economic Court, a party to a pecuniary claim has to pay 1% of the claim price.  
In case of non-pecuniary claims, the stamp duty payable equals 10 minimum wages, which 
currently roughly equates to US$ 460.
In case of appeals to any state court, 50% of initially paid stamp duty must be paid.
Non-state arbitration courts establish their own stamp duties under their relevant regalement.
The general law requirement is that no case shall be accepted to hearing by any court or 
arbitration without payment of relevant stamp duties, except for cases provided for under 
laws.
Any state court judge may accept a case for consideration without payment of stamp duty.  
In his relevant ruling on accepting the case, such judge indicates that payment of the stamp 
duty is postponed until fi nal resolution of the case, when such stamp duty shall be paid 
by the losing party.  In order to pass such decision the judge must on his own discretion 
establish that the plaintiff is economically unable to pay the stamp duty.  In current practice, 
courts rarely uphold such approach and usually tend to refuse such claims until full payment 
of the stamp duty.
Another ground for fi ling the case without prior payment of the stamp duty is available 
for members of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Uzbekistan (CCI Uzbekistan).  
Under relevant laws, members of CCI Uzbekistan are exempted from preliminary payment 
of the stamp duty when fi ling the case.  This does not mean that they are exempted from 
such payment at all, rather postponing the payment and obliging the losing side to carry the 
burden of stamp duty.
General practice is that the losing party bears all expenditures related to the case and, if 
applicable, the judge indicates in his decision that the losing party shall compensate such 
expenditures.  However, the judges have discretion to split the costs between both sides.  
Judges in their relevant decisions may approve an agreement reached between parties on 
separation of costs.  In certain cases, when the case was fi led to the court as a result of 
breach by one of the parties of the pre-court dispute resolution procedures, the judge may 
oblige such breaching party with the burden of carrying all court expenses regardless of 
fi nal resolution on the case. 
In addition to the stamp duty, Uzbek judges may award compensation of other case-related 
expenditures of the winning side.  Such compensable expenditures may include postal 
expenditures, cost of expertise, and legal fees incurred by the party to the case.  However, 
one should note that there is no regulation or law requesting the judges to provide for such 
compensation or establishing the limits of such compensations.  Therefore the judge upon 
his own discretion may rule to compensate the case-related expenditures in full or partially.  
It should be noted that the judges will compensate only confi rmed legal fees such as costs 
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calculated on the basis of hourly rates or other clearly identifi able basis, and shall not accept 
legal fees linked to success in the case. 

Interim relief

Under the Economic-Procedural Code the economic court considering the case may initiate 
interim relief measures upon petition of any person participating in the case.  Interim relief 
measures may be initiated at any stage of dispute resolution if non-application of such 
measures may lead to non-enforceability of a court rule.  It should be noted that the judge 
cannot initiate interim relief measures before accepting the relevant claim for consideration 
and initiation of the court case on the subject of the claim.
Any claim for provision of an interim relief must be examined by the court not later than 
next day after its receipt.  After examining the request the court passes the relevant decision 
either accepting the claim, thus granting the requested interim relief measure, or rejecting 
such claim.
Decisions on interim reliefs may be appealed upon, which nevertheless does suspend their 
enforcement. 
The following interim measures are available under the Economic-Procedural Code:
• seizure of property or money belonging to the defendant;
• prohibiting the defendant from performing certain activities;
• prohibiting other persons from performing certain actions relating to the subject matter;
• suspension of enforcement of the enforcement order or other similar document being 

contested by the plaintiff; or
• suspension of the sale of property in case of a claim for its release from arrest.
It should be noted that an interim measure in the form of seizure of moneys does not include 
freeze of the defendant’s bank account.  Therefore in applying this interim measure one 
should bear in mind that the judge will only seize the moneys in the defendant’s bank 
account in the claimed amount. 
The court will only allow freeze of assets if such long-term seizure will not affect its 
qualities.  Therefore the judge will most probably reject seizure of perishable products.
When applying for suspension of an enforcement order on a ruling that has already come into 
force and is in the process of enforcement by court enforcement offi cers, one should keep 
in mind that even after obtaining such interim relief from the court, the relevant decision 
must be provided to the relevant enforcement offi cer as soon as applicable.  Based on such 
interim relief decision court enforcement offi cers initiate their own internal procedure, 
which usually takes some time.  Therefore timely provision of the court interim relief to the 
relevant enforcement offi cers is crucial, as a court decision on suspension of enforcement 
will not cure the situation when the asset subject matter of such decision has already been 
sold or otherwise been disposed of.
Non-compliance with the court decision requesting the defendant to refrain from certain 
actions, or similar limitation on third parties from actions relating to the subject matter, may 
lead to fi nes from 200 minimum wages (roughly equating to US$ 9,250), up to 50% of the 
claim price.  Such practice provides a good enforcement mechanism for interim reliefs. 
In case the court fi nds it necessary, it has the right to apply several interim reliefs based on 
the petition of the interested participant of the case.  This allows the plaintiff to maximise 
his protection, providing an effective enforcement instrument.
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When providing an interim relief, the court may request the plaintiff to guarantee 
compensation of possible losses to the defendant upon request of the latter.  This measure 
provides a safety mechanism for the defendant, protecting him from possible abuse by the 
plaintiff of the rights for interim relief.
Any form of the interim relief measure may be replaced with another one upon request of 
the plaintiff.  Accordingly the defendant may propose other forms of interim relief instead 
of ones provided for in the relevant decision of the court.  For example, the defendant may 
choose to provide the claimed moneys in the escrow account of the court instead of their 
seizure in his own account. 
Any court decision on providing the interim measures can be revoked by the party that 
initiated it.  Such decisions can also be revoked in case the main claim is rejected.  In such 
case the court shall pass a separate decision annulling the interim reliefs. 

Enforcement of judgments

Under Uzbek laws a foreign judgment is enforced through recognition of such award by 
local state courts and its consequent enforcement.  Depending on the subject matter of 
the case, such judgment is recognised via issuance of an enforcement order by either the 
State Civil Court under the Civil-Procedural Code or by the State Economic Court, whose 
decisions are based on the Economic-Procedural Code.  Both of these codes provide that 
such enforcement orders are issued based on the relevant international treaties to which 
Uzbekistan is party.  This effectively means that if there is no treaty between Uzbekistan 
and country of origin of the judgment, then such award cannot be enforced and thus will 
have to be re-tried by Uzbek state courts.
The main multilateral international treaties regulating enforcement of foreign arbitral 
awards in Uzbekistan are the Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign 
Arbitral Awards 1958 (New York Convention), the Agreement on Settlement of Disputes 
on Economic Activity (Kiev Agreement), the Agreement on Legal Assistance and Legal 
Relations in Civil, Family and Criminal cases (Minsk Convention), and the Convention on 
Civil Procedure (Hague Convention).  There are also bilateral treaties between Uzbekistan 
and other countries that regulate the issue of judgment enforcement.
When considering enforcement of foreign judgments in Uzbekistan one should distinguish 
between awards of a foreign court and foreign arbitration, as these two are enforced 
based on different agreements and there is a difference in approach to their enforcement.  
Provided that there is an international agreement regulating judgment enforcement 
between Uzbekistan and the country of judgment origin, there are few grounds under 
which a foreign judgment can be refused by Uzbek courts. 
Enforcement of foreign court judgments is regulated by the Kiev Agreement, Minsk 
Convention and bilateral treaties of the Republic of Uzbekistan.  Under these instruments, 
recognition of a foreign court award can be refused by Uzbek court in the following cases:
• there is a decision of the Economic Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan in a dispute 

between the same parties on the same subject and on the same grounds;
• there is a recognised decision of an authorised court of a third state – CIS member 

states or non-member of the CIS, in a dispute between the same parties on the same 
subject and on the same grounds;

• the dispute is resolved by an unauthorised court;
• the other side was not informed of the trial; or
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• the three-year limitation period on applying the judgment for enforcement has expired.
A bilateral treaty between Uzbekistan and the country of judgment origin may prescribe 
other grounds for such refusal.
In case of enforcement of foreign arbitration awards, the New York Convention shall 
apply and an Uzbek court may refuse to recognise and enforce such judgment only on the 
grounds provided by Article 5 of this convention.
Uzbek courts may refuse to accept petitions for enforcement of foreign judgments on 
technical grounds as provided for in relevant agreements.  Such technical issues may 
include the necessity to notary-certify copies of decisions, to translate the relevant 
documents into Uzbek language and other such requirements.  After curing the default, 
such judgment may be re-applied.
It should be noted that in case a foreign award is fi led under an applicable international 
treaty of Uzbekistan, Uzbek courts may not re-try the case on the merits, change or annul 
such award. 
Under current business practice, including an international/foreign arbitration as a dispute 
settlement institution rather than a foreign court is a more preferable option for the reasons 
discussed further below.
As mentioned above, foreign arbitral awards and foreign court judgments are recognised 
and enforceable in Uzbekistan.  However, the approach to enforcement of awards under 
these two types of dispute resolution is different as a matter of Uzbek law.
Given the fact that there are more parties to the New York Convention than there are 
bilateral treaties between Uzbekistan and other countries on enforcement of foreign 
judgments, there are more chances that a foreign arbitral award will be recognised in 
Uzbekistan without re-trial on the merits, whereas in case of foreign court judgments, such 
possibility is lower.
Uzbekistan is not a party to many multilateral or bilateral treaties with foreign countries 
for the enforcement and recognition of foreign court judgments.  Should a judgment be 
obtained from such a court, it is highly unlikely that it would be given direct effect in 
Uzbek courts.  Therefore, such judgment will have to be re-tried on the merits in an Uzbek 
court following the procedures established by Uzbek procedural rules.  Also, the laws of 
the Republic of Uzbekistan do not provide avenues for summary or expedited proceedings 
based on the non-Uzbek judgment.
Contrary to treatment of foreign court judgments, foreign arbitral awards shall be 
recognised in Uzbekistan without re-trial on the merits, as Uzbekistan is a party to the New 
York Convention.  Accordingly, a foreign arbitral award obtained in a state which is party 
to the New York Convention should be recognised and enforced by Uzbek court, subject to 
the qualifi cations in the New York Convention and compliance with Uzbek civil procedure 
and the procedures established by the Uzbek legislation on commercial arbitration for the 
enforcement of arbitration decisions.
Based on the above, a choice of international arbitration in transactions with Uzbek legal 
entities would be more appropriate from Uzbek law standpoint.
We further note that from the perspective of Uzbek laws, any agreement between the 
parties as to dispute resolution forum and arbitration rules must be express and clear for 
the avoidance of claims challenging arbitral award.
Please note that under Uzbek laws the arbitration clause in the agreement must be clear and 
unambiguous, referring to a single dispute resolution body.  Therefore having a clause that 
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gives grounds for the availability of multiple jurisdictions may be considered by Uzbek 
courts as a violation of public order − thus giving the Uzbek court a right to re-try the case 
on the merits in an Uzbek court following the procedures established by Uzbek procedural 
rules.  Therefore it would be advisable to include the arbitration clause, indicating a single 
arbitration body as the only dispute-resolving institution under the relevant transaction.
Under Uzbek laws the party intending to enforce a foreign judgment is exempted from 
payment of a stamp duty to the state court for recognition and enforcement of such award.  
However, such plaintiff will have to bear all other court expenses related to enforcement 
of the award. 

Cross-border litigation

The Economic-Procedural Code provides that Uzbek economic courts have the right to try 
cases with participation of foreign participants.  For a case with a foreign participant to be 
fi led with an Uzbek economic court, one of the following grounds must be present:
• defendant is a resident of Uzbekistan;
• a branch or representative offi ce of a foreign company is located within the territory of 

Uzbekistan;
• defendant possesses property within territory of Uzbekistan;
• disputed contract was supposed to be or is performed within the territory of Uzbekistan;
• case is on compensation for harm caused to property (if the harm was done within the 

territory of Uzbekistan);
• case is based on unjust enrichment that was gained within the territory of Uzbekistan;
• case is on protection of honour, dignity and business reputation and the plaintiff is in 

Uzbekistan; or
• there is a relevant agreement between the local participant and a foreign person.
In order to fi le a case with the economic court, a foreign plaintiff will have to pay a stamp 
duty in the amount of 1% of the price of the claim.  The only difference from a local plaintiff 
is that the foreign participant will have to pay the stamp duty in foreign currency.  Filing 
a foreign judgment to a Uzbek court for enforcement in Uzbekistan is exempt from this 
requirement, as such cases are considered by Uzbek courts without stamp duties.
Foreign participants fi ling documents, issued or certifi ed by foreign bodies, must bear in mind 
that before submitting them to the Economic Court, such documents must be duly legalised.
In accordance with Uzbek laws, a foreign document can be legalised through the Uzbek 
Consulate or by Apostille under the Hague Convention Abolishing the Requirement of 
Legalisation for Foreign Public Documents (Apostille Treaty).  In accordance with law 
requirements, after or during the legalisation process such documents must be translated 
into offi cial (Uzbek) language.  However in practice, in most cases the courts will admit 
documents in the Russian language or their translation into Russian. 
Please note that in cases being fi led under the Kiev Agreement or Minsk Convention, 
documents submitted to Uzbek courts need not to be additionally legalised if they were duly 
certifi ed in their country of origin.  Moreover, such documents being submitted under the Kiev 
Agreement shall be admitted by Uzbek courts in either of the Uzbek or Russian languages.
A foreign party to a dispute being tried by Uzbek courts should bear in mind that all parties 
to the dispute must be duly notifi ed of the court session.  Notifi cation on an upcoming court 
session must be received by all parties within such period of time, allowing them proper 
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participation.  Depending on the legal relations of Uzbekistan with the country of seat of the 
foreign participant, the term when sessions may be appointed may vary.  So the following 
periods are recommended for appointment of sessions from the moment of accepting the case:
• if the foreign party is situated in a CIS country – three months;
• if the foreign party is situated in a country with whom Uzbekistan has an Agreement 

on the provision of a bilateral or multilateral mutual legal assistance (currently there 
are such bilateral agreements with Turkey, the People’s Republic of China, Latvia, 
Lithuania and the Czech Republic) – four months; or

• if the foreign party is situated in other countries – six months.
Non-compliance with this requirement gives grounds for challenging the court ruling that 
was passed in absence of the party that was not duly notifi ed.

International arbitration

Outwards international arbitration is under development in Uzbekistan at the moment.  There 
is specifi c legislation regulating this area of law.  The Law on International Commercial 
Arbitration has been drafted by the local Chamber of Commerce and Industry and submitted 
to the Government of Uzbekistan for consideration.  It is expected that the draft law shall 
be passed to the legislative chamber of the Parliament of Uzbekistan by the end of 2015, 
with the potential to enact the Law in the second half of 2016.  It is expected that this Law 
shall be mainly aimed at regulating arbitration courts for settling foreign or cross-border 
commercial disputes between business entities and individuals.  In accordance with the 
draft Law, these tribunals shall be open for all categories of appellants, including residents 
and non-residents of Uzbekistan.
As regards inwards international arbitration, there is suffi cient legal basis for the recognition 
and enforcement of arbitration awards made by foreign arbitration courts.  Uzbekistan is 
a member of the New York Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign 
Arbitral Awards of 1958.  Enforcement of awards made by foreign arbitration courts is a 
rather straightforward procedure, described in more detail above.  The established arbitration 
practice suggests that there are no major issues with getting a foreign arbitration award 
recognised in Uzbekistan if the commercial contract terms comply with the substantial 
requirements of the Uzbek legal regime and procedural requirements related to the choice of 
law, choice of arbitration court, appointment of arbitrators and holding arbitration hearings 
have been observed.  

Mediation and ADR

There is no specifi c legislation regulating mediation.  Article 112 of the Economic Procedural 
Code requires plaintiffs to attempt to settle a dispute amicably before fi ling any lawsuits 
to economic courts.  Providing documentary evidence of an attempt to settle a dispute 
amicably is a mandatory legal requirement in Uzbekistan.  In practice, this mandatory form 
of mediation is treated as having been complied with if a pre-judicial notice of default has 
been delivered to the defendant in writing.  Courts accept a copy of this document as proof 
of mediation if it contains the defendant’s signatures or stamps on it confi rming delivery, or 
if it is provided together with corresponding postal receipts. 
Alternative dispute resolution in turn is well developed and regulated by the Law on 
Arbitration.  The Law on Arbitration introduces the possibility of establishing arbitration 
courts as an alternative to settling commercial disputes in state economic courts. 
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There are two types of arbitration courts which are allowed to be established in Uzbekistan:
• permanent arbitration courts, which can be established under any legal person and 

entitled to review cases fi led by business entities and individuals; and
• ad hoc arbitration courts, which are established to settle one specifi c dispute.
The Law limits the competence of arbitration courts and the following types of disputes 
cannot be settled by arbitration courts:
• disputes with the participation of a government authority;
• administrative disputes;
• family disputes;
• labour disputes;
• criminal disputes; or
• disputes exclusively settled by stated courts in accordance with the laws of Uzbekistan, 

for example bankruptcy issues, breach of state secret disputes, etc.
The Law on Arbitration provides that awards made by arbitration courts are fi nal and cannot 
be appealed, with an exclusion only of situations where procedural requirements have been 
breached.  These breaches consist of the following exhaustive list: 
1) order of establishing an arbitration court;
2) order of appointing an arbitrator;
3) lack of competence of an arbitration court; or
4) procedure for holding an arbitration hearing.
The Law on Arbitration also establishes that all arbitration courts must be registered with 
the Ministry of Justice of Uzbekistan, including ad hoc arbitration courts.  Non-compliance 
with this rule may lead to annulment of an arbitration award.
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