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BnapucnaBsoBuy,

3aMecTuTeNb npeacenatens OTBOI[ CyI[BI/I B ap6I/ITpa>KHOM

ApbuTpaxHoro cysa

CaepanoBckoii obniacy, HpOHeCCGI miar Bl'[epeI[

KaHAunat lopuandeckux Hayk

et e bt VJIN DJIEMEHT e1HOo00pa3us?

IIpenMeToM paccCMOTpPEeHMSI TaHHOU PaOOTHI SIBJISIETCSI MHCTUTYT OTBOAA B apOMTPaKHOM ITpoliecce B
KOHTEKCTEC CpaBHCHUA neﬁCTBy}omeﬁ npoueaypsl €ro paCCMOTPEHUA U NIPOLEAYPBI l'[peI[H.IeCTBOBaBLHeﬁ.
JleiicTBylo1Iasl HOpMa ITpaBa, perjiaMeHTUPYIOIIask pacCCMOTPEHNE OTBOJA B apOUTPasKHOM IIpoliecce, aHa-
JIOTUYHA HOPpMaM IpakKaaHCKOro, aiMMHUCTPATUBHOI'O U YTOJIOBHOTO ITPOLECCOB U IMPEANIMCBIBACT CyaAbE,
paccMaTpuBaroLIeMy 1eJ10, CAMOCTOSITEIbHO pa3peliaTh 3asBJICHHbBIN eMy OTBOJ, OLIEHMBAsl €ro 000CHO-
BaHHOCTb JUISI Liesieil obecrieyeHusl 0eCrpucTpacTHOCTU B pasdpelieHuu criopa. [Ipenbiayiast pegakuust
00CyXIaeMoil HOpMBI apOUTPAKHOTO IIPOLIECCYaTbHOTO TIpaBa IIpeaycMaTpuBaja IIpUBJICYeHUE K pac-
CMOTPEHUIO OTBOAA MHBIX JIMII, BYaCTHOCTU IIpeACEaaTEIA Cy,[lC6HOI‘O CocCTaBa, 3aMECTUTEJIA NTpeaceaaTe)Id
cyla wiM nipeacenatelis cyna. CtaThst pacCMaTpUBaeT MPEUMYIIECTBA U HEOCTATKY KaXXI0M 13 MPOLEIyp C
TMO3UIINI WX TIpolIecCyabHOM 3((MEKTUBHOCTH U TTPAKTUIECKO 000CHOBAHHOCTH.

KiroueBble ci10Ba: GeCcripuCTpacTHOCTh Cyda, MHCTUTYT OTBOJA, OTBOJ CYAbM, IIPABO 3asiBJISTh OTBOI,
PEXUM 3aKOHHOCTU.
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The article is devoted to a concept of recusation in commercial proceedings as it compares a legal ap-
proach for recusal of a judge which is currently in effect to a previous one. The applicable legal approach in
commercial proceedings is equal to the approaches, now applied to civil proceedings, administrative pro-
ceedings and criminal proceedings. It establishes a judge to be a body to rule a motion to recuse on a basis of
its reasonableness and impartiality. The former approach required other bodies to rule the motion such as a
head of a court division, a deputy head of a court or even a head of a court. The main goal of the article is to
show advantages and disadvantages of each approach with regard to effectiveness and propriety.
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