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This scientific article is devoted to a comprehensive analysis of the legal
regulation and procedural features of the presumption of innocence in criminal proceedings in
the Republic of Uzbekistan. The authors examine the constitutional and legislative foundations
of this principle, its content, and significance for ensuring individual rights and freedoms in the
context of criminal prosecution. Special attention was paid to the procedure for implementing
the presumption of innocence at various stages of criminal proceedings, as well as identifying
problematic aspects and ways to solve them. The article utilizes doctrinal approaches, analysis
of judicial practice, and norms of current legislation. The purpose of the study is to deeply
understand the role of the presumption of innocence in the legal system of Uzbekistan and to
develop proposals for improving its practical application.
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AHHOTanuA: /laHHaa Hay4yHas CTaThs NOCBslleHa BCECTOPOHHEMY aHaJIU3y IPaBOBOTO
peryJiMpoBaHHUs U NIPoLeccyaJbHbIX 0COOGEHHOCTEN NPe3yMILUY HEBUHOBHOCTH B YTOJIOBHOM
CyAONpou3BoAcTBe Pecny6snku Y36ekucTaH. ABTOpPbI UCCIAEAYIOT KOHCTUTYLMOHHble U
3aKOHO/laTeJIbHble OCHOBBI JJAHHOTO NPHHIMIA, €er0 CYLUIHOCTh U 3HaYeHHe B obecredyeHUH
IpaB ¥ CBOOOJ JIMYHOCTHU B KOHTEKCTE YyroJIOBHOTO npecJefoBaHusa. Ocoboe BHUMaHUe 6blI0
yJeJleHO olpeJieJleHUI0 MOopsAAKa peajn3alMy NMpe3yMIIMH HEBUHOBHOCTH Ha pa3JIMYHbBIX
CTaJMsIX YroJIOBHOTO CY/IONPOM3BO/ICTBA, a TAaKXKe BBISBJEHHIO NMPOO6GJEMHBIX acleKTOB U
nyTel UX pelleHUs. B cTaTbe MCNOJIb3YIOTCA AOKTPUHA/IbHbIE NOJX0/bl, aHAIU3 CyJle6HON
NPaKTUKU U HOPMBI JIeHCTBYIOLEro 3aKOHOJATeNbCTBa. llesiblo uccief0BaHUsA SIBJSETCA
rJly60Koe MOHWMaHHe POJIU NPe3yMIIMY HEBUHOBHOCTH B IPaBOBOM cUcTeMe Y36eKuCcTaHa U
pa3paboTKa NnpessIo’)KeHUH N0 COBepLIEHCTBOBAHUIO ee IPUMEeHeHUsI Ha TPaKTHKe.

KiioueBble c10Ba: npe3yMnuus BUHBI, YTOJ0BHbIN npouecc, Pecny6mka Y36ekucTaH,
KOHCTUTYLMOHHble NPUHIUIB], 00653aHHOCTb /J0Ka3blBaTh, MPAaBO Ha 3allUTy, CyJebGHas
NpaKTHKa, IpaBa 4esJ0BeKa, YroJOBHO-NPOLecCya/lbHOEe 3aKOHO/ATe/NbCTBO, 0OGBUHAEMbIH,
NOJICYIUMbIH.

The presumption of innocence is one of the fundamental principles of modern criminal
proceedings, the cornerstone of a legal state, and the guarantor of protecting human rights and
freedoms from arbitrary actions by authorities. Its significance extends beyond purely
procedural norms, being a system-forming element of the entire legal system, determining the
humane nature of justice. This principle obligates the state and its bodies to consider everyone
accused of committing a crime as innocent until their guilt is proven in accordance with the
procedure established by law and established by a court verdict that has entered into legal
force.
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In the Republic of Uzbekistan, which is actively building a democratic legal state and civil
society, the presumption of innocence has found its embodiment both at the constitutional and
legislative levels. However, despite its clear normative expression, the practical
implementation of this principle presents a number of difficulties and causes debates among
scholars and law enforcement officials. The effectiveness of the guarantees provided by the
presumption of innocence directly depends on how fully and consistently it is implemented at
all stages of criminal proceedings - from the initiation of criminal proceedings to the execution
of the sentence.

The fundamental significance of the presumption of innocence in the Republic of
Uzbekistan is enshrined directly in the Constitution. Thus, according to Article 28 of the
Constitution of the Republic of Uzbekistan:

1.Everyone is considered innocent of committing a crime until their guilt is proven in the

manner prescribed by law and established by a court verdict that has entered into legal

force.

2.The accused is not obligated to prove his innocence.

3.Any doubts about guilt are interpreted in favor of the accused (suspect).

This norm is fundamental and defines the main directions for all law enforcement
practice. It not only proclaims the principle but also establishes its key components:

e proving guilt only in accordance with the procedure established by law, emphasizing the
exclusive competence of judicial bodies to establish guilt and compliance with procedural
guarantees;

e establishing guilt only by a court verdict that has entered into legal force means that
before the verdict is issued and entered into force, the person, even under investigation or trial,
is legally innocent;

e the absence of the accused's obligation to prove their innocence, that is, the burden of
proving guilt lies entirely on the prosecution side, this aspect is the most important guarantee
against unlawful prosecution;

e interpretation of doubts in favor of the accused (suspect). The principle of "in dubio pro
reo" is a direct consequence of the presumption of innocence and obliges the court and
investigative bodies to accept the most favorable interpretation of any irreparable doubts for
the accused (suspect).

The Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan details the constitutional
provisions on the presumption of innocence, establishing the procedural order for its
implementation. Article 23 of the Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan fully
reproduces and develops constitutional provisions, extending them to all stages of the process
and all participants.

The most important norms of the Criminal Procedure Code regulating the presumption of
innocence include:

e Article 2. Tasks of criminal proceedings. Among the tasks, the protection of human rights
and freedoms is indicated, which is inextricably linked with observing the presumption of
innocence.

e Article 22. Establishing the truth. Obligates the bodies conducting criminal proceedings
to thoroughly investigate all circumstances of the case, including those mitigating responsibility

or indicating innocence.
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e Article 25. Competitiveness of proceedings in court. It guarantees equal procedural
opportunities for the prosecution and the defense, strengthening the position of the innocent.

o Article 24. Ensuring the right of the suspect, accused, and defendant to defense. It clearly
establishes that the burden of proving the guilt of the accused lies with the prosecution. The
suspect, the accused is not obliged to prove their innocence.

e Article 951. Inadmissibility of evidence. It excludes any information obtained in violation
of the norms of the Criminal Procedure Code from the evidence base, which is an important
guarantee against accusations based on unreliable or illegally obtained data.

At the pre-trial proceedings stage (preliminary investigation and inquiry), the
presumption of innocence manifests itself in the following aspects. The secrecy of the
investigation (Article 353 of the Criminal Procedure Code) ensures the protection of the
interests of the person against whom the case is being conducted from premature disclosure of
information that could damage their reputation. The application of preventive measures must
be justified and proportional, taking into account that the person has not yet been found guilty.
Thus, arrest (Article 242 of the Criminal Procedure Code) is applied only in exceptional cases
and with sufficient grounds.

According to the obligation to establish the truth (Article 22 of the Criminal Procedure
Code), the investigator and inquiry officer are obliged to collect not only evidence that
incriminates a person in a crime, but also those that justify or mitigate liability. The right to
defense (Article 24 of the Criminal Procedure Code) provides the suspect and the accused with
the opportunity to have a defense counsel from the moment of actual detention or prosecution,
allowing them to effectively dispute the charges. At the same time, the investigator cannot
demand that the accused or suspect prove their innocence, as there is a prohibition on shifting
the burden of proof.

The trial is the central stage where the principle of presumption of innocence is most fully
realized. Direct, oral, and open examination of evidence (Article 26 of the Criminal Procedure
Code) presupposes that all evidence must be directly examined in court, while the parties have
the right to ask questions and express their opinion regarding the evidence.

The adversarial process (Article 25 of the Criminal Procedure Code) guarantees that the
prosecution and the defense have equal rights to present evidence, participate in its
examination, and file petitions, and the court is obligated to ensure these conditions for them.
In accordance with the burden of proof principle, the state prosecutor is obliged to prove the
guilt of the defendant by presenting sufficient and permissible evidence, and the court cannot
impose this burden on the defendant.

The principle of "in dubio pro reo" requires that any irreparable doubts arising during the
trial be interpreted in favor of the defendant during the sentencing. The requirements for a
guilty verdict (Article 455 of the Criminal Procedure Code) establish that a guilty verdict may
be issued only if the guilt of the defendant is proven by a set of reliable, permissible, and
sufficient evidence. Irremovable doubts about guilt lead to the issuance of an acquittal.

Despite clear regulatory framework, there are some problems in Uzbek law enforcement
practice with the full and consistent implementation of the presumption of innocence:

in practice, investigative bodies do not always strictly observe procedural requirements
when collecting evidence, and courts do not always strictly rule out such evidence;

Despite the legislative prohibition, there are cases of indirect coercion to confess;
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sometimes, the bodies of inquiry and preliminary investigation are initially oriented
towards proving guilt rather than objectively investigating all the circumstances of the case;

In some cases, when courts encounter contradictory evidence, they do not always
consistently apply the interpretation of doubts in favor of the accused.

Analysis of the legal regulation and procedural features of the presumption of innocence
in Uzbekistan shows that national legislation generally complies with international standards
in the field of human rights, in particular, the provisions of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights (Article 11) and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (Article 14). The
constitutional enshrinement of the principle of "in dubio pro reo" and the direct indication that
the accused is not obligated to prove their innocence are strong guarantees in the criminal
justice system.

However, as practice shows and many researchers note, the formal consolidation of
principles does not always guarantee their unconditional implementation. The problems
identified during the study - in particular, regarding the exclusion of inadmissible evidence, the
effectiveness of legal assistance, and the presence of accusational bias - indicate the need for
further improvement of law enforcement practice. These problems are not unique to
Uzbekistan and are characteristic of many post-Soviet states experiencing a transformation of
the legal system.

An important direction of development is the further strengthening of the independence
of the judiciary, which is the main guarantor of observing the presumption of innocence.
Effective judicial control over the legality of investigative and inquiry bodies' actions, as well as
strict supervision over compliance with procedural norms when considering criminal cases,
can significantly increase the level of protection of individual rights.

The presented ways to solve the problems are complex and require not only changes in
individual legal norms, but also a deep transformation of the legal consciousness of law
enforcement officers, as well as improving their professional qualifications. Special attention
should be paid to the training and retraining of law enforcement officers and judges,
introducing advanced international methods aimed at ensuring human rights into their
practice.

Based on the results of the conducted research, the following conclusions can be drawn:

1.The presumption of innocence is a fundamental principle of criminal proceedings in the
Republic of Uzbekistan, enshrined at the constitutional and legislative levels, demonstrating the
country's commitment to democratic values and the protection of human rights.

2.The content of the presumption of innocence in Uzbekistan includes key components:
proving guilt only in the prescribed manner and by a court verdict that has entered into legal
force, the absence of an obligation for the accused to prove their innocence, and the
interpretation of all irrevocable doubts in favor of the accused (suspect).

3.The implementation of the presumption of innocence principle is observed at all stages
of criminal proceedings through institutions such as the burden of proof on the prosecution
side, the right to defense, the rules of inadmissibility of evidence, adversarial proceedings, and
the principle of "in dubio pro reo."

4.Despite adequate legal regulation, there are problematic aspects in law enforcement
practice related to the incomplete exclusion of inadmissible evidence, potential psychological
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pressure on suspects/accused persons, incrimination at the pre-trial stage, and insufficient
application of the "in dubio pro reo" principle.

5.To improve the implementation of the presumption of innocence, it is proposed to
strengthen judicial control, improve the qualifications of law enforcement officers, ensure wide
access to qualified legal assistance, introduce mandatory video recording of investigative
actions, adjust the system for assessing the effectiveness of law enforcement agencies, and
develop public legal awareness.

The consistent and unconditional implementation of the presumption of innocence
principle is a guarantee of fair justice and strengthening citizens' trust in the law enforcement
and judicial systems of the Republic of Uzbekistan.
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