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however, deprive a judge of jurisdiction.® <

A disqualified judge is even incompetent to make an order in the
case setting aside his or her own void proceedings.® However, it is not
necessary that a judgment rendered under such circumstances be set
aside by an appellate court.® Such disposition may properly be made
by the court originally entertaining the proceeding, provided, of
course, that the disqualified judge does not sit therein.®

§404 Waiver; remittal of disqualification
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Under certain circumstances, a judge disqualified under the Rules
of the Chief Administrator governing judicial conduct may disclose on
the record the basis of the judge’s disqualification, following which
disclosure the judge may participate in the proceeding if the parties
who have appeared and not defaulted and their lawyers, without
participation by the judge, all agree that the judge should not be
disqualified, and the judge believes that he or she will be impartial
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