Shrnuti:

Institut objektivni odpovédnosti provozovatele vozidla je upraven v ust. § 125f
zékona ¢. 361/2000 Sb., o provozu na pozemnich komunikacich (zakon o silni¢nim
provozu). Provozovatel vozidla je odpovédny za to, Ze nezajistil, aby byly dodrZovany
povinnosti fidi¢e a pravidla provozu na pozemnich komunikacich. Z hlediska svoji
povahy se jedna o odpovédnost za nasledek, ale nikoliv za zavinéni. Skutkova
podstata piestupku provozovatele vozidla byla do pravniho ¥adu CR, piesnéji zdkona
o silniécnim provozu, zakotvena pred deseti lety. Ani pfes jednu dekadu let se vsak
nepodafilo odstranit mnohé aplikac¢ni tiskali a problémy, které se vazi k vyvozovani
objektivni odpovédnosti provozovateld vozidel, a to i pres rozsdhlou judikaturu
Nejvyssiho spravniho soudu CR a Ustavniho soudu CR. P¥ispévek je rozdélen do dvou
¢asti. Prvni ¢ast obsahuje zédkladni vychodiska pravni tpravy objektivni odpovédnosti
provozovatele vozidla. Druhd c¢ast se zaméfuje na aplika¢éni tdskali objektivni
odpovédnosti provozovatele vozidla z pohledu procesnich komplikaci ztézujicich

spravni fizeni. Tento pfispévek ma za cil poukézat na aplikacni komplikace a tskali,
se kterymi se spravni orgdny neustale potykaji, i pfes aprobovanost pravni apravy.

The institute of strict liability of a vehicle operator for compliance of drivers
obligations and traffic rules - material base and empirical pitfalls - summary:

The instit:ute of strict liability of a vehicle operator is regulated in Art. 125f of
Act No. 361/2000 Coll. on Road Traffic. The vehicle operator is responsible for
ensuring that when using the vehicle on the ground communication obligations are
respected drivers and traffic rules on roads provided. Essentially, this liability lies in
result, not in culpability. The body of an offence of a vehicle operator was incorporated
into the legal order of the Czech Republic, precisely into Act on Road Traffic, ten years
ago. Despite of an empirical decade and an extensive amount of case law by the
Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic and the Supreme Administrative Court of
the Czech Republic, there are still persisting empirical pitfalls and problems related to
the strict liability of a vehicle operator. This contribution is devided into two parts. The
first part contains a basic characteristic of legislation of the strict liability of a vehicle
operator. The second section deals with empirical pitfalls of the strict liability of a
vehicle operator in the view of procedural complications in administrative procedure.
This contribution aims to reveal empirical pitfalls and complications which are solved
by administrative authorities despite of an approved legislation.



