Shrnuti:

Mezi prvky demokratického pravniho statu patii spravni soudnictvi
vykonavané prostfednictvim krajskych soudt a Nejvyssiho spravniho soudu.
Nejvyssi spravni soud stoji na vrcholu této soustavy, pficemz samotnd
vrcholni pozice implikuje dtleZitost jeho rozhodovani. Rozhodovaci ¢innost
pak vykonava primarné skrze tzv. ,bézné” senaty, které projednavaji a rozhoduji
véci denné s pfihlédnutim k jiz ustdlené judikatufe Nejvyssiho spravniho
soudu a zabezpecovanim predvidatelnosti soudnich rozhodnuti. Pokud se vsak
chtéji tyto ,bézné” senaty odchylit od prdvnich nazorti vyslovenych
jiz v dfivéjsich rozhodnutich Nejvyssiho spravniho soudu, stiha tyto senaty
podle § 17 odst. 1 s. f. s. povinnost postoupit véc rozsitenému senatu. Rozsifeny
senat tak predstavuje ohnisko odliSnosti, ve kterém dochdzi k vyfeSeni spornych
otdzek a zaroven k naplnovani jedné z obecné znamych funkci rozsiteného
senatu, kterou je sjednocovani rozhodovaci ¢innosti ,béznych” senatd, tedy
uvnitf samotného Nejvyssiho spravniho soudu. Tento ¢lanek se zabyva
roz$ifenym senatem Nejvyssiho spravniho soudu z historického pohledu,
jeho pfedchtidcem, popft. jeho prvni historickou podobou, v ¢em spocivala jeho
funkce, popf. zda pravni iprava v minulosti i¢inna by mohla ¢i nemohla byt
inspirativnim zdrojem pro pfipadné zmény v dnesni pravni tpravé a proc.
Dale jsou nacrtnuty problematické aspekty, se kterymi se v soucasné dobé
setkdvame, s propojenim na historickou pravni tupravu. Clanek tak otevird
prostor pro dalsi dosud nevyfeSené otazky, pficemz jeho zamérem je jednak
pfiblizeni doposud nezpracovaného historického vyvoje rozsifeného senatu
Nejvyssiho spravniho soudu a poukdzani na moznou inspiraci predchozi pravni
upravou tykajici se organizacniho fungovani pfedmétného senatu.
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Administrative justice and the role of extended chambers in a historical
context — summary:

The elements of a democratic legal state include administrative justice carried
out through regional courts and the Supreme Administrative Court. The Supreme
Administrative Court stands at the top of this system, which very top position
implies the importance of its decisions. The decision-making is carried out
primarily through the so-called , ordinary” bench of judges, which discuss and
decide cases daily, taking into account the already established jurisprudence
of the Supreme Administrative Court and ensuring the predictability of court
decisions. However, if these ,ordinary” benches of judges want to deviate
from the legal opinions already expressed in earlier decisions of the Supreme
Administrative Court, these benches are subject to the obligation to refer
the matter to an extended bench of judges according to paragraph 17 of the
Administrative Code of Justice. The extended bench of judges thus represents
a focus of differences, in which controversial issues are resolved and at the same
time fulfills one of the generally known functions of the extended bench of judges
which is the unification of the decision-making activities of , ordinary” benches of



judges inside the Supreme Administrative Court. This article with the extended
bench of judges of the Supreme Administrative Court, specifically deals with
its predecessor from a historical point of view, or in its first historical form, its
function, potentionaly whether the legal regulation effective in the past could or
could not be an inspiring source for possible changes in today’s legal regulation
and why. Furthermore, the problematic aspects that we currently encounter are
outlined, with a connection to the historical legal regulation. The article thus
opens up space for other unresolved questions, and its intention is both to bring
closer until now unprocessed historical development of the extended bench of
the Supreme Administrative Court and to point out possible inspiration from

the previous legal regulation concerning the organizational functioning of these
bench.
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