Shrnuti:

Navzdory tvodni koncepci zfistal institut zavazného stanoviska pevné
zakotven i v novém stavebnim zakoné. V nékterych ohledech je zapojeni
zavazného stanoviska obdobné jako v pfedchozim stavebnim zakoné. Nicméné
zejména konstrukce koordinovaného zdvazného stanoviska se v mnohém
odliuje. Rada odli$nosti je sp0]ena s moznosti zmény zavazného stanoviska.
Téchto variant zmén je tolik, Ze mozna zahy bude velmi nepiehledné, jaky zavér
byl za konkrétni dotcéeny vefejny zajem pfijat a co ma byt pfedmétem piipadného
pfezkumu. Mozna pfekvapivé lze ve vztahu k zdvaznym stanoviskiim
a novému stavebnimu zakonu konstatovat, Ze nova tprava pfindsi vic otazek,
nez je schopna dat odpovédi. Na druhou stranu je otazkou, jak na velmi bohatou
paletu moznosti zareaguje aplika¢ni praxe a zde viibec tyto moznosti zacne
vyuzivat.
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Binding opinion and the new building code — summary:

Despite the initial concept, the institution of a binding opinion remained firmly
entrenched in the new Building Act. In some respects, the inclusion of a binding
opinion is similar to that in the previous Construction Act. However, the
construction of the coordinated binding opinion differs in many ways. A number
of differences are connected with the possibility of changing the binding opinion.
There are so many variants of these changes that it may soon become very unclear
what conclusion was accepted for the specific public interest concerned and
what should be the subject of a possible review. Perhaps surprisingly, in relation
to the binding opinions and the new Building Act, it can be stated that the new
regulation raises more questions than it is able to answer. On the other hand,
the question is how the application practice will react to the very rich palette of
possibilities and how it will start to use these possibilities here.
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