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Shrnuti:

Kazdy, jehoz vefejna subjektivni prava byla zkracena rozhodnutim spravniho organu, se miize obratit
na spravni soud s Zadosti o pfezkum rozhodnuti. Jestlize se v3ak spravni rozhodnuti tyka soukromych
subjektivnich prav, musi se dotéeny doZadovat ochrany u soudu civilniho. Rozhrani mezi jurisdikci
civilnich a spravnich soud( Ize nalézt v feSeni otazky teorie dualismu prava — soukromého a vefejného.
NejvySSi spravni soud nabizi feSeni této otazky prostrednictvim posouzeni pfislusného pravniho vztahu
metodou pravni regulace. Splete-li si vSak zalobce to, které jurisdikci ma byt spor podfizen, umozhiuje
platné pravo napravu prostrednictvim dal$i Zaloby. PfestoZe se obvykle rozstépeni jurisdikci zdlvodriuje
nezbytnosti zajistit pfezkum v plné jurisdikci, jak vyplynula z rozhodovaci praxe Evropského soudu pro
lidska prava vztahujici se k ¢lanku 6 odst. 1 Evropské umluvy o lidskych pravech, zlstava tento davod
minimalné diskutabilni. Skupina prav soukromych, jak je chape &eské pravo, neodpovida ob&anskym

praviim a povinnostem jak je chape ¢&lanek 6 odst. 1 Umluvy.

Summary:

Every person whose public individual rights have been infringed by a decision of an administration body
may apply to administrative court for review. Nevertheless, should the administrative decision relate to
private individual rights, the individual has to seek remedy with a civil court. The borderline between the
jurisdiction of civil and administrative courts is to be found in the solution of legal theory of dualism of
rights — the private and the public ones. The Supreme Administrative Court gives clues how to resolve
it by submitting the relevant relationship to a check of method of legal regulation. Anyway, should the
claimant confuse the two jurisdictions, the law still allows for correction by another petition. Although
usually justified by the necessity to abide the review in full jurisdiction rule as follows from the judicature
of the European Court of Human Rights relating to art. 6 par. 1 of the European Convention on Human
Rights, the reason for such split in jurisdiction remains at least questionable. The group of private rights
as determined by Czech legal system does not correspond to the civil rights and obligations set forth in

art. 6 par. 1 of the Convention.



