
Abstract 

The goal of this thesis is to provide comprehensive analysis of constitutional framework 

and position of the Public prosecution. By term constitutional framework of the Public 

prosecution. I understand its definition and subsumption under the Constitution of the Czech 

Republic. By position of the Public prosecution I understand its degree of autonomy and its 

position within the system of public administration bodies including its relations with them. In 

relation to the goal of this thesis I also deal with the historical development of public 

prosecution and consideration over the possible amendments of its framework.   

The public prosecution service is a system of state offices which represent the state in 

protecting public interest. The constitution entrusts the Public prosecution office with the task 

of representing public prosecution in penal proceedings. And that is what makes the Public 

Prosecution office unique and irreplaceable institution, which together with the courts takes 

part in the exercise of penal justice and shall be therefore considered as necessary institution 

for the state governed by the rule of law.  

The thesis is divided into six main chapters except for its introduction and final part. The first 

chapter provides the overview of historical development of public prosecution with the main 

focus on our own territory. Through the second chapter I closely deal with the legal regulations 

on Public prosecution office with emphasis being placed on its organization, administration and 

relation within the public prosecution service and its competence both in penal and non-penal 

proceeding.  Last but not least I also, within this chapter, deal with the status of public 

prosecutors. The third chapter introduces its readers to constitutional framework of Public 

prosecution and its subsumption under the Constitution of the Czech Republic. The fourth 

chapter is dedicated to the issue of the Public prosecution office´s position within public 

administration bodies and in detail describes mutual relations between Public prosecution office 

and legislation bodies, executive bodies as well as judiciary bodies. The fifth chapter deals with 

the issue of independence and impartiality of State prosecution office as well as independence 

of state prosecutors alone.  One of the subheadings in this chapter is dedicated to the analysis 

of judgments of Constitutional court of the Czech Republic relating independence of state 

prosecution office. The six chapter is aimed at presenting de constitione ferenda possible 

alternatives of the constitutional framework of Public prosecution office. 


