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Abstract  
 

Urgent and unrepeatable acts are an integral part of criminal proceedings and it would be 

difficult for law enforcement authorities to detect perpetrators of criminal offenses without 

them. Despite their characteristic of denying fundamental human rights, their implementation 

is in some cases essential for finding the material truth. This contradiction between the state's 

effort to maintain security on the one hand and the individual's right to a fair trial on the other 

poses a risk of possible misconduct for the entire criminal proceedings. 

 

The aim of this work was to point out that their implementation has a significant impact on the 

overall outcome of criminal proceedings considering their changing probative value, or even 

their absolute ineffectiveness. The individual acts were gradually incorporated into the Criminal 

Procedure Code from the most general legal boundaries to their present form. However, even 

today, it cannot be said with certainty that their legal regulation corresponds to the current 

needs. An analysis of the case law of individual urgent and / or unrepeatable acts shows that 

their completion by courts is necessary. 

 

From the available analysis, the following factors were found to affect the probative value: (i) 

insufficient reasoning of urgency or non-repeatability, but also reasoning of carrying out the act 

itself (ii) ignorance or misinterpretation of the laws by law enforcement authorities when 

implementing them (iii) failure to observe the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality of 

the use of urgent and unrepeatable acts. Moreover, the position of the judge and his cooperation 

in carrying out urgent and unrepeatable acts is problematic due to the privileged position of a 

public prosecutor in the pre-trial proceedings; the issue is at least partially a subject to the 

recodification of the Criminal Procedure Code which, however, still does not solve this problem 

completely. 
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