The principle of concentration as one of the fundamental branch principles of civil
proceedings consists in the obligation of the parties to perform certain procedural actions in
specific stages of adversarial proceedings in order to speed up the proceedings and the
decision of the court. Its purpose is to avoid delays in proceedings and provide effective

judicial protection of subjective private rights of the parties.

This principle plays an important role in Czech civil law. At the same time, some
elements of the statutory concentration, which apply in the Czech legal system, are connected
with certain problematic aspects. These particularly include rigidity of statutory concentration
associated with the absence of the possibility of court’s flexible actions and the anchor of
fictitious judgment by acknowledgement as a consequence of the defendant’s procedural

passivity.

The main goal set out by the author of this piece of work is to introduce individual
elements of concentration in the Czech law, analyze their shortcomings, and propose some
possible solutions through comparison with the Slovak adjustment mechanism of

concentration.

In the first part, the author analyzed the individual elements of concentration in the
current applicable Czech legislation and put them in historical context. The author especially
focused on qualified summons, preparatory proceedings, judgment by acknowledgement and

statutory concentration, with which major challenges are associated, according to the author.

In the second part, the author used the comparison with Slovak legislation, both the
old one that has a common historical background with the Czech Code of Civil Procedure, as
well as the completely new code of civil procedure which became effective in the Slovak

Republic only in July this year.

Through comparison, the author concluded that the main problems which should be
dealt with by the Czech legislator when preparing a new code of civil procedure were mostly
associated with excessive and disproportionate procedural consequence of the defendant’s
passivity and lack of active role of the court in relation to the principle of concentration in

civil proceedings.



