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Development of selected aspects of insolvency proceedings 

 

The author’s thesis examines the development of selected elements in the field of 

insolvency law, specifically the institution of debt relief through a repayment schedule, as the most 

commonly used method of resolving a debtor’s insolvency in insolvency proceedings. The aim of 

the thesis is to describe and evaluate key changes in the legal framework governing debt relief in 

connection with significant amendments to the Insolvency Act from 2017, 2019, and 2024, and to 

assess their impact on the debt relief process and the position of the parties involved.  

The thesis primarily employs descriptive and evaluative methods, supplemented in places 

by comparisons of individual legal frameworks and their practical implications. The author further 

seeks to highlight issues within the legal framework and the potential impact on actual practice and 

the views of the professional community. The analysis conducted in this thesis indicates that the 

evolution of the legal framework is making debt relief accessible to an increasingly broader range 

of individuals, primarily due to the shortening of the debt relief period. However, this development 

simultaneously raises questions regarding the adequate protection of creditors’ rights and the 

disruption of the balance between creditors and debtors. The thesis thus concludes that while many 

changes can be viewed as positive, their lack of careful consideration and hastiness may lead to a 

disruption of legal certainty and inconsistencies in application. The first chapter discusses the major 

2017 amendment to the Insolvency Act and the 2019 amendment to the Debt Relief Act, and is 

divided into seven subchapters, which are further subdivided into subsections.  

The first subchapter addresses the definitions of bankruptcy and debt relief; the second 

subchapter covers changes to the conditions for filing a petition for debt relief; in the third 

subchapter, the author discusses changes regarding the inadmissibility of insolvency petitions; the 

fourth subchapter covers amendments to the methods of resolving a debtor’s bankruptcy; in the 

fifth subchapter, the author writes about other changes and newly introduced provisions; the sixth 

subchapter is devoted to the development of the debtor’s obligations after the approval of debt 

relief and the duration of debt relief; and the concluding seventh subchapter concerns amendments 

to the concept of fulfilling debt relief and the debtor’s exemption from paying remaining claims.  

The second chapter of the thesis is entirely devoted to the 2024 transposition amendment 

and is also divided into subchapters, which are further subdivided into subsections. In the most 



extensive subchapter, the author describes changes in the area of insolvency administrator 

remuneration, specifically regarding the amount of remuneration for reviewed claims by the 

insolvency administrator and the amount of the lump-sum remuneration and out-of-pocket 

expenses during the period between the declaration of bankruptcy and the approval of debt relief. 

In the second subchapter, the author analyzes the impact of the transposition amendment on the 

duration of debt relief and the satisfaction of unsecured creditors. The third subchapter is titled 

<Extension and Suspension of Debt Relief in the Context of the Transposition Amendment,= and 

it covers the provisions of the previous legislation as well as the introduction of new tools for 

extending debt relief. In the fourth subchapter, the author outlines changes in the concept of 

fulfilling debt relief and the debtor’s discharge at the end of the proceedings. 


