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        Abstract

The subject of this work is to monitor a certain section changes the rule of law, 

regulating the organization and functioning of agriculture in the transition from one 

mode to another mode and period of stabilization. 

The work deals with the normative regulation of the Czechoslovak and Czech 

agriculture in the period of collectivized application form and the second part of the 

transition period in Czechoslovak and Czech agriculture on the market form. 

Collectivization and the actual development of the Czechoslovak socialized 

agriculture is defined as the years 1949-1990, transformation, or rather de-

collectivization and the further development of the market, first Czechoslovak and 

later Czech agriculture, is dated from 1990 almost until today, and this work deals 

with the investigation of the legislation referred to by 2004, until the accession of the 

Czech Republic into the European Union. Since 2004 legislation has already ceased to 

be exclusively a matter of the state and must be adapted to European Union law, as 

well as the functioning of the market economic conditions of agriculture are 

modified implementation of the Common Agricultural Policy of the European 

Union. 

             Collectivization and de-collectivization in this work is conceived in terms of 

cooperative forms, the specific issue of state farms in this work was deliberately left 

aside, although the proportion of state farms in the socialization of agriculture is 

certainly not negligible. 

This paper first analyzes the initial conditions for the process of 

collectivization in the sense of stratification of farms and an overview of legal 

developments this area in the prewar period and in the Protectorate of Bohemia and 

Moravia, a development in the years 1918-1945. 

Another passage is devoted to the development of post-war legislation, 

between the years 1945 -1947, which is predominantly made up not only the legal 

conditions for the process of collectivization in the years to come. 

The main part of the text devoted to the issue of regulation of the Czechoslovak 

collectivisation of agriculture is about legal developments in the years 1948 to 1958, 

when it was in fact and in law made collectivization, the end of this period, both to 

adopting new legislation on the legal status of such associations and in relation to the 

partial revision of the view to the collectivization process. It is during this period was 

the role of norms is often secondary to the primary role of directives, instructions 

and the hegemony of political power.

Subsequent stages between the years 1959-1974 begins and ends with a new 

and ever more detailed legislation in the position of such associations and are 

characterized by consolidating their legal status, new formulations of fundamental 
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legal concepts of cooperative farming. These institutes are, of course, continue to be 

discussed and initially inspired by the leading political force - the Communist Party, 

but the regulation of agriculture conducted more formally, through various laws and 

legal forces not already dominant on the basis of secret instructions or directives, as 

in the previous period. 

Between 1975-1990 is also further consolidate the legal definition of 

collectivized organizations, the legislature further expanded the possibilities of 

unified management of agricultural cooperatives and the new legislation 

(particularly the 1988) is an obvious influence in a time of ongoing societal processes. 

The second part deals with the transformation of the Czechoslovak (and later from 

1.1.1993 only Czech) agriculture, a process of de-collectivization of agriculture 

business and adapting to market economy. 

In terms of legal development then the second part analyzes both the 1990 and 

1991, when they were taken decisive legal rules governing land use and restoration 

of the ownership of land, as well as standards governing the privatization of state 

assets, especially in the context of privatization of state farms. 

The study also describes the development of legislation in the period 1992 to 1993, 

which was marked by the adoption of decisive dekolektivizačního Act No. 42/1992 

Coll. As well as the basic legislation governing business activities, the Act No. 

513/1991 Coll. Commercial Code. This process has created new legal forms of 

businesses both individuals and various companies. The share of agricultural 

cooperatives in agricultural cultivated land decreased from 61.4% in 1989 to 49.4% in 

1993. 

         The thesis also analyzes the development in addition to its own laws in the 

period 1991 to 2004, and legal institutions applied in the conversion process of 

organization and functioning of agriculture in this period, including the 

development of jurisprudence in this area. 

Topic of the process of regulation of the Czechoslovak and Czech agriculture 

in the form of collectivized and during its transition to a market form of agriculture 

has not been further processed. 

The aim of this work is not only the analysis of all the legal bases of the 

political processes of collectivization and de-collectivization, but also a critical legal 

analysis of the key legal institutions regulating social relations in agriculture 

examined periods. 

This study, however, does not and can not aim to comprehensively deal with 

all legal standards, legal and sub-statutory, that regulate the functioning of the 

Czechoslovak and Czech agriculture in the said period of fundamental 

transformation of society. 
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The paper analyzes the normative means of legally defining, serving and 

leading the implementation of those fundamental transformation in the organization 

and functioning of agriculture. In this approach, however, can sometimes avoid the 

danger povrchnějšího study the issue and sometimes too broad interpretation of the 

position. The work, however, seeks to improve existing knowledge about these 

issues and bring some new views and aspects to this research. 

     Work comes to the realization that the conditionality and the ideological 

content of law in the period of collectivization, and even transformation of the Czech 

(Czechoslovak) agriculture is evident, although the differences are substantial. Legal 

norms especially in the beginning of collectivization in particular demonstrate the 

contrast with the prevailing value system of society and therefore their application 

was mostly associated with government coercion. Legal standards of the 

transformation are then marked by a strong non-quality, which can only partly be 

attributed to their not always professional work in an open democratic political 

confrontation between different interest groups. Their application was likewise 

accompanied by state coercion, but very inefficient, with the low efficiency of only 

partly attributable to the disputed legislative technical imperfection of the laws 

governing the process of de-collectivization of agriculture and its adaptation to a 

market economy. 

Legal norms in the process of collectivization, de-collectivization and the 

transformation of the Czechoslovak and Czech agriculture in the second half of the 

20th century in general, represent a fundamental and crucial tool in creating new, or 

other organization of social relations in agriculture, but also - derived - people living 

in the Czechoslovak and Czech countryside. In such situations where the law is a 

critical tool and a means of state-political transformation of society, it is virtually 

impossible or limited for sale to respect the legal standards of today (at the time of 

adoption) conditions and the possibility of legal regulation and therefore are - and 

can not - far more manifestation of the will of the political hegemony of objective 

than reflecting specific needs of the legal structure of social relations. 

       This fact is not necessarily reflected in the fact that the critical legal institutions 

used to regulate the new legal relationships often have unique content, not clear and 

precise, which of course leads to problems in the practice and negatively affects the 

efficiency of the legislation. 
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