
Abstract 

This thesis deals with the Directive on the free movement of services (Directive 

2006/123/EC, on services in the internal market) and its implementation in the Czech law. 

The thesis is divided into four parts. In the first part, there is a brief overview of the regulation 

of the free movement of services and the freedom of establishment in the primary law of the 

European Union. The second part examines the Directive itself while analysing the process of 

its enactment and then examines its content in comparison with the existing legal regulation 

and specifies the contributions of the Directive to the provision of services in the internal 

market. The third part provides an overview of the implementation in the European Union 

Member States and constitutes the basis for comparison for the assessment of the Czech legal 

regulation. The fourth part explores the implementation of the Directive in the Czech 

Republic while assessing its quality on the basis of the analysis of the two implementing acts, 

comments of the European Commission and comparison with the regulation in other Member 

States. 

 The result of the thesis is that due to the omission of the country of origin principle 

from the draft, the Directive was deprived of an element which would make of it a 

fundamental shift in the regulation of the free movement of services in the internal market in 

comparison with the regulation in the Treaty on Functioning of the European Union. Yet, the 

Directive makes some contributions to this field, i.e. screening of the existing legislation by 

the Member States and alternation or omission of unjustified and disproportionate 

requirements, simplification of the obtaining of permission to provide services, e.g. by means 

of establishment of points of single contact or the tacit approval principle and also due to the 

codification of the existing case law of the Court of Justice of the European Union. 

 The assessment of the implementation of the Directive in the Czech Republic 

confirmed the assumption that it was carried out properly which is illustrated by the fact that 

there were a few objections made by the European Commission which dealt mostly with the 

requirements which were to be scrutinised by using the test of proportionality. Moreover, 

these requirements usually correspond to the regulation which is common in other Member 

States. A minimum of evidently problematic clauses has been identified. 


