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Uplatnenie vysledkov projektu

Vysledky projektu je mozné uplatnit’ v legislative aj aplikacnej praxi, €i uz dobrovolnej
(odporucané postupy pri uzavierani zmlav na platformach) alebo autoritativnej (pri
rozhodovani organov aplikacie prava).

Suhrn vysledkov rieSenia projektu a naplnenia cielov projektu v slovenskom jazyku

(max. 20 riadkov)

V ramcirieSenia projektu formuloval rieSitelsky zavery vo vztahu k otazkam, ktoré eSte

neboli rieSené v domacej pravnej vede a vo viacerych pripadoch aj zavery, ktoré konfrontuju

prevladajucu pravnu mienku na Slovensku. Artikulované boli podmienky, za ktorych uz

urcita ¢innost na platforme nie je spravou vlastného majetku ale spada do zivnostenskej

regulacie alebo aj do regulacie ochrany spotrebitela. Vysvetlené bolo postavenie platformy a
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jej vplyv na zmluvné vztahy, do ktorych prostrednictvom platformy strany vstupuju.
Odévodneny bol zaver o potrebe rozsirit’ pouzitelnost pravidiel o pravnych ukonoch aj na
rozhodnutia, ktoré podfa doterajSieho vykladu nemaju charakter pravnych ukonov, bola
vysvetlena aplikacia tychto pravidiel a ich osobitosti na strojovo (digitalne) vytvarané
zmluvy. Vyskum ponukol argumentacny zaklad pre koncept digitalne prijimanych
kolektivnych rozhodnuti a rozhodnuti organov pravnickych oséb. Podrobne bol odévodneny
u€inok zmluvy na tretie strany a boli artikulované kritéria, ktoré rozhoduju o intenzite
ochrany €i druhu prav, ktoré tretie osoby mézu zo zmluvy odvodit. Spomedzi
fundamentalnych zaverov bola navrhnuté korekcia v su€asnosti zastavaného nazoru o
hmotnopravnom a procesnopravnom chapani pojmu narok ¢i pravny zaujem, preskimané
pravidla subsidiarity roznych druhov zaléb a identifikované silné a slabsie stranky
abstraktnej kontroly obsahu zmluv ¢i hromadnych zaldéb vo veciach tykajucich sa platforiem.

Suhrn vysledkov riesenia projektu a naplnenia cielov projektu v anglickom jazyku
(max. 20 riadkov)

The research team formulated conclusions that differed from the prevailing legal opinion or
formulated conclusions in relation to issues that had not yet been addressed in domestic
legal scholarship. Conditions were articulated under which a certain activity on a platform is
no longer the management of one's own property but falls within the scope of trade
regulation or even consumer protection. The status of the platform and its impact on the
contractual relations entered into by the parties through the platform were explained. The
conclusion on the need to extend the applicability of the rules on legal acts to decisions
which, according to the current opinion of legal academia, do not have the character of legal
acts was justified, and the application of those rules and their specific features to machine-
generated (digitally) contracts was explained. The research offered an argumentative basis
for the concept of digitally made collective decisions and decisions of corporate bodies. The
effect of the contract on third parties was described in detail and the criteria that determine
the intensity of protection or the type of rights that third parties can derive from the contract
were articulated. Among the fundamental conclusions, a correction of the currently held view
on the substantive and procedural understanding of the notion of entittement (legal title) or
legal interest was proposed, the rules of subsidiarity of different types of actions were
examined and the strengths and weaknesses of abstract control of consumer contracts or
class actions in platform cases were identified.
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