BIBLIOGRAFIE

Odborna literatura

ALEXY, Robert. A Theory of Constitutional Rights. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004,
462 s.

ALEXY, Robert. A Theory of Legal Argumentation: The Theory of Rational Discourse as
Theory of Legal Justification. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010, 323 s.

ALEXY, Robert. Balancing, Constitutional Review, and Representation. International
Journal of Constitutional Law, 2005, roc. 3, ¢. 4, s. 572-581.

ALEXY, Robert. Comments and Responses. In: KLATT, M. (ed.) Institutionalized Reason:
The Jurisprudence of Robert Alexy. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012, s. 319-356.
ALEXY, Robert. Lidska dstojnost a princip proporcionality. Prdvnik, 2015, ro¢. 154,

¢. 11, s. 867-878.

ALEXY, Robert. On Balancing and Subsumption. Ration Juris, 2003, ro¢. 16, ¢. 4, s. 433-
449.

ALEXY, Robert. Proportionality and Rationality. In: JACKSON, V. C., TUSHNET, M.
(eds.) Proportionality: New Frontiers, New Challenges. Cambridge: Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, 2017, s. 13-29.

ALEXY, Robert. Theorie der Grundrechte. Frankfurt am Main: Suhrkamp, 1994, 548 s.

ANTOS, Marek. Judikatura Ustavniho soudu k socidlnim praviim: nikoliv nutné nejlepsi,

vvvvvv

BARAK, Aharon. Proportionality and Principled Balancing. Law ¢ Ethics of Human
Rights, 2010, ro¢. 4, ¢. 1, s. 3-18.

BARAK, Aharon. Proportionality (2). In: ROSENFELD, M., SAJO, A. (eds.). The Oxford
Handbook of Comparative Constitutional Law. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012,
8. 738-755.

BARAK, Aharon. Proportionality and Principled Balancing. Law ¢ Ethics of Human
Rights, 2010, ro¢. 4, ¢. 1, s. 3-18.

BARAK, Aharon. Proportionality: Constitutional Rights and Their Limitations. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 2012, 611 s.

BARTON, Michal a kol. Zdkladni prdva. Praha: Leges, 2016, 608 s.
BARTON, Michal. Svoboda projevu, principy, garance, meze. Praha: Leges, 2010, 384 s.
BEATTY, David. The Ultimate Rule of Law. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004, 193 s.

BILCHITZ, David. Giving Socio-Economic Rights Teeth: The Minimum Core and Its Im-
portance. South African Law Journal, 2002, ro¢. 119, ¢. 3, s. 484-501.

BILCHITZ, David. Necessity and Proportionality: Towards A Balanced Approach? In:
LAZARUS, L., McCRUDDEN, C., BOWLES, N. (eds.). Reasoning Rights: Comparative
Judicial Engagement. Oxford: Hart Publishing, 2014, s. 41-62.

251



Bibliografie

BILCHITZ, David. Poverty and Fundamental Rights: The Justification and Enforcement of
Socio-Economic Rights. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008, 298 s.

BOMHOFF, Jacco. Balancing Constitutional Rights: The Origins and Meanings of Postwar
Legal Discourse. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013, 280 s.

BRADY, Alan D. P. Proportionality and deference under the UK human rights act: an insti-
tutionally sensitive approach. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 291 s.

BROSTL, Alexander. O pravidléch spravania a o principoch. Casopis pro pravni védu
a praxi, 2009, ro¢. 17, ¢. 1, s. 48-50.

BROZ, Jan. Pravni moralismus v judikatufe ESLP: Pfipadova studie Otto-Preminger-In-
stitut. In: CERVINEK, Z. (ed.). Lidskd prdava v soudni praxi. Olomouc: Iuridicum Olo-
moucense, 2018, s. 23-36.

BROZ, Jan. Pfezkum obecné zavaznych vyhlasek obci a princip proporcionality. Prdvnik,
2015, rocC. 154, ¢. 10, s. 821-842.

BUMKE, Christian. VOSKUHLE, Andreas. German Constitutional Law. Introduction,
Cases, and Principles. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2019, 608 s.

COHEN-ELIYA, Moshe. PORAT, Iddo. Proportionality and the Culture of Justification.
The American Journal of Comparative Law, 2011, roc. 59, €. 2, s. 463-490.

COHEN-ELIYA, Moshe. PORAT, Iddo. Proportionality and Constitutional Culture. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013, 168 s.

CRAM, I. The Danish Cartoons, Offensive Expression, and Democratic Legitimacy. In:
HARE, 1., WEINSTEIN, J. (eds.). Extreme speech and democracy. Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 2009, s. 311-330.

CERVINEK, Zdenék. Alexyho teorie poméfovani: Kriticka reflexe. Prdvnik, 2020, &. 12,
s. 905-926.

CERVINEK, Zdenék. Dvé funkce testu proporcionality pti pfezkumu socio-ekono-
mickych prav a pozitivnich zavazka. Acta Iuridica Olomucensia, 2019, roc. 14, ¢. 1,
s. 64-93.

CERVINEK, Zdenék. K aplikaci testu proporcionality na socio-ekonomické prava. In:
VECERA, M., HAPLA, M. (eds.). Sbornik z konference Weyrovy dny pravni teorie 2016.
Brno: MUNI Press, 2016, s. 189-203.

CERVINEK, Zdenék. Legitimita, proporcionalita a doktrina vylou¢enych divodu. Prdv-
nik, text je v recenznim fizeni a mél by vyjit v priibéhu roku 2021.

CERVINEK, Zdenék. Metoda reasonableness a ochrana socio-ekonomickych prav v Ji-
hoafrické republice: Variace na metodu proporcionality nebo modifikace paradigmatu
zakladnich prav? Prdvnik, 2018, €. 6, s. 465-494.

CERVINEK, Zdenék, MOLLER, Kai. The Global Model of Constitutional Rights. Prdvnik,
2016, rot. 155, &. 6, s. 550-555.

CERVINEK, Zdenék. Poméfovat, anebo nepoméfovat socialni prava? Nad otdzkou, zda
Ize test racionality povazovat za variaci na metodu proporcionality. Jurisprudence, 2019,
8. 15-27.

252



Odbornd literatura

CERVINEK, Zdenék. Proporcionalita. In: SOBEK, Tomas, HAPLA, Martin a kol. Filosofie
prdva. Brno: Nugis Finem Publishing, 2020, s. 361-390.

CERVINEK, Zdenék. Proportionality or Rationality in Socio-Economic Rights Adjudica-
tion? Case Study of Czech Constitutional Court’s Judgment in Compulsory Vaccination
Case. UCL Journal of Law and Jurisprudence, 2018, roc. 1, ¢. 1, s. 86-102.

CERVINEK, Zdenék. Standardy prezkumu ustavnosti v judikatute Ustavniho soudu. Ju-
risprudence, 2015, roc. 24, ¢. 4,s. 21-29.

DWORKIN, Ronald. Kdyz se prdva berou vdzné. Praha: Oikoymenh, 2001, 455 s.

DYZENHAUZ, David. Law as Justification: Etienne Mureinik’s Conception of Legal Cul-
ture. SAJHR, 1998, ro¢. 14, ¢. 1, 5. 11-37.

EMILIOU, Nicholas. The Principle of Proportionality in European Law: A Comparative
Study. London: Kluwer Law International, 1996, 288 s.

GARDBAUM, Stephen. Positive and Horizontal Rights: Proportionality’s Next Frontier
or a Bridge Too Far? In: JACKSON, V., TUSHNET, M. (eds.). Proportionality: New Fron-
tiers, New Challenges. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2017, s. 221-247.

GERARDS, Janneke. How to improve the necessity test of the European Court of Human
Rights. ICON, 2013, roc¢. 11, ¢. 2, s. 466-490.

GILLIS, Mark. In: KUHN, Z., BOBEK, M., POLCAK, R. (eds.). Judikatura a prdvni ar-
gumentace: teoretické a praktické aspekty prdce s judikaturou. Praha: Auditorium, 2006,
218:s.

GREER, Steven. Balancing and the European Court of Human Rights: A Contribution to
the Habermas-Alexy Debate. Cambridge Law Journal, 2004, ro¢. 63, ¢. 2, s. 412-434.
GRIMM, Dieter. Proportionality in Canadian and German Constitutional Jurisprudence.

The University of Toronto Law Journal, ro¢. 57, ¢. 2, s. 383-397.

HABERMAS, Jiirgen. Between Facts and Norms: Contributions to a Discourse Theory of

Law and Democracy. Cambridge: MIT Press, 1998, 676 s.

HOLLANDER, Pavel. Filosofie prdva. Plzen: Ale§ Cenék, 2006, 303 s.

HOLLANDER, Pavel. Putovéni po stezkdch principu proporcionality: intence, obsah, dii-
sledky. Pravnik, 2015, ro¢. 155, €. 3, s. 261-284.

HOLLANDER, Pavel. Ustavnépravni argumentace: ohlédnuti po deseti letech Ustavniho
soudu. Praha: Linde, 2003, 103 s.

HOLLANDER, Pavel. Zasada proporcionality: Jednosmérna ulice, nebo hermeneuticky
kruh? Na prikladech verejnych dober a zédkladnich prav kolidujicich s pravem na sou-
kromi. In: SIMICEK, V. (ed.). Prdvo na soukromi. Brno: Masarykova univerzita, 2011,
5..20-36.

HOLLANDER, Pavel. Filosofie prdva. 2. vydani. Plzen: Ale§ Cenék, 2012, 421 s.

HUBER, Peter. The Principle of Proportionality. In: SCHROEDER, Werner (ed.). Streng-
thening the Rule of Law in Europe: From a Common Concept to Mechanisms of Imple-
mentation. Portland, Oregon: Hart Publishing, 2016, s. 98-114.

233



Bibliografie

CHAN, Cora. Proportionality and Invariable Baseline Intensity of Review. Legal Studies,
2013, roc. 33,¢. 1,s. 1-21.

CHRISTOFFERSEN, Jonas. Fair balance: proportionality, subsidiarity and primarity in the
European Convention on Human Rights. Leiden: Martinus Nijhoff, 2009, 668 s.

ILES, Kevin. Limiting Socio-Economic Rights: Beyond the Internal Limitations Clauses.
SAJHR, 2004, roc. 20, ¢. 3, s. 448-465.

JESTAEDT, Matthias. The Doctrine of Balancing - its Strengths and Weaknesses. In:
KLATT, M. (ed.) Institutionalized Reason: The Jurisprudence of Robert Alexy. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2012, s. 152-172

KLATT, Matthias, MEISTER, Moritz. The Constitutional Structure of Proportionality. Ox-
ford: Oxford University Press, 2012, 184 s.

KOMMERS, Donald, MILLER, Russell. The Constitutional Jurisprudence of Federal Re-
public of Germany. 3. vydani. Durham: Duke University Press, 2012, 874 s.

KOPA, Martin. Doktrina prostoru pro uvdzeni (margin of appreciation) v judikatufe Evrop-
ského soudu pro lidskd prdva. Praha: Leges, 2014, 208 s.

KOSAR, David. In: KOSAR, D. a kol. Ustavni pravo: Casebook. Praha: Wolters Kluwer,
2014, s, 362-382.

KOSAR, David. Kolize zdkladnich prav v judikature Ustavniho soudu CR. Jurisprudence.
2008, ¢. 1, s. 3-19.

KOSAR, David. Omezeni préav a svobod zaruc¢enych v Umluvé. In: KMEC, J., KOSAR, D.,
KRATOCHVIL, J., BOBEK, M. Evropskd timluva o lidskych prdvech. Praha: C. H. Beck,
2012,:5.97-142;

KRATOCHVIL, Jan. Test racionality: skute¢né vhodny test pro socidlni préva? Prdvnik,
2015, roc. 154, ¢. 12,5, 1052-1074.

KREMNITZER, Mordechai, STEINER, Talya, LANG, Andrej (eds.). Proportionality in
Action: Comparative and Empirical Perspectives on the Judicial Practice. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2020, 638 s.

KUHN, Zdenék. Aplikace prava ve slozitych pripadech: K iiloze pravnich principi v judika-
ture. Praha: Karolinum, 2002, 419 s.

KUMM, Mattias, WALEN, Alec. Human Dignity and Proportionality: Deontic Plural-
ism in Balancing. In: HUSCROFT, G., MILLER, B., WEBBER, G. (eds.). Proportionality
and the Rule of Law: Rights, Justification, Reasoning. New York: Cambridge University
Press, 2015, s. 67-89.

KUMM, Mattias. Alexy’s Theory of Constitutional Rights and the Problem of Judicial Re-
view. In: KLATT, M. (ed.). Institutionalized Reason: The Jurisprudence of Robert Alexy.
New York: Oxford University Press, 2012, s. 201-217

KUMM, Mattias. Constitutional rights as principles: On the structure and domain of con-
stitutional justice. A review essay on A Theory of Constitutional Rights. International
Journal of Constitutional Law, 2004, roc. 2, ¢. 3, s. 574-596.

254



Odborna literatura

KUMM, Mattias. Institutionalising Socratic Contestation: The Rationalist Human Rights
Paradigm, Legitimate Authority and the Point of Judicial Review. European Journal of
Legal Studies, 2007, ro¢. 1, ¢. 2, s. 1-32.

KUMM, Mattias. Is the Structure of Human Rights Practice Defensible? Three Puzzles
and Their Resolution. In: JACKSON, V. C, TUSHNET, M. (eds.). Proportionality: New
Frontiers, New Challenges. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2017, s. 51-74.

KUMM, Mattias. Political Liberalism and the Structure of Rights: On the Place and Limits
of the Proportionality Requirement In: PAVLAKOS, G. (ed.). Law, Rights and Discourse:
The Legal Philosophy of Robert Alexy. Oxford: Hart Publishing, 2007, s. 131-166.

KUMM, Mattias. The Idea of Socratic Contestation and the Right to Justification: The
Point of Rights-Based Proportionality Review. Law & Ethics of Human Rights, 2010,
ro¢. 4, ¢. 2, 5. 141-175.

MARAUHN, Thilo, RUPPEL, Nadine. Balancing conflicting human rights: Konrad Hes-
se’s notion of ,,Praktische Konkordanz® and the German Federal Constitutional Court.
In: BREMS, Eva (ed.). Conflicts between fundamental rights. Antwerpen: Intersentia,
2008, s. 273-296.

MCcBRIDE, Jeremy. Proportionality and the European Convention on Human Rights. In:
ELLIS, E. (ed.). The Principle of Proportionality in the Laws of Europe. Oxford: Hart Pub-
lishing, 1999, s. 23-35.

MELZER, Filip. Metodologie nalézdni priva. Uvod do pravni argumentace. Praha: C. H.
Beck, 2010, 276 s.

MOLLER, Kai. Constructing the Proportionality Test: An Emerging Global Conversa-
tion. In: LAZARUS, L., McCRUDDEN, C., BOWLES, N. (eds.). Reasoning Rights: Com-
parative Judicial Engagement. Oxford: Hart Publishing, 2014, s. 31-40.

MOLLER, Kai. Proportionality and Rights Inflation. In: HUSCROFT, G., MILLER, B,
WEBBER, G. (eds.). Proportionality and the Rule of Law: Rights, Justification, Reasoning.
New York: Cambridge University Press, 2015, s. 155-172.

MOLLER, Kai. Proportionality: Challenging the Critics. International Journal of Constitu-
tional Law, 2012, roc. 10, ¢. 3, s. 709-731.

MOLLER, Kai. The Global Model of Constitutional Rights. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2012, 222 s.

MUREINIK, Etienne. A Bridge to Where? Introducing the Interim Bill of Rights. South
African Journal on Human Rights, 1994, ro¢. 10, €. 1, s. 31-48.

MUSIL, J. Soudni ochrana socialnich prav. In: GERLOCH, A, STURMA, P. (eds.) Ochra-
na zdkladnich prav a svobod v proméndch prdva na pocdatku 21. stoleti v ceském, evrop-
ském a mezindrodnim kontextu. Praha, 2012, str. 76-78.

ONDREJEK, Pavel. Poméfovani jako kli¢ovy argument pfezkumu tdstavnosti v éfe pro-
porcionality a nékteré projevy jeho kritiky. Prdvnik, 2016, roc. 155, ¢. 4, s. 349-368.

ONDRE]JEK, Pavel. Princip proporcionality a dal$i modely feseni kolizi zakladnich prav.
Jurisprudence, 2012, ro¢. 21, ¢. 1, 5. 13-21.

255



Bibliografie

ONDRE]JEK, Pavel. Princip proporcionality a jeho role pti interpretaci zdkladnich prdv
a svobod. Praha: Leges, 2012, 224 s.

ONDRE]JEK, Pavel. Limitations of Fundamental Rights in the Czech Republic and the
Role of the Principle of Proportionality. European Public Law, 2014, ¢. 3, s. 451-465.
PAVLAKOS, George. Obhajoba umirnéné optimalizace: o struktufe principti jako inter-

personalnich davodu. Prdvnik, 2017, roc. 156, ¢. 10, s. 870-883.

PEARSON, Megan. Proportionality, Equality Laws and Religion: Conflicts in England,
Canada and the USA. Abingdon: Routledge, 2017, 215 s.

PETERSEN, Niels. Proportionality and Judicial Activism: Fundamental Rights Adjudica-
tion in Canada, Germany and South Africa. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2017, 249 s.

RADBRUCH, Gustav. O napéti mezi uicely prava. Praha: Wolters Kluwer, 2012, 157 s.

REAUME, DENISE. Limitations on Constitutional Rights: The Logic of Proportionali-
ty. University of Oxford Legal Research Paper Series, Paper No 26/2009, s. 1-26.

RIVERS, Julian. A Theory of Constitutional Rights and the British Constitution. In:
ALEXY, R. A Theory of Constitutional Rights. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004,
s. xvii-li.

RIVERS, Julian. Proportionality and Variable Intensity of Review. The Cambridge Law
Journal, 2006, roc. 65, ¢. 1, s. 174-207.

RIVERS, Julian. Proportionality, Discretion and the Second Law of Balancing. In: PA-
VLAKOS, G. (ed.). Law, Rights and Discourse: The Legal Philosophy of Robert Alexy. Ox-
ford: Hart Publishing, 2007, s. 167-188.

RIVERS, Julian. The Presumption of Proportionality. The Modern Law Review, 2014,
roc. 77, €. 3, s. 409-433.

SADURSKI, Wojciech. Reasonableness and Value Pluralism in Law and Politics. In:
BONGIOVANNI, G., SARTOR, G., VALENTINI, C. Reasonableness and Law. Dord-
recht: Springer, 2009, s. 129-146.

SADURSKI, Wojciech. Rights Before Courts: A Study of Constitutional Courts in Post-
communist States of Central and Eastern Europe. 2. vydani. Dordrecht: Springer, 2014,
455s.

GERARDS, Janneke, SENDEN, Hanneke. The Structure of Fundamental Rights and the
European Court of Human Rights. International Journal of Constitutional Law, 2009,
roc. 7, ¢. 4, s. 641-644.

SHAPIRO, Ian. Mordlni zdklady politiky. Praha: Karolinum, 2003, 239 s.

SCHAUER, Frederick. Balancing, Subsumption, and the Constraining Role of Legal Text.
Law & Ethics of Human Rights, 2010, roc. 4, ¢. 1, s. 34-45.

SCHAUER, Frederick. Freedom of expression adjudication in Europe and the United
States: A Case Study in Comparative Constitutional Architecture. In: NOLTE, G. (ed.).
European and US Constitutionalism. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005,
s.57-61.

256



Odborna literatura

SCHAUER, Frederick. A Comment on the Structure of Rights. Georgia Law Review, 1993,
roc. 27,¢. 2,s. 415-434.

SCHLINK, Bernhard. Proportionality (1). In: ROSENFELD, M., SAJO, A. (eds.). The Ox-
Jford Handbook of Comparative Constitutional Law. Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2012, s.718-737.

SCHLINK, Bernhard. Proportionality In: Constitutional Law: Why Everywhere But
Here? Duke Journal of Comparative & International Law, 2012, ro¢. 22, s. 291-302.

SMET, Stijn. Resolving Conflicts between Human Rights: The Judges Dilemma. London:
Routledge, 2017, 235 s.

SOBEK, Tomas. Prdvni mysleni: Kritika moralismu. Praha: Ustav statu a prava AV CR,
2011, 620 s.

SOTTIAUX, Stefan. Terrorism and the Limitation of Rights: The ECHR and the US Consti-
tution. Oxford: Hart Publishing, 2008, 443 s.

STONE SWEET, Alec, MATHEWS, Jud. Proportionality, Judicial Review, and Global
Constitutionalism. In: BONGIOVANNI, G., SARTOR, G., VALENTINI, Ch. Reasona-
bleness and Law. Dordrecht: Springer, 2009, s. 173-214.

STONE SWEET, Alec, MATHEWS, Jud. Proportionality Balancing and Constitutional Go-
vernance: A Comparative and Global Approach. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2019,
2568,

TOMOSZEK, Maxim. Esencidlni obsah zakladnich prav jako soucast podstatnych nalezi-
tosti demokratického pravniho statu. Jurisprudence, 2015, ro¢. 24, ¢. 2, s. 3-15.

TRAKMAN, Leon E., COLE-HAMILTON, William, GATIEN, Sean. R. v. Oakes 1986-
1997: Back to the Drawing Board. Osgoode Hall Law Journal, 1998, roc. 36, ¢. 1,
s. 83-149.

TSAKYRIKIS, Stavros. Proportionality: An Assault on Human Rights? International Jour-
nal of Constitutional Law, 2009, ro¢. 7, ¢. 3, 468-493.

TSAKYRAKIS, Stavros. Proportionality: An Assault on Human Rights? A Rejoinder to
Madhav Khosla. In: International journal of constitutional law. Oxford: Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 2010, vol. 8, n. 2, 5. 307-310.

URBINA, Francisco. A critique of proportionality and balancing. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2017, 267 s.

VAN DER SCHYFF, Gerhard. Limitation of Rights: A Study of the European Convention
and the South African Bill of Rights. Nijmegen: Wolf Legal Publishers, 2005, 368 s.

VON BERNSTOREFF, Jochen. Proportionality Without Balancing: Why Judicial Ad Hoc
Balancing is Unnecessary and Potentionally Detrimental to the Realisation of Individual
and Collective Self-Determination. In: LAZARUS, L., McCRUDDEN, C., BOWLES, N.
(eds.). Reasoning Rights: Comparative Judicial Engagement. Oxford: Hart Publishing,
2014, s. 63-86.

VYHNANEK, Ladislav. Proporcionalné ¢i jinak? Problém ustavniho prezkumu zasahii do
socidlnich prav. Casopis pro prdvni védu a praxi, 2014, roé. 22, & 3, s. 203-221.

257



Bibliografie

VYHNANEK, Ladislav. Komparativni analyza konfliktu mezi vefejnym zdjmem a tistavné
zarucenym subjektivnim prdvem v judikature nejvyssich a tistavnich soudii. Disertaéni
préce, 2014, 168 s.

WAGNEROVA, Eliska. Uvod. In: WAGNEROVA, E. (ed.). Listina zdkladnich prdv a svo-
bod: Komentdf. Praha: Wolters Kluwer, 2012, s. 1-46.

WAGNEROVA, Eliska. Komentaf k ¢lanku 4 Listiny. In: WAGNEROVA, E. (ed.). Listina
zdkladnich prav a svobod: Komentdfr. Praha: Wolters Kluwer, 2012, s. 124-140.

WALDRON, Jeremy. The Harm in Hate Speech. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press, 2012, 264 s.

WEBBER. Grégoire. On the Loss of Rights. In: HUSCROFT, G., MILLER, B., WEB-
BER, G. (eds.). Proportionality and the Rule of Law: Rights, Justification, Reasoning. New
York: Cambridge University Press, 2015, s. 123-154.

WEBBER, Grégoire. Proportionality, Balancing, and the Cult of Constitutional Rights
Scholarship. The Canadian Journal of Law and Jurisprudence, 2010, ro¢. 23, ¢. 1,
s. 179-202.

WEBBER, Grégoire. The Negotiable Constitution: On the Limitation of Rights. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2009, 231 s.

WEINBERGER, Ota. Formalni charakteristika pravnich a pravné-politickych principt.
In: BOGUSZAK, J. (ed.). Prdvni principy. Pelhfimov: Vydavatelstvi 999, 1999, s. 37-
42,

WEINBERGER, Ota. Norma a instituce (Uvod do teorie prdva). Brno: Masarykova uni-
verzita, 1995, 217 s.

WINKLER, Adam. Fatal in Theory and Strict in Fact: An Empirical Analysis of Strict
Scrutiny in the Federal Courts. Vanderbilt Law Review, 2006, roc¢. 59, s. 793-871.

WINTR, Jan. Prvni tfi dny nemoci bez nemocenského a ustavni pfezkum zakonné tipra-
vy socidlnich prav. Jurisprudence, 2008, ¢. 5, s. 31-39.

WINTR, Jan. Alexyho vazici formule. Pravnik, 2016, ro¢. 155, €. 5, s. 446-461.

WINTR, Jan. Komentaf k ¢lanku 41 Listiny. In: WAGNEROVA, E. (ed.). Listina zdklad-
nich prdv a svobod: Komentdr. Praha: Wolters Kluwer, 2012, s. 831-843.

WINTR, Jan. Principy ceského tistavniho prdva. 3. vydani. Plzen: Vydavatelstvi a naklada-
telstvi Ale§ Cenék, 2015, 271 s.

YOUNG, Katharine. The Minimum Core of Economic and Social Rights: A Concept in
Search of Content. Yale International Law Journal, 2008, ro¢. 33, ¢. 1, s. 113-175.

YOUNG, Katherine. Proportionality, Reasonableness, and Economic and Social Rights. In:
JACKSON, V., TUSHNET, M. (eds.). Proportionality: New Frontiers, New Challenges.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2017, s. 248-272.

ZUCCA, Lorenzo. Constitutional Dilemmas: Conflicts of Fundamental Legal Rights in Eu-
rope and the USA. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008, 188 s.

258



