Korekce nepravdivych nebo pravdu
zkreslujicich tvrzeni ve vztahu k UK
obsazenych v ¢lancich Martina Shabua

English see below
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Univerzita Karlova zasadné respektuje pravo vefejnosti na informace o své €innosti, proto vzdy usiluje o transparentni
komunikaci se zastupci médii. Postupovala tak i v pfipadé otazek, které Univerzité Karlové v minulych tydnech kladl
redaktor MF Dnes pan Martin Shabu.

Je proto politovanihodné, Ze redaktor Shabu v nékolika svych ¢lancich podstatnym zplsobem zkresloval vyjadfeni,
ktera mu Univerzita Karlova poskytla, a z takto neopravnéné pozménénych vyrokd pak vyvozoval zavéry pro vyznéni
svych ¢lankl. Ve vicero pfipadech také redaktor Shabu pouzil fakta a Udaje, ktera mu Univerzita Karlova poskytla,
manipulativnim zplisobem a podaval je tak, Ze to jiz nelze oznagit jen za nepresné, ale za oteviené nepravdivé.
Univerzita Karlova proto povazuje za potfebné uvést na pravou miru nepravdiva, neuplna €i jinak pravdu zkreslujici
tvrzeni obsazena v ¢lancich Martina Shabua uvefejnénych v deniku MF Dnes a na serveru iDnes.cz.

A. Clének pod titulkem ,Z univerzity si udélal svou firmu: hlidal fakultu, ma pod sebou i byznys s védou“
uverejnény dne 21. listopadu 2024 na serveru iDnes.cz  a clanek pod titulkem ,,MuZz, ktery z univerzity udélal
»Svou“ firmu“ uverejnény 22. listopadu 2024 v deniku MF Dnes:

(i) Nepravdivé tvrzeni v €lanku:

Autor €lanku piSe: ,Univerzita také potvrdila, Ze Beck pro ni pracuje.” Vzapéti ale cituje tiskovou mluv€i univerzity, ktera
uvedla: ,S Martinem Beckem uzavrel rektorat UK dohodu o provedeni prace na obdobi od 1. dubna do 31. prosince
2024. Na zakladé této dohody vsak Martin Beck nikdy nevykonaval Zadnou praci, a proto ani neobdrZzel odménu.”
UpIna odpovéd UK na otazky redaktora, odeslana dne 18. listopadu 2024, znéla:

R: V jakém obdobi byl zaméstnancem (na ¢aste¢ny Uvazek) UK?

UK: S Martinem Beckem uzavrel rektorat UK dohodu o provedeni prace na obdobi od 1. 4. 2024 do 31. 12. 2024.
Na zakladé této dohody vSak Martin Beck nikdy nevykonaval Zadnou praci, a proto ani neobdrzel od UK odménu.
Nelze jej tedy formalné povazovat za zaméstnance univerzity, nebot dohoda o provedeni prace je specifickou formou
pracovnépravniho vztahu, ktery je podminén faktickym naplnénim sjednanych podminek, tedy vykonem prace a
poskytnutim odmény, k éemuz v tomto pfipadé nedoslo.

Zaveér: Prestoze UK vyslovné redaktorovi Shabuovi sdélila, ze Martin Beck pro UK nepracoval ani nepracuje,
redaktor ve svém ¢lanku tvrdi opak. Odpovéd UK tim zcela zkreslil.

(i) Nepravdiva a pravdu zkreslujici tvrzeni v ¢lanku:

Autor ¢lanku piSe: Podle webu CUIP je dale jako patentovy expert uvadén Matéj Machd. Dle prvotniho vyjadreni
univerzity to ale uZ neplati. ,Pan doktor Mach( neni aktualné zaméstnancem CUIP ani UK. V roce 2023 byl
zaméstnancem CUIP, kde ved! tym vénujici se komercializacnim pripadim,” uvedla PFivétiva. | to je dikazem, Ze
Univerzita Karlova ohledné své spolecnosti, do které jdou desitky miliont, mizi.

Cela odpovéd UK na otazky redaktora, odeslana dne 18. listopadu 2024, pfitom znéla:

R: Pro¢ jsou pani PFivétiva a pan Mach( uvedeni na webu CUIP jako feditelka pro rozvoj a PR konsultant a patentovy
zastupce, kdyz pro CUIP aktualné nepracuji?

UK: Pani Lucie PFivétiva je na rodiCovské dovolené, pracovni pomér s ni vSak nebyl ukon&en a pozice nebyla
plné nahrazena, proto neni divod, aby pani Pfivétiva nebyla uvadéna jako soucast tymu CUIP. Pan Matéj Machu
spolupracuje s CUIP jako externi patentovy zastupce.

Odpovéd UK na doplfujici otdzky redaktora, odeslana dne 20. listopadu 2024, pak znéla:

R: Pro¢ je pan Machli zaméstnancem CUIP a paralelné s tim ma smlouvy s rektoratem jeho spole¢nost Machu IP s
obdobnym pfedmétem pinéni?

UK: Pan doktor Machu neni aktualné zaméstnancem CUIP ani UK. V roce 2023 byl zaméstnancem CUIP, kde vedI tym
vénujici se komercializa¢nim pfipaddm. V roce 2023 byl také zaméstnancem UK, konkrétné odboru projektové podpory
rektoratu, kde poskytoval metodickou podporu pracovnikiim odboru pfi definovani vystupl a vysledkl pfipravovanych
projektd. Dale se jako metodik vénoval pFipravé projektovych Zadosti do vyzvy Mezisektorova spoluprace v OP JAK a
mozZnostem vyuZiti vystupl a vysledkd projektd, ve vazb& na podminky poskytovatele dotace (typicky MSMT v ramci




OP VVV). Od roku 2024 pan Machu plsobi pro UK pouze externé, a to jakozto patentovy zastupce, ktery v souladu s §
22 zakona o patentovych zastupcich poskytuje sluzby svym jménem a na sv{j ucet. Pro UK se jedna o sluzby tykajici se
systémového nastaveni nakladani s vysledky védy a vyzkumu (napfiklad se podili na pfipravé metodickych postupt).
Zavér: UK redaktorovi Shabuovi opakované a jednoznaéné sdélila, ze (a) Matéj Machii neni zaméstnancem UK,
ze (b) je jejim patentovym zastupcem, a ze tyto dvé skutecnosti nejsou v rozporu, nebot’ (c) ¢innost patentového
zastupce je vykonavana externé a jinak ani byt vykonavana nemuze. Tvrzeni, Ze UK o této véci mlzi, je faleSnym
nai¢enim UK ze strany redaktora Shabua.

B. Clanek pod titulkem ,,Policie, audit a vyzvy. Rektorka UK je pod tlakem, jeji poradce rezignoval® uvefejnény dne
10. unora 2025 na serveru iDnes.cz a ¢lanek pod titulkem ,,Policie, audit a vyzvy. Rektorka pod tlakem“ uverfejnény
dne 11. Gnora 2025 v deniku Mlada fronta Dnes:

(iii) Nepravdiva a pravdu zkreslujici tvrzeni v ¢lanku:

R: ,Rektorka UK Milena Kréli¢kova spise bagatelizovala vytky kontrolni komise Akademického senatu UK.”

UK: Ve vyjadreni rektorky UK citovaném v pfedchozim ¢lanku téhoz redaktora , Zakdzky nesedi. Hospodareni
Univerzity Karlovy uz fesi kriminalni policie” , ktery vySel 4. inora 2025 na serveru iDnes.cz, je uvedeno: ,Za nékteré
dal$i zjisténi by podle ni mohlo byt podano trestni oznameni. ,Jsem si védoma toho, Ze to, co popisujete, je na podani
trestniho oznameni, ale nemam k tomu korespondenci. Jakmile ji budeme mit, vime, co je na$i povinnosti,‘ Fekla doslova
Kralickovéa na zasedani akademického senétu v lednu.”

Zavér: Zatimco rektorka vyslovné uvedla, Zze je pfipravena podat trestni oznameni hned, jakmile bude mit
k dispozici podklady, z nichz vychazela kontrolni komise pfi formulaci svych vyhrad, redaktor Shabu toto
jednoznaéné vyjadreni faleSné oznacuje za ,,bagatelizaci®.

C. Clanek pod titulkem ,,Vedeni Univerzity Karlovy bralo miliony. Rektorka dostala s bonusy vic neZ premiér®
uverejnény dne 14. tnora 2025 na serveru iDnes.cz a ¢lanek pod titulkem ,,Vedeni Univerzity Karlovy bralo miliony*
uverejnény dne 14. unora 2025 v deniku Mlada fronta Dnes:

(iv) Nepravdiva a pravdu zkreslujici tvrzeni v €lanku:

Autor ¢lanku pise: ,Milena Krali¢kova, rektorka Univerzity Karlovy, v kvétnu 2024 ke svému 175tisicovému platu ziskala
bonus 400 tisic korun, v listopadu brala odménu 576 tisic korun. Podobné vysoké Eastky dostali k platu kvestor univerzity
Martin Mariasek nebo &len vedeni, kterého UK nazyva krycim kédem E. S odménami za dal§i mésice si tito tfi akademici
prisli za rok na nékolik miliond. Jejich prijmy tak dohnaly &i pfedehnaly plat premiéra.” Dale piSe: ,,Z celkovych soucti
plati a odmén vychazi dalsi zajimavy fakt. Rektorka si pfiS§la za poslednich 14 mésict na 4,1 milionu korun, kvestor
na 3,96 a ,E” na 3,74 milionu. Pramérny mésiéni prijem rektorky 293 tisic se tak dostal nad plat premiéra a $éfu
parlamentnich komor, ktery ¢inil 274 900 korun. Vice bral i kvestor (283 tis.). Tésné pod premiérskym platem je élen
kolegia E s 268 tisici.”

UK: Redaktor porovnava mésiéni mzdu rektorky a ¢lenl kolegia na zakladé chybného vypoctu, do kterého zahrnul soucet
zakladni mzdy za obdobi 14 mésicl (listopad 2023—prosinec 2024) a odmén, pfiznanych a vyplacenych v listopadu 2023
a v celém kalendafnim roce 2024. V praxi tak se€etl mzdu za jeden rok a dva mésice roku 2023, kdy oviem odmény
zohlednovaly i velkou &ast roku 2023 a kalendafni rok 2024 a tento udaj vydélil poétem 14 mésicl, coz neodpovida
realité. Autor ¢lanku tim uméle zvysil vyslednou ¢astku a dale ji interpretoval hrub& manipulativnim zptsobem, kdyz
ji porovnal se zdkladnim mésicnim platem pfedsedy vlady, aniz by do srovnani korektné& zapocetl i dalsi slozky platu
premiéra (tak jako do odménovani vedeni UK zahrnul i nadtarifni slozky mzdy). Pro Uplnost dodavame, Ze ¢lanek vysel
v online verzi nejprve s titulkem ,Vedeni Univerzity Karlovy bralo po stfelbé miliony. Rektorka dostala vic nez premiér”
(titulek byl pozdéji upraven).

Zavér: Redaktor Shabu manipulativné pouzil udaje o vysi odménovani a na zakladé jim ucelové
vykonstruovaném vypoctu pouzil odliSné hodnoty za riizné ¢asové obdobi, ¢imz dospél k faleSnému srovnani.

(v) Nepravdivé tvrzeni v ¢lanku:

Autor Clanku piSe: ,Univerzita Karlova tvrdi, Ze vysoké odmény si vSichni zaslouZzi. Podle mluvéi Lucie Privétivé Slo o
odménu za reakci na tragickou stfelbu na filozofické fakulté v prosinci 2023, pfi niz vrah zabil 14 lidi.”

Skute€né vyjadieni UK poskytnuté redaktorovi mluvEi univerzity znélo: ,Vami zminéné odmény odpovidaly zcela
bezprecedentni a mimoradné situaci, které UK Celila a kterou ¢lenové kolegia rektorky v roce 2024 feSili.“ Vyjadreni
poskytnuté tiskovou mluvei neobsahovalo Zadnou zminku o tragické udalosti na FF UK v prosinci 2023, tu do textu
pfipsal az redaktor Shabu. Slova o bezprecedentni a mimoradné situaci se vztahovala, jak ze znéni odpovédi pfimo
plyne, k obdobi roku 2024, v némz UK fesSila sérii UkolU a situaci, z nichz jen nékteré vznikly v reakci na zkuSenosti s
tragickou udalosti v prosinci 2023. Zadné vyjadfeni o odméné ,za reakci na tragickou stfelbu” v odpovédi UK nezaznélo.
Zavér: Autor ¢lanku svévolné zmeénil vyjadieni UK a tiskové mluvéi vlozil do ust formulace, které viibec
nezaznély. Z téchto nikdy nevyiéenych formulaci nasledné vyvodil dalekosahlé zavéry pro ton a celkové vyznéni
svych €lanku.

(vi) Pravdu zkreslujici tvrzeni v ¢lanku:

Autor &lanku piSe: ,Odmériovani na univerzité bije do oéi i ve srovnani s dal$imi univerzitami. Pfedloni napsal web
Seznam Zpravy, Ze rektor Masarykovy univerzity Martin Bares mél odmény za rok 2022 ve vy$i 400 tisic korun a rektor
Mendelovy univerzity Jan Mare$ 180 tisic.”




UK: Redaktor srovnava odmeény ¢lent vedeni UK za rok 2024 s odménami rektort jinych univerzit v roce 2022.
Zavér: Redaktor Shabu vybérové porovnava vzajemné neporovnatelné udaje, €¢imz zkresluje skutecnost.

D . Cléanek pod titulkem ,,Nejvy$$i odmény dostal prorektor. Akademik ,,E“ bral 268 tisic mésiéné“ uvefejnény
dne 22. tnora 2025 na serveru iDnes.cz:

(vii) Nepravdivé tvrzeni v Clanku:

Autor v textu dale piSe, Ze vedeni UK ,pfidalo zdivodnéni, Ze §lo o odménu za zviadnuti nasledkd tragickych udalosti
z prosince 2023 na filozofické fakulté, kde bylo zavrazdéno ctrnact lidi*.

UK: Jak jiz bylo uvedeno vyse, zadné vyjadieni o odméné ,za zviadnuti nasledk( tragickych udalosti“ v odpovédi UK
nezaznélo. Tuto formulaci si autor ¢lanku vymysilel.

Zavér: Autor ¢lanku opakované svévolné zménil vyjadieni UK a vlozil predstaviteliim UK do ust formulace,
které nikdy nezaznély.

(viii) Nepravdiva a pravdu zkreslujici tvrzeni v €lanku:

Autor ¢lanku piSe: ,Loni v listopadu dostal i nejvy$si jednorazovou odménu 610 tisic korun. Celkem si na odménach za
poslednich 14 mésicd pfisel na 1,8 milionu korun. Jeho zakladni mzda Cinila 150 tisic korun. Na odménach tak inkasoval
dokonce o 200 tisic vice neZ rektorka. Dotahl se s prumérnymi 268 tisici korun mésiéné na plat premiéra, jenz loni bral
274 900 korun.”

UK: Jak jiz bylo vysvétleno vySe, autor ¢lanku nepfipustné secetl mzdu za jeden rok a dva mésice s odménami
vyplacenymi v listopadu 2023 a v celém kalendainim roce 2024, kdy ovSem odmény zohlednovaly velkou ¢ast roku
2023 a kalendarni rok 2024, a tento udaj vydeélil poctem 14 mésicu, coz neodpovida realité.

Zavér: Redaktor Shabu opakované pouzil jim vykonstruovany chybny vypocet k tvrzeni nepravdivych udaja.

(ix) Nepravdivé tvrzeni v €lanku:

Autor &lanku piSe: ,Slamovo angazma vedlo k mimofadné kontrole hospodareni rektoratu. To zjistilo fadu chyb.
Univerzita byla nucena podat v Gnoru trestni oznameni.“

UK: Ve skutecnosti je ze zavérd Zpravy o zjisténich kontroly hospodareni Akademického senatu UK i z nasledného
Vyjadfeni rektorky ke Zpravé zcela ziejmé, Ze trestni oznameni sméfuje na skutky v obdobi, kdy Otomar Slama nemél
agendu bezpecnosti v gesci a na UK se touto agendou nijak nezabyval. Oba uvedené dokumenty méa redakce v plném
znéni k dispozici, jak jednoznaéné vyplyva z ¢lanku téhoz autora ze dne 21. 1. 2025.

Zaveér: Autor ¢lankl nepravdivé spojil podané trestni oznameni s pisobenim pana Slamy na UK.

(x) Nepravdiva a pravdu zkreslujici tvrzeni v ¢lanku:

Autor ¢lanku piSe: ,Slama také patfil k blizkym spolupracovnikim nejstédreji odmériovaného prorektora Fontany. Podle
zjisténi MF DNES spolu travili dovolené. Univerzita proto brzy zada forenzni audit, ktery poZaduje akademicky senat.”
UK: Redaktor Shabu vzhledem k jeho osobni U¢asti na jednanich Akademického senatu UK dobfe vi, Zze k zadani
forenzniho auditu byla rektorka UK Akademickym senatem vyzvana v pfimé souvislosti se zavéry Zpravy kontrolni
komise, tedy nikoliv z divod, které nepravdivé uvadi redaktor ve svém ¢lanku.

Zavér: Autor clanku tedy védomé zkreslil informace z jednani Akademického senatu UK a nepravdivé je

interpretoval.

E . Clanek pod titulkem ,,Krev na rukou a nastvani akademici“ uverejnény 22. unora 2025 v deniku Mladé
fronta Dnes:

(xi) Nepravdiva tvrzeni v €lanku:

Autor Clanku pise: ,NaStvani jsou i ,obyCejni“ vyulujici na vedeni Univerzity Karlovy. To si v minulém roce pfipsalo
mésiéni statisicové odmény v celkové vysi 11,4 milionu korun. A pfidalo zd(vodnéni, Zze §lo o odménu za zviadnuti
nasledkd tragickych udalosti z prosince 2023 na filozofické fakulté, kde bylo zavrazdéno ¢trnact lidi.”

UK: Jak jiz bylo opakované uvedeno shora, Zadné vyjadfeni o odméné ,za zviadnuti nasledku tragickych udalosti” v
odpovédi UK nezaznélo. Tuto formulaci si autor ¢lanku vymyslel.

Zavér: Autor ¢lanku opét svévolné zménil vyjadieni UK a vlozil predstavitelim UK do ust formulace, které nikdy
nezaznély.

Za spravnost:

Mgr. Lucie Privétiva

Tiskova mluvéi UK

Odbor vnéjsich vztaht
Univerzita Karlova

tel: +420 723 309 712

e-mail: komunikace@cuni.cz
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Dokument ke stazeni zde

Correction of false or misleading statements in relation to CU
contained in articles by Martin Shabu published in the daily
MF Dnes and on the server iDnes.cz

Charles University fundamentally respects the public's right to information about its activities and therefore always strives
for transparent communication with media representatives. This was also the case with the questions posed to Charles
University in recent weeks by the editor of MF Dnes, Mr Martin Shabu.

It is therefore regrettable that in several of his articles, editor Shabu substantially distorted the statements provided
to him by Charles University and then drew conclusions for the content of his articles from such unjustifiably altered
statements. In several instances, Editor Shabu also used facts and figures provided to him by Charles University in a
manipulative manner and presented them in such a way that they could no longer be described as merely inaccurate,
but as outright false.

Therefore, Charles University considers it necessary to set the record straight about the false, incomplete or otherwise
distorting statements contained in Martin Shabu's articles published in the daily MF Dnes and on the server iDnes.cz.

A. The article under the headline "He turned the university into his company: he supervised the faculty, he also
has a science business under him” published on 21 November 2024 on the server iDnes.cz and the article under
the headline "The man who turned the university into "his" company"” published on 22 November 2024 in the
daily MF Dnes:

(i) False claims in the article:

The author of the article writes: "The university also confirmed that Beck works for it." However, it then quotes a university
spokeswoman as saying, "The Rector's Office of the University of Applied Sciences concluded a work performance
agreement with Martin Beck for the period from 1 April to 31 December 2024. However, Martin Beck never performed
any work under this agreement and therefore did not receive any remuneration."

UK's full response to the editor's questions, sent on 18 November 2024, was:

R: During what period was he an employee (part-time) of UK?

UK: The UK Rector's Office entered into a performance agreement with Martin Beck for the period from 1 April 2024
to 31 December 2024. However, Martin Beck never performed any work under this agreement and therefore did not
receive any remuneration from UK. He cannot therefore be formally regarded as an employee of the University, since a
work performance agreement is a specific form of employment relationship which is conditional on the actual fulfilment
of the agreed conditions, i.e. the performance of work and the provision of remuneration, which did not occur in this case.
Conclusion: although the UK explicitly told the editor Shabu that Martin Beck did not work for the UK and
does not work for the UK, the editor claims otherwise in his article. The UK's response was thus completely
misrepresented.

(ii) False and misrepresentative statements in the article:

The author of the article writes: According to the CUIP website, Matej Machui is also listed as a patent expert. However,
according to the university's initial statement, this is no longer the case. "Dr. Mach is not currently an employee of
CUIP or CU. In 2023, he was an employee of CUIP, where he led a team dedicated to commercialisation cases," said
Privétiva. This too is proof that Charles University is being silent about its company, which is receiving tens of millions.

Yet the UK's full response to the editor's questions, sent on 18 November 2024, was:

R: Why are Ms. Friendly and Mr. Mach listed on the CUIP website as the Director of Development and PR Consultant
and Patent Attorney when they do not currently work for CUIP?

UK: Ms. Lucie P¥ivétiva is on parental leave, but her employment has not been terminated and the position has not been
fully replaced, so there is no reason for Ms. PFivétiva not to be listed as part of the CUIP team. Mr Matéj Machu works
with CUIP as an external patent attorney.

UK's response to the editor's supplementary questions, sent on 20 November 2024, then read:

R: Why is Mr. Machu an employee of CUIP and in parallel his company Machu IP has contracts with the Rector's Office
with a similar scope of work?

UK: Dr Machu is not currently an employee of CUIP or CU. In 2023 he was an employee of CUIP where he led a team
dedicated to commercialisation cases. In 2023, he was also an employee of the UK, specifically of the Project Support
Department of the Rector's Office, where he provided methodological support to the department's staff in defining the
outputs and outcomes of upcoming projects. Furthermore, as a methodologist, he was involved in the preparation of
project applications for the call for intersectoral cooperation in the OP JAK and the possibilities of using the outputs
and results of the projects, in relation to the conditions of the grantor (typically the Ministry of Education and Science
within the OP VVV). Since 2024, Mr. Machu has been working for the UK only externally, as a patent attorney who, in
accordance with Section 22 of the Patent Attorneys Act, provides services in his own name and on his own account. For




the UK, these services are related to the systemic set-up of the handling of scientific and research results (for example,
he is involved in the preparation of methodological procedures).

Conclusion: The allegation that UK is silent on this matter is a false accusation against UK by the editor of
Shabua.

B. The article under the headline "Policing, Auditing and Challenges. UK Chancellor is under pressure, her
advisor resigns " published on 10 February 2025 on the server iDnes.cz and the article under the headline " Police,
audit and challenges. Rector under pressure” published on 11 February 2025 in the daily Mlada fronta Dnes:

(iii) False and misrepresentative statements in the article:

R: "The Rector of Charles University Milena Krali¢kova rather downplayed the criticisms of the Audit Committee of the
Academic Senate of Charles University."

UK: In the statement of the Rector of UK quoted in the previous article by the same editor " Contracts don't add up.
"Some of the other findings, according to her, could lead to criminal charges. Once we have it, we will know what our
obligation is," Kralickova literally said at an Academic Senate meeting in January."

Conclusion: While the Rector has explicitly stated that she is ready to file a criminal complaint as soon as she
has the documents on which the audit committee based its formulation of its reservations, Editor Shabu falsely
labels this unequivocal statement as "downplaying".

C. The article under the headline " The management of Charles University took millions. The rector received
more with bonuses than the prime minister” published on 14 February 2025 on the server iDnes.cz and an article
under the headline " The management of Charles University took millions” published on 14 February 2025 in the
daily Mlada fronta Dnes:

(iv) False and misrepresentative statements in the article:

The author of the articles writes: "Milena Kralickova, the rector of Charles University, received a bonus of CZK 400,000
in May 2024 on top of her CZK 175,000 salary, and in November she took a bonus of CZK 576,000. Similarly large sums
were added to the salary of the university's bursar, Martin Mariasek, or a member of the management, whom the UK calls
by the code name E. With the bonuses for the following months, these three academics earned several million a year.
Their income thus caught up with or surpassed the prime minister's salary.” He goes on to write, "Another interesting
fact emerges from the salary and remuneration totals. The Rector came to 4.1 million crores, the Bursar to 3.96 and 'E’
to 3.74 million in the last 14 months. Thus, the average monthly income of the rector of 293,000 crowns was above the
salary of the prime minister and the heads of the parliamentary chambers, which was 274,900 crowns. The bursar also
earned more (283 thousand). Just below the prime minister's salary is a member of the College of E with 268 thousand."
UK: the editor compares the monthly salary of the chancellor and members of the college based on an erroneous
calculation, which included the sum of the basic salary for a 14-month period (November 2023-December 2024) and the
remuneration awarded and paid in November 2023 and throughout the calendar year 2024. In practice, he thus added
up the pay for one year and two months of 2023, but took into account a large part of 2023 and the 2024 calendar
year, and divided that figure by 14 months, which does not reflect reality. The author of the article thus artificially inflated
the resulting figure and further interpreted it in a grossly manipulative way, comparing it with the Prime Minister's basic
monthly salary without correctly including other components of the Prime Minister's salary in the comparison (just as
he included the above-target components of the salary in the remuneration of the UK leadership). For the sake of
completeness, we would like to add that the article was first published in the online version with the headline "Charles
University management took millions after the shooting. The rector got more than the prime minister" (the headline was
later modified).

Conclusion: The Shabu editor manipulatively used the remuneration figures and used different figures for
different time periods based on his purposefully constructed calculations, thus arriving at a false comparison.

(v) False statement in the article:

The author of the article writes: "Charles University claims that everyone deserves high remuneration. According to
spokeswoman Lucie P¥itiva, the reward was for responding to the tragic shooting at the philosophy faculty in December
2023, in which a killer killed 14 people.”

The actual UK statement provided to the editor by a university spokesperson was, "The rewards you mentioned were
appropriate to the completely unprecedented and extraordinary situation that the UK faced and that the members of the
College of the Rector dealt with in 2024." The statement provided by the spokesperson did not contain any mention
of the tragic event at the Faculty of Arts in December 2023, which was only added to the text by Shabu's editor. The
words about an unprecedented and extraordinary situation referred, as the wording of the response directly implies, to
the period of 2024, in which CU dealt with a series of challenges and situations, only some of which arose in response
to the experience of the tragic event in December 2023. There was no statement about a reward "for responding to the
tragic shooting" in CU's response.

Conclusion: The author of the article arbitrarily changed the UK's statement and inserted wording into the
mouth of the spokesperson that was not heard at all. He then drew far-reaching conclusions for the tone and
overall tone of his articles from these never-spoken formulations.




(vi) Truth misrepresentations in the article:

The author of the article writes: "The remuneration at the university beats the odds even when compared to other
universities. Last year, the Seznam Zpravy website wrote that the rector of Masaryk University, Martin Bares, had 2022
remuneration of CZK 400,000 and the rector of Mendel University, Jan Mare$, had CZK 180,000."

UK.

Conclusion: Editor Shabu selectively compares incomparable data, thereby distorting reality.

D . The article under the headline "Vice-Chancellor gets highest remuneration. Academician "E" took 268
thousand a month” published on 22 February 2025 on the server iDnes.cz:

(vii) False statement in the article:

The author further writes in the text that the CU management "added the justification that it was a reward for coping with
the consequences of the tragic events of December 2023 at the Faculty of Arts, where fourteen people were murdered”.
UK: As noted above, there was no statement about a reward "for managing the aftermath of tragic events " in UK's
response. This wording was invented by the author of the article.

Conclusion: The author of the article repeatedly and arbitrarily changed the UK's statement and put wording
in the mouths of UK officials that was never heard.

(viii) False and misrepresentative statements in the article:

The author of the article writes: "Last November, he also received the highest one-time remuneration of 610,000 crowns.
In total, he earned 1.8 million crowns in bonuses over the past 14 months. His basic salary was CZK 150,000. Thus,
he collected even 200 thousand more in bonuses than the rector. With an average of CZK 268,000 per month, he has
reached the salary of the prime minister, who last year received CZK 274,900."

UK: As explained above, the author of the article impermissibly added the salary for one year and two months with the
bonuses paid in November 2023 and the entire calendar year 2024, when, of course, the bonuses took into account
a large part of 2023 and the calendar year 2024, and divided this figure by the number of 14 months, which does not
correspond to reality.

Conclusion: Editor Shabu repeatedly used his fabricated miscalculation to claim false data.

(ix) False claims in the article:

The author of the article writes: "Straw's involvement led to an extraordinary audit of the management of the Rectorate.
This found a number of errors. The university was forced to file a criminal complaint in February."

UK: In fact, it is quite clear from the conclusions of the Report on the findings of the audit of the management of the AS
UK and from the subsequent Rector's Statement on the Report that the criminal complaint is directed at acts committed
during the period when Otomar Slama was not in charge of the security agenda and was not involved in any way with
this agenda at the UK. Both of these documents are available to the editors in full, as is clear from the article by the
same author dated 21 January 2025.

Conclusion: The author of the articles falsely linked the criminal complaint to Mr. Slama's work at the University
of Applied Sciences.

(x) False and misrepresentative statements in the article:

The author of the article writes: "Straw was also one of the close associates of the most generously compensated Vice
Chancellor Fontana. According to the findings of MF DNES, they spent holidays together. The university will therefore
soon commission a forensic audit, which the academic senate is demanding.”

UK: Given his personal participation in the meetings of the Academic Senate of the University, Editor Shabu knows well
that the Rector of the University was invited by the Academic Senate to commission a forensic audit in direct relation to
the findings of the Audit Committee Report, i.e. not for the reasons falsely stated by the Editor in his article.
Conclusion: Therefore, the author of the article deliberately misrepresented information from the meeting of
the Academic Senate of the Charles University and misinterpreted it.

E . The article under the headline "Blood on the hands and angry academics " was published on 22 February
2025 in the daily Mlada fronta Dnes:

(xi) False statements in the article:

The author of the article writes: "Angry are also "ordinary” lecturers at the management of Charles University. Last
year, the latter earned monthly bonuses totalling CZK 11.4 million. And it added the justification that it was a reward
for coping with the aftermath of the tragic events of December 2023 at the philosophy faculty, where fourteen people
were murdered.”

UK: As repeatedly stated above, there was no statement about a reward "for managing the aftermath of tragic events "
in the UK's response. This wording was invented by the author of the article.

Conclusion: The author of the article has again arbitrarily changed the UK's statement and put wording into
the mouths of UK officials that was never heard.




