Otazky a odpoveédi k CUIP

English see below

Komentar Univerzity Karlovy ze dne 5. 5. 2025 k tématu CUIP

Dotazy kladl redaktor Martin Shabu, MF DNES

1. UK prostiednictvim CUIP spoluvlastni spoleénost GeneSpector. Jeji patent vS§ak napadla FTN s tim, ze stoji
na datech, které nebyly uréené pro komercionalizaci. Jak se k tomu stavi UK?

Registrujeme, Ze probéhla komunikace mezi zastupci 1. LF UK a FTN, nicméné Univerzita Karlova ani CUIP neregistruje
zadny oficialni spor, rozpor &i pravni vyzvu ze strany Fakultni Thomayerovy nemocnice ve vztahu k patentu spole¢nosti
GeneSpector.

2. Je mozné, ze doslo ke zneuziti dat bez védomi FTN?

Univerzita Karlova nema zadné informace ani podklady, které by nasvéd&ovaly zneuZiti dat & jinému pochybeni. Zadny
z dostupnych dokumentl nevypovida o tom, Ze by doSlo k neopravnénému nakladani s daty Fakultni Thomayerovy
nemocnice. Dostupné dokumenty a informace naopak svédci o tom, Ze s daty bylo nakladano v souladu s pravidly a
v ramci opravnénych postup(.

3. Jak se divate na mozny stret zajma, kdy patentova prihlaska byla podana v roce 2021 prostrednictvim
patentové kancelare Macht IP, pficemz pan Matéj Macht byl v té dobé zastupcem reditele CUIP?

Vybér patentového zastupce byl pIné v kompetenci spole¢nosti GeneSpector jakozto samostatné pravnické osoby. Volba
patentové kancelare tak nesouvisela s pozici zastupce feditele v CUIP.

4. Jaké financéni prostiedky ziskala UK (skrze CUIP) z komercionalizace produktii GeneSpector v obdobi let
2021-2024?

Vynosy plynouci Univerzité Karlové prostfednictvim CUIP z komercionalizace produktu spole¢nosti GeneSpector v
obdobi let 2021-2024 dosahly 16,9 miliond korun.

5. Jak se divate na mozny stiet zajmi pana Michala Pohludky, ktery byl mistopredsedou spravni rady CUIP a
zaroven spoluvlastni pres firmu mikeVision spole¢énost GeneSpector?

Univerzita Karlova v dané véci stfet zajma neshledava. Dr. Michal Pohludka plsobil od listopadu 2021 jako ¢len a
od dubna 2022 do fijna 2024 jako mistopfedseda spravni rady, ktera je kolektivnim organem, a jako takovy nemél
moznost samostatné rozhodovat. Cinnost spravni rady podiéha dohledu sedmi¢lenné dozoréi komise CUIP, ktera nikdy
nereportovala zadné pochybeni ani stfet zajm{. CUIP rovnéz kazdoro¢né podava prehledy o ovladajicich osobach,
které jsou soucasti pravidelného auditu. Ten zadné nedostatky v této oblasti také nikdy nekonstatoval.
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Commentary of Charles University of 5 May 2025 on the topic
CUIP

Questions asked by editor Martin Shabu, MF DNES

1. Through CUIP, Charles University co-owns GeneSpector. However, FTN has challenged its patent, arguing
that it is based on data that was not intended for commercialization. What is Charles University's position on
this?
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We are aware that there has been communication between representatives of the First Faculty of Medicine of Charles
University and FTN, but neither Charles University nor CUIP has registered any official dispute, disagreement, or legal
challenge from Thomayer Hospital in relation to GeneSpector's patent.

2. Is it possible that the data was misused without FTN's knowledge?

Charles University has no information or evidence to suggest that data has been misused or that any other misconduct
has occurred. None of the available documents indicate that the data of the Thomayer University Hospital has been
handled in an unauthorized manner. On the contrary, the available documents and information indicate that the data
was handled in accordance with the rules and within the scope of authorized procedures.

3. How do you view the possible conflict of interest, given that the patent application was filed in 2021 through
the patent office Machu IP, while Mr. Matéj Macha was the deputy director of CUIP at the time?

The selection of the patent attorney was entirely within the competence of GeneSpector as an independent legal entity.
The choice of patent office was therefore not related to the position of deputy director at CUIP.

4. What financial resources did Charles University (through CUIP) receive from the commercialization of
GeneSpector products in the period 2021-2024?

The revenues received by Charles University through CUIP from the commercialization of GeneSpector products in the
period 2021-2024 amounted to CZK 16.9 million.

5. How do you view the potential conflict of interest of Mr. Michal Pohludka, who was Vice-Chairman of the CUIP
Board of Directors and also co-owns GeneSpector through mikeVision?

Charles University does not see any conflict of interest in this matter. Dr. Michal Pohludka served as a member of the
board of directors, which is a collective body, from November 2021 and as vice-chairman from April 2022 to October
2024, and as such he did not have the power to make independent decisions. The activities of the administrative board
are supervised by a seven-member CUIP supervisory committee, which has never reported any misconduct or conflict
of interest. The CUIP also submits annual reports on controlling entities, which are part of a regular audit. The audit has
never found any shortcomings in this area.



