Reakce rektorky UK na dopis arcibiskupa
Graubnera ohledné situace na KTF UK

English see below

VasSe Excelence, vaZzeny pane arcibiskupe,

dékuji Vam za Vas dopis ze dne 6. listopadu 2025. Musim vsak Fici, Ze jej ¢tu s hlubokym pfekvapenim. Uvadite v ném
tvrzeni a zavéry, které nejen neodpovidaji skute¢nému faktickému stavu ani platnému pravnimu a akademickému ramci,
ale zaroven naznacuji vyklad a vykon pravomoci velkého kancléfe, ktery jde nad ramec cirkevnich predpis(, Statutu
KTF UK i zakona €. 111/1998 Sb., o vysokych Skolach.

Prekvapuje mé, ze mi vytykate doplnéni do té doby nefunkéni Védecké rady KTF UK, o némz tvrdite, Ze nebylo nutnym
krokem v ramci vykonu funkce dékana, jejiz ptisobnost byla na fakulté omezena rozhodnutim MSMT. Doplnéni Védecké
rady KTF UK bylo nezbytnym krokem pro stabilizaci fakulty, jelikoz jeden z jejich samospravnych organt byl nefunkéni a
neodpovidal pozadavkim zakona. Davody jsem Vam sdélila ve svém predchozim dopise. Védecka rada musi byt nejen
zakonné zpusobila k hlasovani, ale také odborné a personalné stabilni, aby mohla vykonavat svou fadnou rozhodovaci
a kontrolni funkci. DoplInéni jejiho slozeni proto neni ,destabilizaci“, nybrz nezbytnym krokem k obnoveni fadného
chodu fakulty, ktery zakon pfimo predpoklada. Pfitomnost tfi dékanl dalSich teologickych fakult a dalSich odbornik tuto
nezbytnou stabilitu zajistuje. Vyzva navrhovat nové ¢leny do védecké rady byla oteviena v§em vedoucim kateder. P¥i
vybéru novych &lent proto byly pro vSechny zajistény stejné podminky.

Podobné mé prekvapuje zplsob, jakym protestujete proti zméné garantl studijnich program( Katolicka teologie a
Teologické nauky, pro které podle Vas ,neexistuje zadny nezbytny a rozumny divod“ a oznadujete mé vysvétleni za
,=ucelové a nepravdivé“. Kdyby nezbytné a rozumné dlvody pro tuto zménu neexistovaly, jisté bych tento krok neucinila
— Cinim jej vS8ak pravé proto, Zze ho povazuji pro stabilizaci situace na fakulté za nezbytny. SvUj zamér predkladam
védecké radé, grémiu slozenému z odborniku, ktefi mohou posoudit, zda je tato zména opravdu zadouci. Rada bych
také upozornila, ze velky kancléf se v minulosti ke zméné garant( studijnich programu nevyjadfoval a nepatfi to mezi
jeho kompetence vymezené Statutem KTF UK.

Je nezpochybnitelné, Ze v roce 2023 doslo necinnosti garanta studijnich program0 Teologické nauky doc. Jaroslava
Broze k situaci, kdy Rada pro vnitfni hodnoceni UK po nékolika vyzvach a jednanich pozastavila akreditaci téchto dvou
studijnich program(l a byla tak ohroZzena nejen existence programu, ale také pfijimani studentl do néj. Tato situace
ohrozila ekonomickou stabilitu fakulty jako celku i existenci jednoho z programu stéZejnich pro existenci KTF. Soucinnosti
RVH a jeji vstficnosti se podafilo situaci vyresit; to vSak nic neméni na zodpovédnosti tehdejSiho garanta, doc. Jaroslava
Broze, jehoz zavaznym pochybenim tato situace vznikla. Zména garanta je v takovém pfipadé nezbytna, jelikoz je tfeba
vyloucit, Ze se takova situace bude opakovat.

Garant studijniho programu musi byt v druhé fadé schopny komunikovat s vyuc€ujicimi, Skoliteli, vedoucimi kateder a
dalSimi fakultnimi a univerzitnimi organy. V pfipadé prof. Vojtécha Novotného se vSak ukazalo, ze tomu tak neni. Dle
svédectvi ¢lend jeho katedry se jiz dlouhé roky neucastni schizi katedry, obtizné komunikuje s dal$imi vyucujicimi,
neinformuje o svych krocich vedouci katedry a v nékterych pfipadech ani vyucujici, jimz napf. odebira vyuku predméta.
Tento stav je dlouhodobé neuspokojivy a jelikoz je tfeba tyto skute€nosti napravit, neni jina moznost nez svéfit ukol
garantovat zminéné programy jinym odbornikiim. Timto krokem nijak neohroZuji postaveni prof. Novotného a doc.
Broze, ktefi nadale budou na fakulté plsobit jako odbornici a pedagogové, budou se podilet na vzdélavani studentu
teologickych obort véetné budoucich knéZi a jahn( a budou se moci jako rovnocenni ¢lenové akademické obce podilet
i na rozhodovani o podobé studijnich programt. Dovoluji si zdliraznit, Ze tyto kroky konam pouze proto, abych zajistila
nezpochybnitelna prava studentt KTF, ktera byla necinnosti vy$e zminénych dosavadnich garant(i vyznamné ohrozena.
Hajit tato prava je jednim z podstatnych Ukolt kazdého, komu bylo vedeni fakulty svéfeno.

Rada bych se vyslovila také k VaSemu vykladu § 38 odst. 3 zakona &. 118/1998 Sb., o vysokych Skolach, ktery opakované
uvadite ve svych dopisech: tento paragraf rektorovi povéfenému vykonem funkce dékana v situaci nucené spravy
neuklada, aby se omezil pouze na minimalni provozni kroky, ale aby zajistil Fadné fungovani fakulty v plném rozsahu,
tedy véetné plnohodnotného zajisténi ¢innosti jejich akademickych organ( a kvalitniho Fizeni akreditovanych studijnich
program0. Pohybuiji se proto zcela v ramci svych vymezenych kompetenci a musim se vymezit proti jakémukoliv tvrzeni,
které by naznacovalo opak.



S litosti a prfekvapenim vnimam opakované zpochybriovani osobni a profesni integrity doc. Davida Voprady,
mezinarodné respektovaného odbornika s bohatou pedagogickou zkusenosti. Jakozto knéz a akademik je doc. Voprada
znam a uznavan jako profesionalni a moralné bezihonna osobnost. Jakékoli naznaky ¢i narazky, které zpochybnuji
jeho osobu, nejsou podepieny fakty a jsou proto nepfijatelné — jak z hlediska akademické etiky, bezpe¢ného pracovniho
prostfedi, tak z hlediska kan. 220 CIC, jenz chrani dobrou povést osoby, a také z hlediska elementarni spravedinosti.
Kanonicka mise, kterou doc. Voprada jiz od roku 2012 ma, a nihil obstat Dikasteria pro kulturu a vzdélavani, které jako
docent obdrzel v roce 2019, mliZze byt odejmuta jen z konkrétnich dlivodd a pfi zachovani postupu, ktery predepisuje
konstituce Veritatis gaudium a dalsi cirkevni a akademické predpisy, zvlasté ustanoveni kan. 48-58 a 221 CIC. Protoze
jsem toto mé stanovisko konzultovala s uznavanymi cirkevnimi pravniky nezbyva mi bohuzel nic jiného nez chapat Vase
obvinéni vuci doc. Vopradovi jako nepodlozené a vagni. Neni proto mozné na jeho zakladé vyvozovat jakékoliv disledky
pro organizaci chodu fakulty.

S nejvyssi vaznosti se musim také vyjadrit k Vasim avizovanym krok(im sméfujicim k odnéti kanonické mise dr.
Benediktu T. Mohelnikovi OP a doc. Denise Cervenkové CSTF pouze na zékladé skutednosti, Ze jakozto zaméstnanci
Univerzity Karlovy plni zadani svého zaméstnavatele. Oba odbornici splfiuji vS8echny pfedpoklady pro garantovani
studijnich programd a neni proto dlivod, aby jim jejich nadfizeny takové povéfreni nemohl zadat. Je vylouceno,
aby udélovani ¢i odebrani kanonické mise zaviselo na tom, jakou bude mit pfisluSny zaméstnanec konkrétni roli v
akademické spravé. Vami zamysleny postup stavi zaméstnance UK do pozice, kdy fadné pInéni jim svéfenych ukoll
implikuje nezdivodnény disciplinarni postih ze strany cirkve, jejiz jsou soucasti a jejimz zajmim dlouhodobé slouZi.
Proti takovym tendencim se musim duUrazné ohradit a zaddam Vas, abyste svymi zasahy zaméstnance UK
nediskriminoval tim, Ze jim bude omezena oblast Ukold, na nichZ se mohou podilet. Odebrani kanonické mise by i v
téchto dvou pfipadech probéhlo bez fadného odlGvodnéni, bez ohledu na standardy akademické autonomie i respektu
k cirkevnépravnimu ramci. Kan. 818 CIC jasné stanovi, Ze teologicka fakulta existuje ve vzajemném respektu cirkevni
autority a univerzitniho akademického rfadu. Vas navrhovany postup by narusil ddveéru, ktera je pro takovy respekt
predpokladem. Opét si dovoluji podotknout, Ze jsem toto své stanovisko konzultovala s odborniky na cirkevni pravo
Rimsko-katolické cirkve.

Dale si Vas dovoluji si upozornit, Ze odstranénim tfi kmenovych akademickych pracovnikd zasadné ohroZujete
probihajici vyuku na vétdiné akreditovanych oborech Katolické teologické fakulty UK a vyrazné zasahujete do jeji
stability. To vSe se déje v situaci, kdy na fakulté probiha kontrola Narodniho akreditaniho ufadu pro terciarni vzdélavani.
Tim mudze byt ohroZena nejen institucionalni akreditace samotné Katolické teologické fakulty, ale, dopady mohou
postihnout i celou Univerzitu Karlovu. To jsou skute¢nosti, které v sou€asné situaci nelze marginalizovat.

Va8e rozhodnuti, pfijatéd bez konzultace s fakultou, bez zohlednéni odbornych a pedagogickych kritérii a bez dodrzeni
fadnych kanonicko-pravnich postupd, vyvolavaji vaznou otazku ohledné ucelovosti a legitimity postupu. Ten neni vagi
tfem vySe uvedenym pracovnikim v ramci fakultniho prostfedi veden rovnym pfistupem. S pfekvapenim sleduji rozpor
mezi Vasim proklamovanym dirazem na zdrzenlivost a vami navrhovanymi kroky, které vyrazné ovliviuji stabilitu vyuky,
personalni kontinuitu i akreditacni procesy fakulty.

Cilem mych kroku je obnovit odbornou a institucionalni stabilitu fakulty a tim posilit jeji divéryhodnost uvnitf univerzity
i pfed odbornou vefejnosti. Tento kol vnimam jako povinnost danou zakonem a odpovédnosti vici studentim i celé
akademické komunité.

Véfim, Ze v této véci najdeme prostor pro vécny, pfimy a otevieny dialog, ktery se opira o pravni normy, akademické
standardy a rovny pfistup. Takovy prostor mize pfedstavovat nase schliizka domluvena na 19. listopadu. Prozatim Vas
ale dlirazné zadam, abyste se zdrzel krok(, o nichZz mé zpravujete, i dalSich, které mohou nadale destabilizovat fakultu
Ci pfekracovat VaSe pravomoci velkého kancléfe KTF UK.

Na zavér bych rada zopakovalo jiz nékolikrat fe€ené — tim, kdo maze ukongit s témeéf okamzitou platnosti nucenou
spravu KTF je v tuto chvili doc. Jaroslav Broz, ktery mlze stahnout své Zaloby a tim umoznit svobodnou a demokratickou
volbu nového dékana KTF.

S uctou,

prof. MUDr. Milena Krali¢kova, Ph.D.
rektorka Univerzity Karlovy povéfena vykonem funkce dékana KTF UK

Response of the Rector of Charles University to Archbishop
Graubner's letter regarding the situation at KTF UK

Your Excellency, Dear Archbishop,

Thank you for your letter dated November 6, 2025. However, | must say that | read it with deep surprise. You make
statements and conclusions that not only do not correspond to the actual facts or the applicable legal and academic



framework, but also suggest an interpretation and exercise of the powers of the Grand Chancellor that goes beyond the
scope of church regulations, the Statutes of KTF UK, and Act No. 111/1998 Coll. on Higher Education Institutions.

| am surprised that you are criticizing me for supplementing the previously dysfunctional Scientific Council of KTF UK,
which you claim was not a necessary step in the performance of the dean's duties, whose powers at the faculty were
limited by a decision of the Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports. The addition to the Scientific Council of KTF UK
was a necessary step to stabilize the faculty, as one of its self-governing bodies was dysfunctional and did not meet the
requirements of the law. | explained the reasons to you in my previous letter. The Scientific Council must not only be
legally competent to vote, but also professionally and personally stable in order to perform its proper decision-making
and control functions. Supplementing its composition is therefore not a "destabilization," but a necessary step to restore
the proper functioning of the faculty, which is directly required by law. The presence of three deans of other theological
faculties and other experts ensures this necessary stability. The call to nominate new members to the Scientific Council
was open to all department heads. Therefore, the same conditions were ensured for all in the selection of new members.

Similarly, | am surprised by the way you protest against the change of guarantors of the Catholic Theology and
Theological Studies study programs, for which, according to you, "there is no necessary and reasonable reason," and
you describe my explanation as "self-serving and untrue." If there were no necessary and reasonable reasons for this
change, | would certainly not have taken this step — but | am doing so precisely because | consider it necessary to
stabilize the situation at the faculty. | am submitting my proposal to the Scientific Council, a body composed of experts
who can assess whether this change is really desirable. | would also like to point out that the Grand Chancellor has
not commented on changes to the guarantors of study programs in the past, and this does not fall within his powers
as defined by the Statutes of KTF UK.

It is indisputable that in 2023, the inaction of the guarantor of the study programs in Theological Studies, Doc. Jaroslav
Broz, led to a situation where, after several calls and negotiations, the Internal Evaluation Board of Charles University
suspended the accreditation of these two study programs, threatening not only the existence of the program but also the
admission of students to it. This situation threatened the economic stability of the faculty as a whole and the existence of
one of the programs crucial to the existence of KTF. Thanks to the cooperation and helpfulness of the RVH, the situation
was resolved; however, this does not change the responsibility of the then guarantor, doc. Jaroslav Broz, whose serious
misconduct caused this situation. In such a case, a change of guarantor is necessary, as it is necessary to rule out the
possibility of such a situation recurring.

Secondly, the guarantor of the study program must be able to communicate with teachers, supervisors, department
heads, and other faculty and university bodies. In the case of Prof. Vojtéch Novotny, however, this has not been the
case. According to the testimony of members of his department, he has not attended department meetings for many
years, finds it difficult to communicate with other teachers, does not inform the head of the department about his actions,
and in some cases does not even inform the teachers from whom he takes over teaching subjects. This situation has
been unsatisfactory for a long time, and since these issues need to be rectified, there is no other option but to entrust
the task of supervising the aforementioned programs to other experts. This step in no way jeopardizes the position of
Prof. Novotny and Doc. Broz, who will continue to work at the faculty as experts and educators, will participate in the
education of students of theological disciplines, including future priests and deacons, and will be able to participate as
equal members of the academic community in decisions about the form of study programs. | would like to emphasize
that | am taking these steps solely to ensure the unquestionable rights of KTF students, which have been significantly
threatened by the inaction of the aforementioned guarantors. Defending these rights is one of the essential tasks of
anyone entrusted with the leadership of the faculty.

| would also like to comment on your interpretation of Section 38(3) of Act No. 118/1998 Coll., on Higher Education
Institutions, which you repeatedly refer to in your letters: this section does not require the rector entrusted with the
performance of the dean's duties in a situation of forced administration to limit himself to minimal operational steps, but
to ensure the proper functioning of the faculty in its entirety, including the full functioning of its academic bodies and
the high-quality management of accredited study programs. | am therefore acting entirely within my defined powers and
must refute any claim to the contrary.

Itis with regret and surprise that | note the repeated questioning of the personal and professional integrity of Docent David
Vopfada, an internationally respected expert with extensive teaching experience. As a priest and academic, Docent
Vopfada is known and recognized as a professional and morally irreproachable person. Any insinuations or innuendoes
that question his character are not supported by facts and are therefore unacceptable—both from the point of view of
academic ethics and a safe working environment, as well as from the point of view of canon 220 CIC, which protects a
person's good reputation, and also from the point of view of elementary justice. The canonical mission that Doc. Vopfada
has had since 2012 and the nihil obstat of the Dicastery for Culture and Education, which he received as an associate
professor in 2019, can only be revoked for specific reasons and in accordance with the procedure prescribed by the
constitution Veritatis gaudium and other ecclesiastical and academic regulations, in particular the provisions of can. 48—
58 and 221 CIC. Since | have consulted with renowned ecclesiastical lawyers on my opinion, | unfortunately have no
choice but to consider your accusations against Doc. Vopfada as unfounded and vague. It is therefore not possible to
draw any conclusions for the organization of the faculty's operations on this basis.



I must also express my utmost concern regarding your announced steps to revoke the canonical mission of Dr. Benedikt
T. Mohelnik, OP, and Doc. Denisa Cervenkova, CSTF, solely on the basis that, as employees of Charles University,
they are fulfilling the tasks assigned to them by their employer. Both experts meet all the requirements for guaranteeing
study programs, and there is therefore no reason why their superior should not be able to assign them such a task.
It is out of the question that the granting or withdrawal of canonical mission should depend on the specific role of the
employee in question in academic administration. Your intended procedure puts CU employees in a position where the
proper performance of their assigned tasks implies unjustified disciplinary action by the church of which they are a part
and whose interests they have long served.

| must strongly object to such tendencies and ask you not to discriminate against CU employees by limiting the scope of
tasks in which they can participate. The withdrawal of canonical mission in these two cases would also take place without
proper justification, regardless of the standards of academic autonomy and respect for the ecclesiastical legal framework.
Canon 818 CIC clearly states that the theological faculty exists in mutual respect between ecclesiastical authority and
the university academic order. Your proposed course of action would undermine the trust that is a prerequisite for such
respect. Once again, | would like to point out that | have consulted with experts in the canon law of the Roman Catholic
Church regarding my opinion.

I would also like to point out that by removing three core academic staff members, you are fundamentally jeopardizing the
ongoing teaching of most accredited programs at the Catholic Theological Faculty of Charles University and significantly
interfering with its stability. All this is happening at a time when the faculty is undergoing an inspection by the National
Accreditation Agency for Tertiary Education. This may jeopardize not only the institutional accreditation of the Catholic
Theological Faculty itself, but the consequences may also affect the entire Charles University. These are facts that
cannot be marginalized in the current situation.

Your decisions, taken without consultation with the faculty, without consideration of professional and pedagogical criteria,
and without adherence to proper canonical legal procedures, raise serious questions about the purpose and legitimacy
of the process. This process is not being conducted in an equitable manner toward the three aforementioned employees
within the faculty environment. | am surprised to see the contradiction between your proclaimed emphasis on restraint
and your proposed actions, which significantly affect the stability of teaching, personnel continuity, and the faculty's
accreditation processes.

The aim of my actions is to restore the professional and institutional stability of the faculty and thereby strengthen its
credibility within the university and among the professional public. | see this task as a legal obligation and a responsibility
towards students and the entire academic community.

| believe that we will find room for a factual, direct, and open dialogue on this matter, based on legal norms, academic
standards, and equal treatment. Our meeting scheduled for November 19 may provide such an opportunity. For now,
however, | strongly urge you to refrain from taking the steps you have informed me of, as well as any others that may
further destabilize the faculty or exceed your powers as Grand Chancellor of KTF UK.

In conclusion, | would like to repeat what has already been said several times — the person who can end the forced
administration of KTF with almost immediate effect at this moment is Doc. Jaroslav Broz, who can withdraw his lawsuits
and thus enable the free and democratic election of a new dean of KTF.

With respect,

Prof. MUDr. Milena Kralickova, Ph.D.
Rector of Charles University, acting as Dean of KTF UK



