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Véazena pani Ramos,

obracim se na Vas proto, Ze se ve své novinarské praci nevénujete pouze lé¢ebnému vyuZiti konopi a
rozvoji konopné mediciny, ale také kriminalizaci lidi, netransparentnimu postupu statnich organt a
konkrétnim lidskym ddsledkim prohibice.

Velmi pozorné jsem cetl Vase ¢lanky o pfipadu Paula Santose, zakladatele A Loja da Maria. V jeho
pfipadé se podle zvefejnénych informaci stretly certifikaty dodavatell, podle nichz mélo jit o legaini
CBD kvéty, s vysledky portugalské policejni laboratofe uvadéjicimi hodnoty pfiblizné od 0,3 do 1,4 %
THC. CannaReporter pfitom nedostal pfistup k Uplnym odbornym laboratornim zprdvam ani k
dostate¢nému vysvétleni pouzité metodiky.

Pravé tato skute¢nost mé primeéla obratit se pfimo na Vas. Pfipad Paula Santose totiz nepovazuji za
izolovany portugalsky problém. M3 velmi zavaZnou paralelu s tim, co se po dobu mnoha let odehravalo
v Ceské republice a co miiZe byt spole¢nym problémem celé Evropské unie.

Jsem adiktolog, specidlni pedagog a cannabis terapeut a vedu vyzkumny program Cannabis is The Cure
(Konopi je I1ék). Od roku 2010 jsem byl vice nez desetkrat kriminalizovan za péstovani konopi uréeného
k 1é¢bé, vyzkumu a pripravé lécebnych prostiedk(. PrestoZe jsem opakované Zadal statni organy o
vydani prislusného povoleni, nebyla mi nabidnuta Zadna skutecné dostupnd, predvidatelna a pravné
bezpecna cesta, jak vyzkumné a |éCebné péstovani legalné uskutecnit.

V roce 2019, po témér deseti letech opakovanych trestnich fizeni, mi byl uloZzen souhrnny trest 80
mésict odnéti svobody, policie pfitom uvadéla obsah necelych 0,6 % THC, ale nikdy v mych trestnich
fizenich neuméla dolozit, jaky zavazny metodicky standard pouZila, rozhodné nepouzila zemédélskou
ani farmaceutickou metodiku EU, nepouZila ani trestni metodiky UNODC a ENFSI.

Vysoky obsah |éCebné vyznamnych kanabinoid(i CBD a CBG, charakter péstovanych odrld, skutecny
|éCebny ucel ani vysledky prace vyzkumného programu nemély pro soudy rozhodujici vyznam. O osudu
Clovéka rozhodlo drobné prekroceni administrativniho limitu THC. Sou¢asné vsak policie ani soudy
dodnes presvédcivé nedolozily, podle jakého pravné zavazného, verejné dostupného a védecky
ovéfitelného metodického predpisu byl obsah THC urcovan.

Nové navic ¢esky Kriminalisticky Ustav Policie Ceské republiky pisemné potvrdil, Ze jednotliva regionalni
policejni znalecka pracovisté si vytvareji vlastni standardni operacni postupy a Ze nejistotu méreni
vykazuji podle systému kvality prislusné laboratofe. Jinymi slovy: hodnota, kterd mlze rozhodnout o
hranici mezi legalnim jednanim a trestnym ¢inem a nasledné mezi svobodou a mnohaletym vézenim,
nebyla uréovana podle jednoho jednotného, zavazného a vefejné kontrolovatelného postupu.

MUj pfitel, svétoznamy Cesky védec prof. RNDr. Lumir Hanus, DrSc., dr. h. c., dlouhodobé pUsobici na
Hebrejské univerzité v Jeruzalémé, mi zaslal védecké studie a odborné materialy dokladajici, Ze podle
zplsobu odbéru vzorku, zvolené ¢asti rostliny, homogenizace, suseni, skladovani, rozliSovani THC a
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THCA a pouzité analytické metody se mohou zjisténé nebo vykazané hodnoty THC liSit vice neZ
pétadvacetkrat.

Zasadni rozdil mlize vzniknout naptiklad mezi plynovou chromatografii a kapalinovou chromatografii.
Pfi nékterych postupech plynové chromatografie dochdzi zahfatim vzorku k preméné kyseliny THCA na
THC, zatimco kapalinova chromatografie mliZze plvodni THC a THCA urcit oddélené. Laboratof tak
nemusi pouze méfit plvodni stav rostliny, ale mize jej béhem analyzy sama chemicky zménit.

Stejné zasadni je otdzka, zda laboratof méfi celou homogenizovanou rostlinu, nékolik reprezentativné
odebranych rostlin, pouze samici kvéty, jediny vrcholik nebo nékolik gram( materialu vybraného z
desitek ¢i stovek rostlin. Bez znalosti téchto okolnosti samotné cCislo vyjadfujici procento THC
nevypovida spolehlivé o pavodnim rostlinném materialu.

Proto jsem se obratil na European Union Drugs Agency — EUDA, jejiZ sidlo je v Lisabonu. Poprvé jsem
agenturu o problému informoval 15. kvétna 2026. Nasledné jsem odcestoval do Lisabonu a dne 25.
kvétna 2026 jsem nechal pfislusné materidly dorucit na recepci EUDA pro jejiho pracovnika Danila
Ballottu.

ProtoZe jsem nedostal vécnou odpovéd na otdzky tykajici se védecké srovnatelnosti méreni THC, zaslal
jsem dne 7. srpna 2026 EUDA formalni vyzvu k ¢innosti podle ¢lanku 265 Smlouvy o fungovani Evropské
unie.

Po EUDA nezadam, aby rozhodovala m{j trestni pfipad nebo zasahovala do pravomoci ¢eskych soudu.
Zadam ji, aby plnila vlastni Gkoly podle nafizeni Evropského parlamentu a Rady (EU) 2023/1322 a
posoudila zejména:

e zda jsou metody forenzniho urcovani THC pouzivané v jednotlivych ¢lenskych statech skutecné
védecky srovnatelné;

e jaky vliv maji rozdily mezi GC/GC-FID a LC/HPLC;

e jak laboratore zachazeji s THC a THCA a s dekarboxylaci;

e jak se provadi reprezentativni odbér, homogenizace, suseni a skladovani vzork(;
e jak se urcuje a vykazuje nejistota méreni;

e azda mohou byt evropské statistiky a zpravy EUDA objektivni a srovnatelné, jestlize vysledné
udaje vznikaji podle rozdilnych nebo neverejnych narodnich postup.

EUDA ma podle svého zakladaciho nafizeni poskytovat Unii a ¢lenskym statim vécné, objektivni,
spolehlivé a srovnatelné informace. Jestlize vSak agentura nevi nebo nedoloZi, zda laboratofe v
jednotlivych statech méfi stejnou veli¢inu stejnym nebo alespon védecky porovnatelnym zpUsobem,
nemuze soucasné zarucit srovnatelnost vyslednych dat. Bez takového ovéreni mohou evropské zpravy
vytvaret védecky nepodlozeny a zavadéjici dojem jistoty.

EUDA dne 7. srpna potvrdila pfijeti mé formalni vyzvy a uvedla, Ze vznesené otazky peclivé posoudi a
odpovi pozdéji. K vécné odpovédi vsak zatim nedoslo.

Domnivam se, Ze pravé zkuSenost CannaReporteru s pfipadem Paula Santose umoziuje pochopit
skuteény vyznam tohoto problému. Nejde o akademicky spor mezi riznymi laboratornimi technikami.
Jde o situaci, kdy jeden laboratorni Udaj mlzZe rozhodnout, zda bude clovék povazovan za péstitele
legdlniho konopi, pacienta nebo vyzkumnika, anebo za obchodnika s drogami a zlocince.



Dovoluji si Vam proto zaslat dokumentaci své komunikace s EUDA a poZadat Vas, abyste zvézila, zda
tato véc nepredstavuje téma pro investigativni zpracovani v CannaReporteru. Ceské a portugalské
pfipady mohou byt rlznymi projevy stejného evropského problému: stat kriminalizuje lidi podle
laboratornich vysledkd, jejichZz védecka a pravni srovnatelnost neni verejné doloZena.

Za kli¢ovou povaZzuji jednoduchou otdzku pro EUDA:

Jak mtiZze Evropska agentura pro drogy zarucit objektivitu, spolehlivost a evropskou srovnatelnost
udajti o THC, jestliZze neexistuje doloZeny spolecny standard urcujici, co se méfi, z jakého vzorku, jakou
metodou a s jakou nejistotou?

Jsem pftipraven poskytnout Vam soudni rozhodnuti, policejni laboratorni dokumentaci, odborna
stanoviska, védecké studie, preklady i Uplnou chronologii své kriminalizace. Rovnéz Vam rad poskytnu
rozhovor a zodpovim jakékoli otazky potifebné pro nezavislé novinarské ovéreni véci.

Neni-li svoboda konopi, nemtze byt ani svoboda védy.

Dékuji VAm za Vasi praci a za pozornost, kterou vénujete nejen lé¢bé konopim, ale také lidem
kriminalizovanym na zakladé spornych nebo netransparentnich postupu.

S Uctou

Mgr. Dusan Dvorak

vedouci vyzkumného programu Cannabis is The Cure (Konopi je 1ék)
predseda spravni rady Cannabis is The Cure, z. s.
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Pfedmeét: Paulo Santos, THC testing and the EUDA formal call to act — evidence of a European
problem involving cannabis criminalisation and scientific non-comparability
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Co-founder and Program Curator, PTMC — Portugal Medical Cannabis

Dear Laura Ramos,

| am contacting you because your journalistic work addresses not only the medicinal use of cannabis
and the development of cannabis medicine, but also the criminalisation of individuals, the lack of
transparency in the conduct of public authorities and the concrete human consequences of
prohibition.

| have read with great attention your articles concerning the case of Paulo Santos, the founder of A
Loja da Maria. According to the published information, his case involved a conflict between suppliers’
certificates identifying the products as legal CBD flowers and the results of a Portuguese police
laboratory reporting THC values of approximately 0.3% to 1.4%. At the same time, CannaReporter



was not provided with access to the complete forensic laboratory reports or with an adequate
explanation of the methodology used.

This is precisely what prompted me to contact you directly. | do not consider the case of Paulo Santos
to be an isolated Portuguese problem. It has a very serious parallel with what has been taking place
in the Czech Republic for many years and with what may be a common problem throughout the
European Union.

| am an addictologist, special-education professional and cannabis therapist, and | lead the research
programme Cannabis is The Cure (Konopi je 1ék). Since 2010, | have been criminally prosecuted more
than ten times for cultivating cannabis intended for treatment, research and the preparation of
medicinal products. Although | repeatedly applied to the state authorities for the relevant
authorisation, | was never offered any genuinely accessible, foreseeable and legally secure way of
conducting medicinal and research cultivation lawfully.

In 2019, after almost ten years of repeated criminal proceedings, | was given a cumulative sentence
of 80 months’ imprisonment. The police reported a THC content of just under 0.6%, yet in none of
my criminal proceedings were they ever able to demonstrate which binding methodological standard
they had applied. They certainly did not use the EU agricultural or pharmaceutical methodology, nor
did they use the forensic methodologies of UNODC or ENFSI.

The high concentrations of the therapeutically important cannabinoids CBD and CBG, the nature of
the cultivated varieties, the genuine medicinal purpose and the results of the research programme
were not treated by the courts as decisive. A minor exceedance of an administrative THC limit
determined a person’s fate. At the same time, neither the police nor the courts have ever
convincingly demonstrated the legally binding, publicly accessible and scientifically verifiable
methodological standard according to which the THC content was determined.

More recently, the Criminalistics Institute of the Police of the Czech Republic confirmed in writing that
individual regional police forensic departments create their own standard operating procedures and
that measurement uncertainty is reported according to the quality system of the respective
laboratory. In other words, a value that may determine the boundary between lawful conduct and a
criminal offence—and consequently between freedom and many years of imprisonment—has not
been determined according to one uniform, binding and publicly reviewable procedure.

My friend, the internationally renowned Czech scientist Professor Lumir Hanus, who has worked for
many years at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, sent me scientific studies and expert materials
demonstrating that, depending on the sampling procedure, the selected part of the plant,
homogenisation, drying, storage, the distinction between THC and THCA and the analytical method
used, the measured or reported THC values may differ by more than a factor of twenty-five.

A fundamental difference may arise, for example, between gas chromatography and liquid
chromatography. In certain gas-chromatography procedures, heating the sample converts THCA into



THC, whereas liquid chromatography may determine the original THC and THCA separately. A
laboratory may therefore not merely measure the plant in its original state; it may chemically alter
that state during the analysis itself.

Equally important is whether the laboratory measures an entire homogenised plant, several
representatively sampled plants, only female flowers, a single flowering top or a few grams of
material selected from tens or hundreds of plants. Without knowing these circumstances, a
numerical percentage of THC alone cannot reliably describe the original plant material.

For this reason, | contacted the European Union Drugs Agency — EUDA, which is based in Lisbon. |
first informed the Agency of the problem on 15 May 2026. | subsequently travelled to Lisbon, and on
25 May 2026 | arranged for the relevant materials to be delivered to the EUDA reception desk for the
attention of its staff member Danilo Ballotta.

Because | did not receive a substantive response to the questions concerning the scientific
comparability of THC measurements, on 7 August 2026 | submitted to EUDA a formal call to act
pursuant to Article 265 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union.

| am not asking EUDA to decide my criminal case or to interfere with the jurisdiction of the Czech
courts. | am asking it to perform its own tasks under Regulation (EU) 2023/1322 of the European
Parliament and of the Council and, in particular, to assess:

e whether the methods used for forensic determination of THC in individual Member States are
genuinely scientifically comparable;

e the effect of differences between GC/GC-FID and LC/HPLC;

e how laboratories deal with THC, THCA and decarboxylation;

e how representative sampling, homogenisation, drying and storage of samples are conducted;
e how measurement uncertainty is determined and reported,;

e and whether European statistics and EUDA reports can be objective and comparable when
the underlying data are produced under differing or non-public national procedures.

Under its founding Regulation, EUDA is required to provide the Union and its Member States with
factual, objective, reliable and comparable information. However, if the Agency does not know or
cannot demonstrate whether laboratories in the Member States are measuring the same quantity in
the same manner—or at least in a scientifically comparable manner—it cannot at the same time
guarantee the comparability of the resulting data. Without such verification, European reports may
create a scientifically unsupported and misleading impression of certainty.

On 7 August, EUDA acknowledged receipt of my formal call to act and stated that it would carefully
consider the points raised and provide a response in due course. No substantive response has yet
been provided.



| believe that CannaReporter’s experience with the case of Paulo Santos makes it possible to
understand the true significance of this problem. This is not an academic disagreement between
different laboratory techniques. It is a situation in which a single laboratory result may determine
whether a person is regarded as a lawful hemp grower, a patient or a researcher—or as a drug
trafficker and a criminal.

| am therefore sending you the documentation concerning my communication with EUDA and asking
you to consider whether this matter warrants investigative coverage by CannaReporter. The Czech
and Portuguese cases may be different manifestations of the same European problem: people are
criminalised on the basis of laboratory results whose scientific and legal comparability has not been
publicly demonstrated.

| consider the following to be the central question for EUDA:

How can the European Union Drugs Agency guarantee the objectivity, reliability and European
comparability of THC data if there is no demonstrated common standard defining what is
measured, from which sample, by which method and with what measurement uncertainty?

| am prepared to provide court decisions, police laboratory documentation, expert opinions, scientific
studies, translations and a complete chronology of my criminalisation. | would also be pleased to
provide an interview and answer any questions necessary for independent journalistic verification of
the matter.

Without freedom for cannabis, there can be no freedom for science.

Thank you for your work and for the attention you devote not only to cannabis treatment but also to
people criminalised on the basis of disputed or non-transparent procedures.

Yours sincerely,

Mgr. DuSan Dvorak

Head of the Cannabis is The Cure (Konopi je lék) research programme
Chairman of the Board, Cannabis is The Cure, z. s.

Addictologist, special-education professional and cannabis therapist
Czech Republic

Attachment:

Formal Call to Act Pursuant to Article 265 TFEU addressed to EUDA, dated 7 August 2026






