Promising young playwright Václav Havel in Schiller-Theater-Werkstatt, West Berlin, 1968.
Photo: Czech News Agency (ČTK)
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Operation “Tomis III”
and Ideological Diversion
Václav Havel in the documents
of the State Security, 1965–1968
Pavel Žáček

Václav Havel attracted the interest of the State Security (StB) at the age of 28 at
the latest, remaining in their sights until the end of the existence of the Communist
totalitarian regime in Czechoslovakia. The first phase of his “targeting”, which ran
until March 1968 and was organised by the 6th department of the (culture) II/A section
of the Regional Directorate of the Ministry of the Interior (National Security Corps) in
Prague, under the codename “Tomis III”, is particularly richly documented. This makes
it possible to reconstruct the efforts of the pillars of power to keep the regime going
in the period of social crisis before the Prague Spring. Analysis of the file agenda and
other archive materials allow us to cast light on the circumstances of the creation
of a “candidate agent” file on Havel, which occurred at the start of August 1965,
evidently as the result of poor coordination of individual StB headquarters – and
which 20 years ago became the subject of media controversy.
1

First interest
In the agent report of collaborator
“Mirek” (Pavel Vačkář, b. 1940)2 of 24
June 1964, the superintendent of the
6th department of the (culture) II/A section of the Regional Directorate of
the Ministry of the Interior (KS-MV),
Capt. Oldřich Hradil, wrote that the
“Source” had recently been in regular
contact with Jan Grossmann and Václav Havel from the divadlo Na zábradlí
theatre. The theatre was characterised
as a place that frequently saw Western
visitors and also enjoyed the interest of
the U.S. Embassy. The first visit that the
Source provided a report on was that of
[vice-consul Guy] QUIN […] The mood of
the party that followed the performance
was anti-communist. Mrs. Brejchová
began to attack the dictatorship of the
proletariat and Jungwirth spoke about
problems in the financial structure of the
1
2

national economy […] GROSSMAN delivered a matching analysis of the situation, explained the emergence of liberalism after “Stalin’s fall”, and spoke about
a revolt by artists against rigid and nonsensical Socialist Realism […] Havel later described with a smile preparations
for a programme announcement for
the following season. It was as if they
were laboriously cobbling together prognostication about the fact that their theatre has to and must be uncompromising social satire, etc., followed by titles:
Waiting for Godot […] the dramatisation
of KAFKA’s The Trial, The Memorandum [Vyrozumění] by Václav Havel. The
Source commented on his play: while in
The Garden Party, Havel’s position could
be discovered in an encrypted form, in
this new play it’s entirely clear.
During another visit to the theatre,
Quin said that communism was a more

perfect fascism, and all those present
chimed in. […] The Source said that
he had met nobody at na Zábradlí who
was at least loyal to the government,
either among the friends that visited
the theatre or actors and staff themselves…
“Mirek” described his talk with Havel,
in which he spoke about the possibility of having The Garden Party (Zahradní slavnost) put on in England being blocked apparently […] for export.
The fact is that many Western European
theatres have expressed interest in it
[…] and everybody is interested [in it]
only because HAVEL in his play attacks
the Communist regime in Czechoslovakia, “removes its mask”; this expression
of praise came from GROSSMANN.
Capt. Hradil subsequently proposed
the examination, in cooperation with
the counter-intelligence Directorate

Cf. ŽÁČEK, Pavel: Státní bezpečnost kontra Václav Havel (1965–1968) (The State Security Versus Václav Havel (1965–1968)), manuscript, 1994.
Cf. registration number (hereinafter only r. č.) 6231 of 4.5.1959 in the record of the registration of the files of collaborators of the 1st special section of the KS MV
Prague. Viz http://www.abscr.cz/cs/vyhledavani-archivni-pomucky.
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of the Interior Ministry (MV) (2nd Directorate of the MV), of the contacts of
employees of the U.S. Embassy.3 From
subsequent developments it is does
not appear that the 1st department of
the 2nd Directorate (responsible for
watching American buildings and bases) took this information seriously.

“Subject’s contact”
On the basis of the agent report of
the collaborator codenamed “Pedro”
(Karel Köcher, b. 1934)4, on the arrival of Columbia University professor George Louis Kline (b. 1921), on
23 October 1964, the superintendent
of the 2nd department of the 1st section
of the counterintelligence Directorate
of the MV (2nd Directorate of the MV),
Lt. Col. Miloslav Gvozdek, issued a proposal for the creation of a personal file
named “Professor”. The following day
the deputy superintendent of the section, Maj. Sylvestr Dufek decided to
begin working on it, chiefly in view of
the confirmation by Soviet friends that
Kline was an officer of the intelligence
service of the US Air Force.5
On 10 December 1964, Lt. Col. Miloslav Gvozdek received another agent
report, in which “Pedro” described in
detail a meeting with Professor Kline
that had taken place in the wine bar
U tří zlatých lvů late in the evening of 8
December. He also spoke about some of
his contacts in Prague: about Jiří Němec,
an editor at the magazine Tvář […]. K.
rated the magazine Tvář quite highly
[…]. K. mentioned that he had met with
Grossmann […]. He also spoke about
having been with Václav Havel, who he
described as very talented, saying his
plays were comparable to the best world
average. He spoke Russian with Havel.
In this connection, K. said that there
was marked freedom of speech in the
CSSR [Czechoslovak Socialist Republic], offering Havel’s play as an example
3

4
5
6

7
8

9

Václav Havel with the necessary cigarette, the second half of the 1960s. 

(he brought up Havel in this regard).
The person overseeing the report made
notes on several persons, among them
Professor Kline (known dates, developed in operation PROFESSOR), Jiří
Němec and Jan Grossmann (contacts
known, established, to date without
closer findings); however, there were
none on Václav Havel. A copy of the
report was subsequently to be given in
duplicate to the senior officer of the 2nd
department, 1st Lt. Karel Odvárka, in
connection with the operations “Professor” and “Writer”.6
In the middle of December 1964, the
superintendent of the 7th section of the
2nd Directorate of the MV, Maj. JUDr. Vla
dimír Helísek, produced a plan for his
department (“counterintelligence protection” of science, culture and youth)
for the first half of the coming year.
Increased attention was to be devoted
to individuals or groups in the editorial
departments of literary magazines (Tvář
was the first one mentioned, followed by
Plamen, Literární noviny and Kultúrny

Photo: Czech News Agency (ČTK)

život), artists in film, theatre and the visual arts, the literati and critics. In this
category monitor their reaction to various
party and government measures.7
In an extensive report on operation “Professor”, 1st Lt. Odvárka repeated the information about the
agent’s meeting with Kline, adding that Jiří Němec was now being
survielled by the KS-MV in Prague for
ideological diversion.8 He entered basic data on Václav Havel (b. 5. 10. 1936
in Prague, married, not a party member, writer at the Na zábradlí theatre,
address: Praha 1, nábřeží Bedřicha
Engelse 2000/78), adding that he was
the nephew of the former owner of
Barrandov Film Studios.9
In the meantime, the 6th department of
the II/A section verified “Mirek’s” agent
report describing the events of the turn
of the year, which at first was regarded
as untrustworthy. On New Year’s Eve the
Source went to na Zábradlí after midnight, where HAVEL was making a phone
call when the Source arrived […]. There

Security Services Archive (hereinafter only ABS), collection of documents (hereinafter only f.) Files on Counter-Intelligence Operations – Central Office
(hereinafter only MV-KR), file archive number (hereinafter only a. č.) 597862, Meetings at the Na zábradlí theatre with staff from the VV-USA (U.S. Embassy) –
report, collaborator MIREK, report no. 86, 24.6.1964.
Cf. r. č. 22272 of 1.2.1963 in the registration record of operational files of the 1st special section of the MV. Viz http://www.abscr.cz/cs/vyhledavani-archivnipomucky.
ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 604086, Proposal for the establishment of a personal file on KLINE George Louis, 23.10.1964.
ABS, f. Agent files – central office (hereinafter only MV-TS), file a. č. 816105 MV, target file (31.1.1963–4.7.1966), agent report of 10.12.1964. 20.1.1965 Operation
“Writer” was introduced by the 5th section of II/A section of the KS-MV Prague in the personal file against Jan Beneš, b. 1936; 9.3.1966 it was transferred to
a group file; 20.8.1966 an investigation file was introduced. Cf. r. č. 14259 and 15090 in the record of the registration of files of agent and counterintelligence
operations of the 1st special section of the KS-MV. Viz http://www.abscr.cz/cs/vyhledavani-archivni-pomucky.
ABS, f. Counterintelligence Directorate 1st section (1947) 1954–1990 (A 34), inventory unit (hereinafter only inv. j.) 2749, Long-term plan of the 7th section for
1965, 1st half year, 17.12.1964.
A personal file against Jiří Němec (b. 1932) had been introduced by the KS-MV Prague on 19.10.1961, at first under the codename “Tomis II” (later “Tomis I”).
Cf. ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 749386. Decision on the introduction of a personal file, 19.10.1961, and r. č. 10194 in the record of the registration of group, personal
and agent search, evidential, building and substantial operative files of the 1st special section of the KS-MV Prague. Viz http://www.abscr.cz/cs/vyhledavaniarchivni-pomucky.
ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 604086, Operation “PROFESOR” – report, 6.1.1965.
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Lieutenant Colonel Miroslav Gvozdek, Chief of the
2nd Department of the 1st Section of the Directorate
of the Ministry of the Interior, was the superior officer
of a collaborator code-named “Pedro”, who made the
counterintelligence directorate pay attention to Václav
Havel.
Photo: Security Services Archive

Uršula [Elsa NEAL] told the Source that
it was in connection with an article for
Free Europe […] and that it had to be
completely veracious and sound, so that
everything could be verified at any time.
The Source asked who knew about it and
she told him HAVEL, but that he wouldn’t
know about their arrangement […]. Capt.
Hiřman recommended a measure: The
persons listed in the report will be identified and screened. Otherwise, a check of
the report will be carried out.10
In the middle of 1965, Havel received
by post at the theatre’s address a photocopy signed by the National Democratic Association. Possibly intending
to provoke the authoritites, he took
this “anti-state” leaflet to the municipal
committee of the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia (KSČ) in Prague. Capt
Odvárka attempted to use the situation
to contact Havel, targeted as a contact
of the subject’s in operation “Professor”.
Along with the senior officer Capt. Rudolf Cinka, responsible at the 8th section
of the 2nd Directorate of the MV for leaflets, he visited Havel’s flat at nábřeží
Bedřicha Engelse on 23 June 1965.

Candidate
According to Odvárka’s record, Havel
replied to questions willingly and ex-

pressed the view that the conservative
style of writing and use of phrases
pointed to an older person, putting one
in mind of the First Republic. Also the
responsibility may lie with our émigrés
living abroad, where our language would
stagnate because in a foreign environment it would not have the opportunity
to develop further. The StB officers immediately focused their questions on
his acquaintances in exile who could
be responsible. Havel replied that that
year he had visited for work reasons
Austria and the Federal Republic of
Germany, where his uncle owned a restaurant in Munich. He’s doing quite
well, but still he’d like to return or at
least visit the CSSR, because the environment he lives in is alien to him. Otherwise he had met with two other émigrés, friends of his uncle’s, who were
only interested in doing deals. The idea
that these people, including his uncle,
would write such leaflets was not worth
considering.
Havel spoke about the high standard
of living in West Germany, saying however that he could not live there. This
was because the whole atmosphere in
the FDR gave him the impression that
everybody saw the meaning of life in
having a full belly and driving a car.
He later mentioned his difficulties
travelling abroad, which the MV had
refused. This became the subject of
a discussion at the Ministry of Education and Culture that was attended by
MV officials.11 He evidently appreciated the open discussion and the chance
to express his views. The whole thing
was resolved in his favour and now
he has no problems travelling abroad.
At the same time, he drew attention
to the quick reaction of the Western
press when he was first refused permission to travel to the premiere of
The Garden Party in West Berlin. They
wrote about the lack of freedom in
Czechoslovakia and such like.
In his record, Capt. Odvárka noted
Havel’s apparent effort to help the
organs of the MV in identifying the
unknown sender of the flyer. He gave
the names of his acquaintances among
actors and dramaturges in Pardubice,

Lieutenant Colonel Miroslav Gvozdek was rewarded, among
other things, for his co-operation with an agent codenamed “Pedro” by receiving a functional pay rise of 100
crowns.
Source: Security Services Archive

Brno and Gottwaldov and his relations.
He himself assessed on the political side
whether some of them were interested in
politics or not. He evaluated the information about the uncle, which Havel
had apparently not been asked about,
as a sign of openness and sincerity. His
discussion and assessment of the situation in the West and in the CSSR made
clear an effort and interest in eliminating a number of shortcomings. The StB
officer was evidently taken with the
view that no capitalist state could ever
compete with “us” in terms of culture.
HAVEL’S relationship to our system can
be viewed as positive.
Both officers of the 2nd Directorate
of the MV ended the discussion by
saying that they would speak to him
again if necessary. Havel agreed and
apparently stated that he was glad that
he had spoken with them because for
him it was inspiration for his further
literary work. On the basis of the above,
Odvárka formulated the conclusion:
HAVEL appears to be a good agent type,
regular contact will be maintained with
him. A proposal for a candidate agent
(KA) file for him will be prepared.12
On 4 August 1965, Capt. Odvárka put
forward a proposal for the creation of

10 Ibid., file a. č. 597862, Report collaborator “MIREK”, 3.1.1965.
11 Cf. copy of the interview conducted with Václav Havel on 25.9.1964, with the participation of Comrade Michl, the head of the passport policy at the Ministry
of Education and Culture Vlastimil Urban, the head of the music section at Pragokoncert and senior officers from the 2nd section of the passports andvisas
authority at the MV, 1st Lt. Milada Vejvodová, 26.9.1964. Ibid. Cf. KAPLAN, Karel: Kořeny československé reformy 1968. (The Roots of Czechoslovak Reform 1968)
Doplněk, Brno 2002, p. 209–210.
12 ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 597862, Record, 24.6.1965. 25.6.1965 the record was paraphrased by Lt. Col Gvozdek. Cf. ČERVENKA, I.: Kandidát HAVEL se neosvědčil
(Candidate HAVEL fails to measure up). Prostor, 27.5.1992, p. 1; From Václav Havel’s archive file. Revue Prostor, 29.5.1992, p. 6.
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no. 24486, was registered by the 1st special section of the MV.
Years later, Václav Havel said of the
record: They could dub anybody they
wanted a candidate in their papers.
They tried to enlist me at the end of the
‘50s […] I too was apparently listed as
a candidate for three months in 1965
and then I was reclassed as a hostile
person. It follows from those records
that they apparently visited me in June
1965. Of course, I don’t remember that
now, or that I behaved so decently towards them that they decided to list me
as a candidate. After three months, they
changed their mind.16

Operation mask
Cpt. Karel Odvárka was responsible for the premature
registration of the “candidate agent” file. 
Photo: Security Services Archive

Extraordinary service assessment of First Lieutenant Karel
Odvárka from January 1965 confirming his involvement
in operations “Professor” and “Writer” based on which he
proposed to create a KA file on Václav Havel a few months
later. 
Source: Security Services Archive

a KA file for the non-party member dramaturge of the Na zábradlí theatre Vác
lav Havel in which he characterised
him as a person from a bourgeois family
of the owner of restaurants in Prague
at the present time working at the Na
zábradlí theatre, where he had worked
his way up to the post of dramaturge.
Senior officer Odvárka wrote that Havel
had written several theatre plays, the
best known of which The Garden Party
was meeting with great success abroad
too. He also mentioned his new play
The Memorandum. In the conclusion
of the opening part of the proposal he
even said of Havel: He is among the
most talented dramaturges and there is
also interest in him in capitalist states,
to which he has been invited. In 1965 he
visited the FDR and Austria.
In his description of the so-called operative situation, Capt. Odvárka again
pointed to the agent findings of the
secret collaborator “Pedro”, according
to which during his last visit in 1964
Professor Kline, regarded as an intelligence officer, had contacted Havel.
He expressed interest in his person

while at the same time describing him
as a very talented dramaturge. Apropos
of nothing, he also mentioned both of
Havel’s uncles – the former owner of
Barrandov Film Studies Miloš Havel,
who in 1951 emigrated to the FDR, and
Ivan Vavřečka, who had been living in
Argentina since 1941. Referring to their
previous contact, Capt. Odvárka made
the recommendation: Havel appears to
be a suitable KA type who, if he is recruited, will be tasked with targeting
“THE PROFESSOR” and his contacts
in Prague with the aim of uncovering
anti-state activities. In the document
he presupposed the maintenance of
further personal contact, the carrying
out of a candidate check, gathering all
available information and written materials on his person.13
On 5 August 1965, the proposal was
approved by the superintendent of the
1st section, Lt. Col. Jaroslav Vosecký,
including developing the use of a collaborator codenamed “Karel” (Tomáš
Řezáč, b. 1935)14 and agents of the
7th section of the 2nd Directorate of the
MV15. A day later a KA file, registration

On 9 November 1965 Capt. Odvárka
put forward a proposal for KA file no.
24486, in which he wrote concisely
that contact with Havel had been
established in June with the aim of
enlisting him to cooperate and subsequently directing him to spy on Professor Kline. During two (sic!) meetings it
apparently became clear that he was
willing to share his impressions from
trips abroad. Despite this, the superintendent of the 2nd department, Lt. Col.
Gvozdek, and deputy superintendent of
the 1st section, Maj. Dufek, were forced
to give up the targeting of Havel – to
the benefit of a different section of the
counter-intelligence: Under Operation
“Mask” a group of literary workers,
among whom the main figure is Václav
HAVEL is being targeted by the 7th section of the 2nd Directorate of the MV. This
operation has a political character. To
clear up the situation surrounding the
figure of interest, the file was entered
into the archive of the 1st special section of the MV. However, to ensure that
contact was not completely broken,
there was to be further maintenance of
contact with him, with the agreement
of the superintendent of the 2nd department (culture) of the 7th section, Capt.
Ladislav Točík.
However, the situation was soon clarified: on 16 November 1965, on the basis
of an agreement with the superintendent of the 7th section of the 2nd Di-

13 At the general level, the approach to enlisting candidates to collaborate was specified by internal norms. Cf. ŽÁČEK, Pavel: „Ostrá zbraň“ Státní bezpečnosti.
Spolupracovníci StB ve směrnicích pro agenturně operativní práci 1947–1989 (The State Security’s “precise weapon”: The StB’s collaborators in guidelines for
agent record work 1947–1989). In: BLAŽEK, Petr (ed.): Opozice a odpor proti komunistickému režimu v Československu 1968–1989 (Opposition and Resistance to the
Communist Regime in Czechoslovakia 1968–1989). Institute of Czech History, Arts Faculty, Charles University–Dokořán, Prague 2005, p. 200–201.
14 Cf. r. č. 14484 of 14.4.1965 in the record of the registration of the files of agent and counterintelligence operations of the 1st special section of the KS-MV Prague.
Viz http://www.abscr.cz/cs/vyhledavani-archivni-pomucky.
15 ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 597862, Proposal for the establishment of a KA file on a person, 4.8.1965.
16 Interviews from Lány. Lidové noviny, 25.2.1992, p. 16. From the notes of the 1st special section of the KS-MV Prague it follows that Václav Havel was registered in
the 1st category of hostile persons (1/273) before 3.12.1966.
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rectorate of the MV, Maj. Helísek, file
no. 24486 was passed on after assessment via operational records to the 6th
department of the II/A section of the
KS-MV in Prague for targeting; there
it was taken on by senior officer Capt.
Otta Majer.17
Nine days later, an officer of the 6th
department II/A section, Sgt. Jaroslav
Zvěřina, proposed the introduction
of a pilot file in which, among other
things, he said of Havel: He is regarded
as a very talented writer and his person is of extraordinary interest in capitalist states, to which he is frequently
invited. The findings made to date by
the II/A section have confirmed that
he has carried out hostile activities
aimed at the cultural policy of the KSČ.
Havel had been named as one of the
main organisers of efforts to prevent
the dissolution of the editorial office of
the magazine Tvář and the initiator of
a petition for the calling of an extraordinary congress of the Czechoslovak
Union of Writers, at which the existing
central committee, whose members he
described as henchmen of the central
committee of the KSČ, was to have
been destroyed and remodelled. He is
the focal point for a wide circle of young
artists who are wedded to him in their
disagreement with the cultural policy of
the party and who wish to produce a demand for “absolute creative freedom” at
the literary activities department.
Sgt. Zvěřina also stated that Havel
maintained contact with the U.S. viceconsul G. Quin, the cultural attaché
of the American Embassy and a great
many Western journalists (including
Uršula Elsa Neal, who according to
agent reports was tasked with enlisting
a correspondent for “Free Europe” in
Prague).
The main aim was the vetting of Václav
Havel and those close to him and above
all to establish whether his activities
were deliberate, what means he would
use, and what their focus was. To check
whether HAVEL is not being operated
from abroad and whether HAVEL is not
passing on reports about the situation
on the cultural front in the CSSR to somebody of another nationality. After the
documenting of the troubling findings
about his hostile ideological activities,

a proposal for a final measure was expected – either preventive, disruptive
or realisation (custodial investigation).
The plan to target Havel consisted
of the usual approach of continuous

Operation “TOMIS”

Senior officer of the 3rd division of the 8th department
of the counter-intelligence directorate of the Interior
Ministry Cpt. Rudolf Cinka, an expert in “anti-state” flyers,
was one of the visitors of the “contact” Václav Havel on
23 June 1965.
Photo: Security Services Archive

Sergeant Jaroslav Zvěřina from the 6th Department of
Section II/A of the Regional Directorate of the Ministry of
the Interior / National Security Corps Prague, was directly
responsible for the “targetting” of operation “Tomis III”
from November 1965 to March 1968.
Photo: Security Services Archive

checking of correspondence (known
as K-3) and telephone tapping (E-4).
A search of his home was to be carried
out by 30 November 1965 with a view
to the possibility of making use of other technology. A base for the defective
individuals around HAVEL, gathering
all the necessary materials, the blocking of persons in the operative record
and evaluating the material was to
be in place by 5 December 1965. In
addition screening and checks on all
of Havel’s foreign contacts was to be
carried out by the middle of December 1965 at the MV’s intelligence Directorate (1st Directorate of the MV)
and at other departments working on
individual states. The final task was
establishing contact with the writer
Miroslav Ivanov with the purpose of
assessing his possibilities with regard
to HAVEL and enlisting him to cooperate (to 10 June 1965).18 The proposal
was recommended by the superintendent of the 6th department, Maj.
František Hovorka, who at the same
time established that the whole plan
for this operation should be targeted
centrally under the name operation
“TOMIS”.19

He offered as a reason suspicion of carrying out an ideological diversion. Maj.
Hovorka and the superintendent of the
II/A section and the deputy superintendent of the KS-MV Lt. Col. Jaroslav
Saksl also approved the codename for
the operation: “Tomis IV”. The file was
entered at the 1st special department of
the KS-MV under registration number
15020.20
On 7 January 1966, officer of the 3rd department of the II/A section Miroslav
Bohůněk processed an agent report
from collaborator “Karel” in which he
presented information gathered after
a meeting of the commission for young
literature at the Czechoslovak Union of
Writers. The Source learned from BOŠEK
that HAVEL had gathered in his flat the
entire agenda of the Active Young, carefully organised in a file. BOŠEK saw the
file and it contained all the gathered
notes on all the meetings of the Active
Young and on HAVEL’S meetings with
members of Active. HAVEL is apparently
gathering it out of hypocrisy. In view
of the fact that 6th department was
targeting the Active Young, because
the central person in the operation is
HAVEL it was recommended to carry

By 15 December 1965, operative worker
Sgt. Zvěřina presented a formula to his
subordinates with a decision on the
conversion of the KA to a personal file.

17 ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 597862, Proposal for the establishment of a KA file no. 24486, 9.11.1965.
18 Sgt. J. Zvěřina put forward a proposal to enlist M. Ivanov (b. 1929) as an informer up to a year later. Cf. ABS, f. MV-TS, file a. č. 622645, Proposal for the enlisting
of IVANOV Miroslav as a collaborator, 7. 12. 1966.
19 ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 597862, Proposal for the establishment of a pilot file no. 15020, 25.11.1965.
20 Ibid., Decision to turn a KA file into a personal file, 15.12.1965.
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out a G-9 operation (secret entering) at
his home with the purpose of possibly
documenting his criminal activities.21
On 1 February 1966, Sgt. Zvěřina put
forward a proposal to place a bug
(operation C-7) at the flat of the unusually talented young writer Václav Havel
with the aim of gaining an overview of
the meetings, planned activities and
other aims of his group. Operation E-4
is being employed simultaneously with
the same aim. […] Within the framework of the planned agent-operative
operation the screening of collaborator
ARTIST is also planned for.22 The operative worker pledged to go through the
details of the operation directly with
officers of the operative technology
section (the 6th section). The proposal
was approved by both Lt. Col. Saksl
and the superintendent of KS-MV in
Prague Col. Bohumil Říha.23
The senior officer of the 6th section
Capt. Bedřich Hrála described the
search of Havel’s home thus: The subject lives on the 4th floor. On the stairway there is one entrance door to the
flat secured with a cylinder lock of the
FAB brand and one ordinary lock with
several teeth. Two other tenants live
in the attic. […] Between the doors to
his flat there is an entrance to the attic space, from where it will be possible
to carry out the assembly of a C-7 device
of the ceiling style.24 He continued: One
room will be engaged, according to the
requirements of the operative workers.
Only one microphone will be used and
the operation will be centralised at the
6th section, where processing will be
carried out. The proposed approach
was immediately approved by the superintendent of the 6th section Lt. Col.
Jindřich Beneš.25
During the morning of 10 February
1966, 1st department officers 1st Lt.
Miroslav Veselý and 1st Lt. Rostislav
Nedbal, in the presence of Lt. Col.
Beneš, rapidly installed the bugging
device. We carried out a ceiling style
assembly of one microphone in the required room in the building, kneading
modelling material and then sprin-

kling brick dust on it. We covered the
cover with plywood and sprinkled it
with the remainder of the brick dust.
We plastered over tiles and placed the
line from the microphone between the
tiles via a bored hole into the adjacent
attic. […] We plastered and dusted the
whole length of the microphone line.26
At the same time, Capt. Jaroslav Rybka and Warrant Officer Ivan Železnov
installed a connection to allow the
bugging device to be listened to at

Service assessment of Sergeant Jaroslav Zvěřina written
by Major František Hovorka, Chief of the 6th Department
of Section II/A of the Regional Directorate of the Ministry
of the Interior Prague. Source: Security Services Archive

distance. In the courtyard at 1997/15,
Gorazdova St., in the telephone distributor – 826 – a 1/37 was attached
to the parallel line 24 23 36, produced
by the Invalids Cooperative Trojanova
no. 1 and transferred to cable 2/1 to
1672/76, ÚR courtyard, first pair. From
the sealed distributor the bugging
line ran along the telephone line to
the attic, where they fed it into a centralized device in a box at the Civil
Defence (CO). At the same time, TRESKA no. 25451 A [an amplifier] was
connected and 120 volt electric power

was connected to the attic in a box
and fed a distance of around 30 m to
the centralisation. Listening at the
spy station – around 4,000 m away
– was controlled and approved by
technician of the 1st grade at the independent technical group of the 6th
section of the KS-MV 1st Lt. Václav
Semecký.27
In his concluding report, Capt. Hrála
wrote that it had been a rapid carrying out of a C-7 operation and therefore
a regular proposal for its deployment
had not been prepared. Legalisation
by the central apparatus was carried
out via a colleague at the 6th section, an
employee of the OPBH [District Housing
Administration Company] in Prague
2 and the superintendent of the apartment management office no. 1 on Karlovo náměstí. The operation is centralised at the 6th section by telephone no.
242336, which is owned by the Invalids’
Production Cooperative. The legend CO
[Civilní ochrana] was used.28
At noon on 18 February Capt. Hrála,
Capt. Rybka, 1st Lt. Nedbal and 1st Lt.
Veselý added another C-7 microphone
to operation “Tomis III”. They removed
two tiles in the attic above Havel’s flat,
screwed off the board and drilled
a hole for the microphone. Into it they
placed an uninuslated microphone and
put plywood over the hole to cover it.
The line from the microphone was run
into the adjacent attic and everything
plastered over and hidden. The operation took about two hours and was not
interrupted.29
On 4 March 1966 the second mic
rophone had to be replaced. Capt.
Rybka, 1st Lt. Nedbal and Sgt. Petr
Hrádek cleaned the hole in the ceiling and placed a new one into it. Using
a transmitter a call was made to the
spot where the C-7 device was being
monitored, where we were informed
that everything was in order. The quality of the reception was not ascertained,
because nobody was present in the flat.
We made the hole in the ceiling look
as it had before and we put plaster on
the tiles and covered them with dust.

21 Ibid., Agent report collaborator KAREL, 7.1.1966.
22 Real name Jan Novotný (b. 1917). Cf. r. č. 6957 in the record of the registration of the files of collaborators of the 1st special section of the KS-MV Prague. Viz
http://www.abscr.cz/cs/vyhledavani-archivni-pomucky.
23 ABS, f. Intelligence Technology Directorate – 6th Directorate (hereinafter only A 27), microfilm C 132, a. č. C/7212. Proposal to carry out action C-7 in operation
“TOMIS”, 1.2.1966. In the text the operation is already marked as “TOMIS III”.
24 Ibid., Reconnaissance of interesting building in operation TOMIS III. čp. 2000/78 Prague 2, 9. 2. 1966.
25 Ibid., Statement on proposal to carry out action in operation TOMIS III.
26 Ibid., Carrying out assembly of C-7 device in operation TOMIS III., 10.2.1966.
27 Ibid., Reconnaissance, assembly of line and centralisation in operation TOMIS III, 10.2.1966
28 Ibid., Report on the carrying out of the assembly of C-7 in operation TOMIS III, 11.2.1966.
29 Ibid., Extension of C-7 action in operation TOMIS, 19.2.1966.
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The “repair” was completed within 50
minutes.30
On 18 April 1966, the deputy superintendent of the operative techno
logy section, 1st Lt. Vítězslav Kumsta
of section II/A, passed on recording
file D/312 with the comment: The two
rooms you requested were engaged. In
tests the audibility and comprehensibility of speech is good. The processing of
the recordings was carried out at the
central HQ of the 6th section and transcriptions of the wiretap were entered
into file D/312. At the same time, comrades from the operative technology
section were warned that original written materials on the operative technology could not be entered into their
agent-operative files.31

Beneš as the “Prague correspondent of
Svědectví”. Havel informed NĚMEC that
BENEŠ had admitted to him directly that
he wrote for SVĚDECTVÍ. In this regard,
Sgt. Zvěřina expressed the concern that
his trip abroad could endanger “the case
of BENEŠ and co.”, which was planned
to take place within three weeks. In the
case the HAVEL is permitted to travel
there is a danger in regard to the link to
the BENEŠ case that he will emigrate out
of fear of criminal prosecution.32

of action C-7 in operation TOMIS III until
the completion of the operation.34
On 20 July 1966, Capt. Hiřman proposed
the carrying out of a secret entering (action G-9) into Václav Havel’s flat with the
aim of the 6th department of the II/A section documenting agent-operative findings, in particular correspondence or
instruction between Havel and Tigrid,
exile magazines like Svědectví and other
“juicy” materials, resolutions of the
Czechoslovak Union of Writers, etc.

Major / Lieutenant Colonel František Hovorka, a longtime
official of the State Security Service and a graduate of the
KGB operative school attached to the Council of Ministers
of the USSR, was Chief of the 6th Department (culture,
church, health) of Section II/A, which was in charge of the
“elaboration” of operation “Tomis”.
Photo: Security Services Archive

Some operative documents related to operation “Tomis”
were signed by senior officer Jaroslav Hiřman, on behalf of
the Chief of the 6th Department of Section II/A.
Photo: Security Services Archive

In a request to extend the wiretap in Vác
lav Havel’s flat from the middle of June
1966, deputy superintendent of II/A section Maj. Ladislav Irovský pointed to
the importance of the “Havel and Co.”
operation, which was being targeted
because of subversive activities in the
culture department. He also drew attention to the exceptionally positive results
of the C-7 action, with the help of which
the operation is successfully monitored
and controlled.33 In September 1966, Lt.
Col. Saksl’s arguments were accepted by
the senior officer of the 6th department,
Capt. Jaroslav Hiřman. Saksl said that the
information garnered by the wiretaps in
operation “Tomis III” was necessary for
the further working of this exceptionally
important operation, particularly at the
moment when Jan Beneš was arrested
in the closely related operation “Writer”.
For these reasons, I request the extension

Lt. Col. Saksl approved the secret entering
of Havel’s home to take place the next
morning, leaving little time. The operation was run by the superintendent of the
6th department, Maj. Hovorka, who had to
coordinate a monitoring group with one
member at Rychnov nad Kněžnou (where
Havel and his wife were staying). If Havel
goes to Prague, the group with is to follow
him to the edge of Prague, from where it
will send a report in order that the Public Security can arrest him for an alleged
traffic offence before he gets to Prague.
His parents Václav Havel and Božena
Havlová and others were being similarly
monitored or checked on. His brother
Ivan Havel was invited to the municipal
military authority for an interview, which
the operative organ of the 6th department
was also due to take part in.35
In the early hours of 21 July 1966, the
senior officer of the 1st group of the 1st

Subversive activity at the culture
department
On 20 May 1966, Sgt. Zvěřina processed an extensive report on Václav
Havel, respectively on operation “Tomis”, in the framework of which all
the former members of the editorial
board of Tvář carrying out hostile activities aimed at the ideological disruption of the moral and political unity of
our people were also targeted. In the
view of the 6th department of II/A section, their activities were inspired and
run by an external enemy including intelligence bodies, émigré centres and
various religious centres, the Vatican
in particular. Attention was also focused on persons surrounding Havel
operating in a hostile manner at the
ideological department, specifically philosopher Dr. Jiří Němec and writer Jan
Beneš. In the operative targeting of the
activities of Václav HAVEL and others
it has been proven that this activity is
not spontaneous but is in fact targeted
hostile activity run from abroad, principally on the part of Pavel TIGRID, who
is justifiably suspected of working with
American intelligence.
From the report it is clear that intercepted correspondence between Beneš and
Paris had alerted the StB to Havel’s trip
to the USA and his forthcoming meeting with Tigrid. A monitored conversation from 10 March 1966 brought
the information that Havel described
30
31
32
33
34
35

Ibid., Replacement of microphone, action C-7 in operation “TOMIS III”, 4.3.1966.
Ibid., Note on the transfer of record file D/312 to the II/M section, 18.4.1966, čj. OT-00764/C-01-66.
ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 597862, HAVEL – report, 20.5.1966.
ABS, f. A 27, microfilm C 132, a. č. C/7212, Proposal for extension of action C-7 in operation TOMIS 3, 15.6.1966, čj. OS-001386/M-60-66.
Ibid., Request for extension of C-7 action in operation TOMIS III., 1.9.1966.
ABS, f. A 27, microfilm G 8, a. č. G 4372, Proposal to carry out action G-9 in operation TOMIS III, 20.7.1966.
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Václav Havel, Jan Beneš (released from prison) and his attorney, Jaroslav Tauš, on Wenceslas Square, 23 March 1968. 

department of the 6th section Capt.
Václav Žaloudek and two colleagues
entered the flat at nábřeží B. Engelse,
while two other operatives supported
the operation in the building. In two
hours they made a great amount of copies, mainly of foreign correspondence,
a draft speech intended for the Pen Club
in New York, etc. Upon completion, the
flat was locked up thoroughly and we
returned to the KS-SNB [Regional Directorate of the National Security Corps]
Prague. Capt. Hiřman subsequently confirmed the receipt of 162 photographs at
the 6th department of section II/A.36

Group file
On 5 July 1966 Sgt. Zvěřina proposed
the transformation of file no. 15020
into a group operative file. While targeting HAVEL it has become clear that he
is the main ideological leader of a group
of young literati, former members of the
editorial team of the magazine TVÁŘ.
Findings showed that the group had
continued to influence the Czechoslovak Union of Writers and was penetrat-

ing other literary magazines with the
purpose of publishing their anti-Marxist
works. Their hostile activities were not
spontaneous but deliberate and under the control of Tigrid abroad. Sgt.
Zvěřina proposed the introduction of
a group file for Václav Havel, the art
critic and writer Věra Linhartová, the
author and dramaturge Josef Topol and
the director Grossman, who were said
to be in personal contact with him. At
the same time, he advocated broadening the file to also take in Emanuel
Mandler, Jan Nedvěd, Jiří Paukert and
Bohumil Hrabal, which Lt. Col. Saksl
did not agree to. As stated, the named
gather at meetings in the flat of Václav
HAVEL and at the Café Slavia where
they discuss how to proceed in their activities aimed against the cultural policy
of the CSSR. The aim of the operation
remained achieving complete control over the activities of the group,
in particular to ascertain all of events
planned and to be carried out according to Tigrid’s orders. To ascertain the
character [of their mutual] connection

Photo: Czech News Agency (ČTK)

[…] and further operations focused on
persons that are in contact with TIGRID.
To prevent the export of their defective
literary work, to ascertain the writers
of that work […]. To reveal other correspondents of the magazine SVĚDECTVÍ.
To document all activities where possible.37
As justification for setting up a group
operative file, Sgt. Zvěřina said that
HAVEL is only one member of a group
of literary workers carrying out hostile
activities aimed against the leading role
of the party. […] Members of the group
are also suspected of being informers
of TIGRID’s and correspondents of the
exile magazine SVĚDECTVÍ. […] The
personal operative file on Václav HAVEL
will be transferred to this group. After
approval by the deputy superintendent
of the II/A section Lt. Col. Josef Erben
and Lt. Col. Saksl on 3 September 1966,
the 1st special department of the KS-MV
Prague created the group file “Tomis
III”, registration no. 15465. 38
In the conclusion of an assessment of
the operation in mid September 1966,

36 Ibid., Carrying out of action G-9 in operation TOMIS III, 22.7.1966.
37 ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 597862, Proposal to transfer to personal file no. 15020, 5.7.1966.
38 Ibid., Justification for establishment of group file; Decision on introduction of group file TOMIS III, 3.9.1966.
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Sgt. Zvěřina wrote: HAVEL is currently
taking steps to ascertain the reasons
for the apprehension of BENEŠ and with
that purpose visited his wife, called
a meeting of the members of the surveilled group and held discussions with
lawyers. At present he is outside Prague,
at the House of Writers in Budislav u Svitav.39
At the end of 1966, the 1st section of
the Monitoring Directorate (4th Directorate) of the Main Directorate of the
State Security assessed its contribution to operation “Tomis 3”: On the basis of a request from the 6th department
of section II/A, Václav Havel was followed for 18 days (10 and 19 February,
18 and 22 March, 4, 7, and 19 April,
25 to 27 and 30 May, 1,7, and 8 June,
21 July, 12 September, 25 October and
14 November). Subject watchful, particularly at café SLAVIA where meetings
with known contacts took place.40
At the turn of 1966 and 1967, the
II/A section summarised the worsening situation at the cultural front department. Capitalist institutions and
exile centres are particularly focussing
on persons from the ranks of literary
workers and artists, who they try to influence in such a way that they become
bearers of liberalistic tendencies and
directly or indirectly take part in or cooperate in the fragmentation of the cultural front of the CSSR, in so doing preparing the ground for hostile ideology
and its penetration into our country. […]
The aim of all of these tendencies and efforts is to paralyse the influence of the
party on the development of our culture.
The report assessed positively the activities of the counter-intelligence section of Prague City in the battle against
ideological diversion, particularly in
the unveiling, documentation and prosecution of the writer Jan Beneš and Co.
Good results were achieved in the timely unveiling of the hostile tendencies
among various representatives of the

cultural front, such as around the former
magazine TVÁŘ, among young writers
and other cultural and literary workers,
which enabled the party organs to carry
out the necessary measures.41
At the start of January 1967 Lt. Col.
Saksl presented his superiors at the
Main Directorate of the State Security
an overview of the most important operations of the coming year. Operation
“Tomis III” remained linked to operation “Writer”: One of members of TVÁŘ
was also the writer Jan BENEŠ, carried
out within the operation WRITER. The

a danger that during his trip he will
[…] inform TIGRID. Subsequently, on 25
January 1967, the Minister of the Interior, Josef Kudrna, decided not to permit
Havel’s foreign trip – until the conclusion of the Svědek case.43
It followed from an overview of operations given priority by section II/A,
directly operated by the 7th section of
the second Directorate of the Main Directorate of the State Security, that Lt.
Col. Saksl regarded this in the case of
“Beneš and Co.” to be the speedy discovery of criminal activities on the part

Lieutenant Colonel Ladislav Irovský and Josef Erben, deputies of the Chief of Section II/A, approved all important
decisions related to operation “Tomis”, including the use of technical operations in Václav Havel’s flat.
Photo: Security Services Archive

whole group is at present in active opposition to the cultural policy of the
KSČ. Regarding operation “Writer” he
wrote: Further working of this operation
is taking place in cooperation with the
Investigative Directorate of the MV and
it is expected to reveal similar criminal
activities on the part of other persons.42
At the end of January 1967 Sgt. Zvěřina
informed his superiors that Václav
Havel had applied for permission to
travel to Western Europe. In view of the
fact that Václav HAVEL is continuing in
his [hostile] activities and is informed
about the planned measures against
Pavel TIGRID and Jan BENEŠ, there is

of other persons. In view of the fact
that a joint plan was prepared for operations “Writer” and “Tomis III” it can
be guessed that the attention of the StB
should also have been focused on those
around Václav Havel.44
In the course of the following months,
the attentions of the StB focused on
preparations for a congress of the
Czechoslovak Union of Writers. Information gathered during operation “Tomas” was continuously sent directly to
the 7th section of the 2nd Directorate of
the HS-StB.45 During June and July 1967
the interest of section II/A focused on
the trial of Jan Beneš, which was un-

39 Ibid., Assessment of hitherto progress in operation TOMIS III, 14.9.1966.
40 ABS, f. Surveillance Directorate – 4th Directorate (A 25), microfiche X 38, TOMIS 3.
41 ABS, f. Secretariat of the deputy minister of the interior, Col. Jaroslav Klíma (hereinafter only A 7), inv. j. 315, Report on the results of the record activity of
section II/A for 1966, 4.1.1967, čj. OS-0035-5/M-1967.
42 Ibid., inv. j. 288, Supplement to the work plan of section II/M for 1967. Overview of the most important activities, 4.1.1967; Cf. ABS, f. SNB Directorate of the
Capital City of Prague and the Central Bohemian Region – StB Directorate Prague (B 1/II), inv. j. 2.
43 ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 597862, Václav HAVEL – report on request to travel abroad.
44 ABS, f. A 7, inv. j. 288, Overview of priority operations at section II/A, KS-SNB Prague on the first half of 1967, 15. 2. 1967, čj. OS-00536/M-S-67.
45 Ibid., S-StB Prague after 1.6.1967. Previous reports on the situation surrounding the magazine TVÁŘ were, by means of the 2nd Department of the 7th Section
of the II. Directorate of HS-StB, respectively the secretariat of the interior ministry, passed on to the head of the state-administrative section of the ÚV KSČ
Miroslav Mamula and the first secretary of the ÚV KSČ Antonín Novotný. ABS, f. Secretariat of the Interior Ministry II. díl 1960–1965 (A 2/2), inv. j. 1018. It was
the same in the course of 1967. Cf. KAPLAN, Karel: „Všechno jste prohráli“. Co prozrazují archivy o IV. sjezdu Svazu československých spisovatelů 1967 (“You’ve Lost
Everything”: What do the Archives Reveal about the 4th Congress of the Czechoslovak Union of Writers 1967). Ivo Železný, Prague 1997, p. 55–58, 96–101 a 127–131.
KAPLAN, Karel: Kronika komunistického Československa. Kořeny reformy 1956–1968. Společnost a moc. (Chronicle of Communist Czechoslovakia. Roots of Reform
1956–1968. Society and Power). Společnost pro odbornou literaturu – Barrister & Principál, Brno 2008, p. 474–478.
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Captain Ladislav Točík, Head of the 2nd Department
of the 7th Section of the 2nd Directorate of the
State Security Main Directorate, received a letter of
commendation from Colonel Jaroslav Klíma, Chief of the
State Security Main Directorate, for the “targetting” of
the 4th Congress of the Union of Czechoslovak Writers,
which also included gathering information related to
operation “Tomis 3”.
Source: Security Services Archive

derway at the Prague Municipal Court,
and on the 4th congress of the Czechoslovak Union of Writers.46 According to
a report by Sgt. Zvěřina, the course of
the congress surprised the group around
V. Havel. Particularly some openly antiparty displays. […] The situation that
arose at the congress pushed their demands into the background. […] HAVEL
and co. were interested in the preceding period, particularly in preparations
for the trial of TIGRID and BENEŠ. At
a pre-congress meeting of the Union of
Writers HAVEL made a proposal that the
Union assume a social guarantee for Jan
BENEŠ. […] HAVEL was the initiator of
sending a message to TIGRID in which
he informed him about the planned trial.
He called on TIGRID to send the court

a letter arguing against some of the
points in the arraignment. HAVEL’S aim
was to preclude the conviction of BENEŠ
on a charge of assisting treason.47
At the start of September 1967 Lt. Col.
Saksl delivered to the Main Directorate
of the StB a list of persons who maintained contact with Václav Havel and
Jiří Němec. In the accompanying information, the II/A section attempt to
indicate an espionage background: The
aim of the group of literati meeting at
Václav HAVEL’S is to achieve the complete liberalization of literary creation
in the CSSR. This group also prepared
Václav HAVEL’S speech for the 4th congress of the Czechoslovak Union of Writers and plans to continue in its activities. Václav HAVEL maintains contact
with the following foreigners who on the
basis of information acquired directly or
indirectly cooperate with the British and
American intelligence services.48
An assessment of operation “Tomis III”
from the end of 1967 was somewhat
more cautious. Several members of the
group are in contact with the emigrant
Pavel TIGRID and have been informed
about the convicted writer Jan BENEŠ
and about his work with the magazine
SVĚDECTVÍ. Foreign journalists and the
cultural attaches of Western states, in
particular the cultural attaché of the USA
WAREN [Robert WARNER], who receives
information from HAVEL of a cultural-political character, show a marked interest
in the group. Their activities predominantly take a legal form and are aimed at
acquiring a position to create anti-party
and anti-socialist tendencies.49
In the course of the year Václav Havel
was surveilled for 14 days (23 May, 14
and 28–30 June, 1, 5 and 13–15 July, 14
September, 5 November and 29 December), while eight contacts and one
address were ascertained. Operation
carried out in the period of the writers’
congress and later, as well as ascertaining subject’s meetings according to necessity. Glitch: 1 loss of the subject.50

Prague Spring
The domestic political and internal
party crisis that reached a climax at
the start of 1968 also manifested itself to a marked degree in the ranks
of the StB. Personnel shakeups in the
nomenclature were gradually reflected
in changes in the management of the
MV and in the secret police.51 With
the fall-off of those representatives [of
the pro-Novotný wing] from the leadership of the police, there has also been
a change in tactics in the leadership of
the police, which, however, remained focused against progressive forces in the
cultural and student milieus. Changes
occurred in connection with pressure
for the dismissal of Kudrna as interior
minister. A reassessment of the direction of the StB led to the closure of selected stations and the destruction (in
some cases the archiving) of materials
including operative files. These measures were carried out and justified by
the self-same functionaries.52
On 7 March 1968 Lt. Col. Hovorka put
forward a proposal for the interruption
of the surveillance of Václav Havel,
which, referring to the current situation, he justified in terms of the danger
of the revealing of the C-7 action, which
could interrupt other active targeting
within this operation. Only deputy superintendent of the II/A section Lt. Col.
Irovský expressed agreement with this
approach.53
In an assessment of the operation
and a proposal for the direction of
future targeting the senior officer
of the 6th department of II/A section
Capt. Stanislav Podrazský stated on
13 March 1968 that there was exceptional interest on the part of Western
diplomats, cultural representatives
and journalists in Václav Havel as the
leading personality among young intellectuals in the CSSR. He maintains
contact with persons assumed to work
in the intelligence services against the
CSSR. Surveillance to date has shown

46 Cf. ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 597862, The situation surrounding persons involved in the trial of TIGRID and BENEŠ, 5.7.1967; Operation TOMIS III – report for
the month of June 1967. KOUDELKA, František: Státní bezpečnost 1954–1968. Základní údaje (State Security 1954–1968. Basic Information). The Institute of
Contemporary History of the Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic, Prague 1993, p. 139–140; KAPLAN, Karel: Kronika komunistického Československa.
Kořeny reformy 1956–1968. Společnost a moc, p. 495–499.
47 ABS, f. MV-KR, file a. č. 597862, Operation TOMIS III – report for the month of July 1967, 29.7.1967.
48 ABS, f. A 7, inv. j. 668, List of persons maintaining contact with Václav Havel and Jiří NĚMEC, 4.9.1967, čj. OS-02616/M-60-67.
49 Ibid., inv. j. 299, Work plan for units of the StB KS-SNB in Prague for 1968. Overview of operations to be carried out in 1968, 19.12.1967, čj. OS-0033/M-68.
50 ABS, f. A 25, microfiche X 38, TOMIS 3.
51 ŽÁČEK, Pavel: Odvrácená tvář pražského jara. Státní bezpečnost v Praze a srpen 1968 (The Other Side of the Prague Spring. The State Security and August 1968). Svět
křídel, Cheb 2010, p. 31–32.
52 Situation at the Regional Directorate of the SNB Prague before January 1968. In: HOLÁ, Věra – BÁRTA, Drahomír: Sbírka svědectví z let 1968–69 v Československu
(Collection of Witness Accounts of the Years 1968–69 in Czechoslovakia). Commission of the government of the Czechoslovak Federal Republic for the analysis of
the events of 1967–1970, ÚSD ČSAV ČSFR, 15. 3. 1990, p. 619.
53 ABS, f. A 27, microfilm C 132, a. č. C/7212, Proposal for the ending of action C-7 in operation TOMIS III, 7. 3. 1968.
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that he presents these persons with
information on the cultural and political situation and that in conversations
with them he does not hide his hostile
position towards socialist government.
A list of his most important contacts
was apparently used to support a decision to continue with operation “Tomis
III”. After assessing the information
acquired to date, the writer Václav
HAVEL appears as a person who is deliberately hostile towards the socialist
system in the CSSR and as such deserves further intelligence attention.54
Nevertheless, on the same day, officers
of the 6th section of the KS-SNB Prague
Capt. Podolník, Capt. Nedbal, 1st Lt.
Veselý and Warrant Officer Jaros
lav
Viktoryn, carried out the removal of
both microphones. We filled up the
holes and covered the tiles with a mix of
cement and plaster. We than sprinkled
the places in question with dust and put
everything back as it was.55 Five days
later Capt. Rybka completed the disassembly of the wire. The CO box was
disassembled and the remainders of two
wires were pulled out of the gable wall.
The hole was plastered up and the CO
box was screwed back into its original
place without the devices.56
On 19 March 1968, the superintendent
of the 3rd department of the 6th section, Capt. Josef Hájek, assessed the
use of bugging in operation “Tomis 3”
positively. From 10 February 1966 to 12
March 1968 the listening device was
used in 486 cases, which yielded 7,548
hours. Audibility throughout the entire
period of processing was on the whole
good […]. All of the information acquired
was passed on for further use within the
operation.57
On 29 March 1968 Sgt. Zvěřina put
forward a proposal for the archiving
of personal operative file no. 15020
in operation “TOMIS III”, employing
the argument that indirect contact between HAVEL and the emigrant Pavel
TIGRID had been proven, along with
documented contact with employees
of the American Embassy and contact
with foreigners on visas, and had been

targeted by different parts of the State
Security due to suspicion of intelligence
work against the CSSR. As a result of
the decision of the superintendent of
the Main Directorate of the State Security – probably Col. Jaroslav Klíma – of
4 March 1968 to end the operation, the
senior officer of the 6th department of
II/A section was forced to state: The
operation to date has not proven that
Václav HAVEL committed a criminal act.
[…] Place the file in the archive of the MV
for a period of 10 years. End the blocking of access to file 15020. For formal
reasons this move was recommended
by Capt. Hiřman, received agreement
from Lt. Col. Irovský and approved by
Lt. Col. Saksl.58 Because of the Prague
Spring and its results, operation “Tomis III” has halted for eight months...

Conclusion
One post-August 1968 analysis found
that a political crisis of the bureaucratic system before the Prague Spring had
led to an intensification of pressure
on the StB’s department known as ‘internal platforms’. Their direction was
based on the thesis that it was necessary to reveal hostile activities linked
to ideological diversion. Findings on
the activities of various groups from
among the intelligentsia (and the student population) was misused in order
to dramatize the situation, reports and
analyses submitted by the leadership
of the MV and the then 8th department
of the ÚV KSČ necessarily led to a situation in which the ideological battle department received greater and greater
importance. In the cultural sphere, everybody with a differing opinion from official policy of the KSČ leadership was
suspected. The more the opinion was
contradictory, the more dangerous it
was in the eyes of senior staff at the MV
and the more it was examined for refined
hidden ideological diversion.
The leadership of the Communist Party
requested information on the situation
in the fight against ideological diversion.
Functionaries of the MV subsequently
put more and more pressure on opera-

tives to intensify their agent-operative
activities and produce more frequent
reports. In that period the majority of
cultural workers who engaged politically
in any way were blocked in operative records […] The organisation of work at the
ideological department had one aim – to
throw as much of its forces as possible
into the fight against such activities, and
the situation became more and more dramatic. The high assessment of that state
security work, carried out under the
slogan “the enemy doesn’t sleep” was
meant to confirm the quality of the superintendents and to justify their theory
of the necessity of targeting the intelligentsia as an independent platform. This was
despite the fact a good many of those involved, from the superintendents to rank
and file operatives, were not qualified.
It would have been quite hard for many
of them to assess issues that in many
cases touched on social-academic fields.
Neither Lt. Col. Albín Kožuch, superintendent of the 7th section (previously
deputy superintendent of the second Directorate of the MV), Lt. Col. Irovský, superintendent of the II/A Section, nor Lt.
Col. Hovorka, superintendent of the 6th
department of the Regional Directorate
of the SNB Prague, had even graduated
from secondary school.59
It is not possible to agree with the
suggestion that the crusade against
“ideological diversion” was a personal
reaction on the part of the totalitarian
communist regime to the policy of
détente and gradual broadening of
contacts between East and West. The
power structures of the communist
regime were worried by that process
and needed any means to cast doubt
on and frequently criminalise legal
and naturally arising institutions, representatives and individual citizens
from Western countries and to guard
against the free and natural development of mutual relations. The declared
fight against “ideological diversions”
unequivocally served the StB as a reason to maintain blanket controls on
Czechoslovak citizens, the intelligentsia in particular.60
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