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Test of Courage – Stories of Underage Political Prisoners
This exhibition is dedicated to the deceased participants of the mentioned trials
and others who have been given neither moral nor material compensation for
the crimes committed against them.
The Communist regime regarded its adult political opponents as people who were
more dangerous than murderers, and not only set the penalties for them accordingly,
but also the conditions of their imprisonment. Although in the cases of minors who
were placed in reform schools, the severity of punishment is not comparable to that
in the penitentaries for adults, nor can it be belittled. The military drill, slave-like work
in the fields and the bullying by wardens existed also in “Makarenko institutions”detention centers for youth. As minors, they were usually given far shorter sentences.
That said, they received a more painful mark of Cain. Some of them lost their friends,
most never resumed their studies, and some of them got married with a humiliating
gratefulness that anyone at all was interested in them. In many cases, their former
classmates, teachers and neighbors turned their backs on them. The Communists
took revenge on their families. Some of them were literally forced to leave their
hometowns because they were no longer welcome there. Moreover, the beginning
of the regime caught most of them while they were still at primary school, and there
was virtually no real possibility that they would ever get the opportunity to graduate
from grammar school.
What was the background behind the resolve of these minors, regardless of whether
they were from grammar, vocational or technical schools, to confront the Communist
regime? Where did this young elite, who freshly remembered the fear of oppression
and the subsequent euphoria after the defeat of the Nazis in their early childhood,
come from?
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Many heroes of the resistance returned home from the war and through their example,
taught the new generation to ridicule fear and danger. Of course, not everyone -- rather
only a few individuals -- was able to take this example personally. This minority did not
base its conscience and demand for freedom on philosophical deliberations, nor was it
a calculated revolt of the young generation against anything construed as adult. More
likely, this conscience was an ideal combination of Scout’s honor, a sense of duty to right
wrongs, a cultivated respect for Masaryk and his open-minded idealism, and often even
Christian faith, daily ridiculed by “progressive” propaganda. The witnesses presented
herein grew up under the influence of all the above-mentioned aspects. This exhibition
should be, among other things, an opportunity to let them personally answer these
questions through their stories and personal testimonies.
These personal testimonies -- of formerly persecuted students, Scouts and individuals
who were, within resistance groups, non-organized fellowships of friends or even on
their own, looking for opportunities to express their opposition to the Communist
dictatorship -- are the cornerstone of this exhibition. With the exception of two deceased
witnesses, the author of the exhibition visited all the participants and recorded their
personal testimonies. Where archival documents were available, he also tried to confront
these with the memories of the witnesses. In this context, it was an exceptionally
interesting experience, especially conversations directly with the witnesses over their
personal investigation records, during which they were given the opportunity to look
over their almost sixty-year-old testimonies and have their say.
We have dedicated four of the twenty profiles of the witnesses to people who had just
reached eighteen years of age at the time of their activity, and were consequently tried
as adults. We favored the fact that they were, in all cases, peers or friends of the minors
who were sentenced over any formal placement into an age group. In all cases, they
played a significant part in the aforementioned events.
Ondřej Bratinka, 2008
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INTRODUCTION
25 February 1948 is widely understood as the beginning of the Communist
dictatorship in our country. However, historic memory and knowledge agree that its
roots lie somewhere far earlier in the time horizon. There is no doubt that the period
of time between March 1945, when the Communists celebrated their first triumph
with the enforcement of the Košice Government Program (Košický vládní program),
and February 1948 can be considered a period undoubtedly favorable to the Communist
party in all respects. The declared turn to the Soviet Union (the Communist Party was
treasonably connected to it and tasked by its agents), indifference to the alarming
measures taken by Communists in the areas of security, justice and local governments,
the increasing tendency to promote purely Communist concepts in the areas of
agriculture, industry and international affairs signalled to perceptive observers that
the course of events was heading towards catastrophe. Unfortunately, perceptive
observers are always in the minority, and despite the majority of the nation remaining
non-Communist (even after 1946), the parties representing this majority did not form
a consolidated and strong enough front to be able to prevent the worst. Many people
were aware of the Communist danger, but there was nobody able to unify these people
effectively.
The crucial events of the final week before the Communist coup can be listed day by
day, hour by hour. During the so-called government crisis between 17 and 25 February,
the future of Czechoslovak society for the next few decades was at stake. Unfortunately,
from among all the actors on the political scene, there was only one who had a vision of
the immediate future of the country. It was precisely the Communist Party, which thus
orchestrated all the events of that turbulent week. The last trick used before it finally
seized power was the demonstration of the “will of the working people” – the general
strike declared by the Communist-governed Central Council of Unions (Ústřední rada
odborů). The strike was to be carried out on 24 February between 1 and 2 pm, in support
of the Communist Party’s position on the government crisis and its proposed solution,
which was ultimately to be decided by the president, Dr. Edvard Beneš. The opportunity
to reverse the situation was no longer in the hands of political forces, but in the hands
of individuals.
At the time of the Communist takeover, when the marginalized prophecies began
coming true, the first important and publicly declared protests against the Communist
approach appeared. It can be said that these days were the beginning of the Third
Resistance, its unrestrained and unfortunately often insufficiently organized forms
which were carried out independently in many places all over the Republic, the most
intense from 1948 to 1949. The upper limit of this resistance is not clearly defined,
because the intensity of resistance in ordinary citizens was weakening due to growing
repression. Most of the groups organized or staffed by young people, mainly members
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of National Socialist (Czechoslovak National Socialist Party – despite its similar name, it
was not affiliated in any way with the German Nazi Party, author’s note) youth, Junák (as
the Scout organization was called in our country), former members of Sokol (and Orel),
children from persecuted “social classes” (traders and farmers) and individuals fall into
this time period.
Protests against the Communist usurpation of power took place at many grammar
schools and schools all over Czechoslovakia (see the chapter titled Stříteský
and Company). Youths especially, organized in hobby groups, had direct existential
motives to oppose the totalitarian approach to society.
Collectivism, penetrating the whole of society, especially in the minds of Communists,
did not permit excessive fractionalism or the independence of any clubs and least of
all, youth clubs. In 1949, when the Czechoslovak Youth Association (Československý
svaz mládeže -- ČSM) was founded, the pressure put on Scouts not only to become
subjugated organizationally, but also to change the contents of their activity,
culminated. The aim was to deprive Junák of its program, edge in, and ultimately
dissolve it into one united youth organization. The non-political conception of Junák,
based on respect for nature, the cultivation of moral values and physical fitness, was
a thorn in the side of the Communists. The Youth Association was to be, according to
the Communists, a lair of good cadres and class-conscious citizens loyal to the Party. In
practice, the pressure was executed by filling the offices in Youth Association councils
with orthodox Communists who were to control and coordinate the activity of all
integrated organizations (including Junák).
A fair part of the Scouts continuously protested against this effort, and despite
the inefficiency of their protests, kept trying to boycott this approach. Certain activities
were initiated and many former Scouts consequently paid for them during investigations
and imprisonment.
The most commonly used means of information campaigns, created in deep illegality,
were leaflets. They usually dealt with up-to-date social and political issues that neither
could be nor were allowed to be publicly discussed. As the following cases show,
the individual groups chiefly focused on true reproduction of the news from foreign
broadcasting, polemic with the official propaganda (see the death of Jan Masaryk)
and to a certain extent also substituted for authentic regional news. The most striking
blanket leaflet campaign took place during the last days of May 1948, when the first
elections to the National Assembly after February were held. Leaflets, mostly produced
by groups of National Socialist youth, called for the boycott of the elections by throwing
in so-called blank sheets, i.e. valid votes, but for no candidate. Other forms of active
resistance, mainly petty sabotage and intimidation accompanied the leaflets, especially
in smaller towns and villages.
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After February 1948, district and local national committees, as the lowest self-governing
bodies which affected and influenced the daily life of people, became the civil support of
the regime. They ensured the immediate implementation of whatever political decision
was officially made by the National Front (Národní fronta) (practically, of course, by
the Central Committee of the Czechoslovak Communist Party – ÚV KSČ) and reported
back immediately about the impact of the Communist policy in the regions. National
committees were also one of the channels of information providing the State Security
Service (StB) with reliable information on the moods of farmers, workers and the rest
of the citizens. Consequently, the StB was able to react flexibly to any supposed or
real dangers. The officials of national committees, usually well vetted individuals, had
a very bad reputation among their neighbors and were often the first to suffer hostility
on the part of affected citizens. Intimidation was the only way (and often a vain one)
to prevent the bullying of their neighbors. It is important to realize that the officials of
these lower self-governing bodies possessed real power over the lives and happiness
of innocent people.
From the contemporary point of view, and with the knowledge of historical events, leaflet
campaigns, sabotage, intimidations, border crossings and cooperation with foreign
secret services may seem naive. However, such reasoning must be refused as a wrong
interpretation of history. Leaflet campaigns reached thousands of people, although we
cannot determine the overall impact on the thinking of individuals. The intentions of
Junák (the case of the members of the 64th Section is described later in this text) to
obtain weapons and transmitters were real, but they did not succeed. At the beginning
of 1949, it was hardly imaginable that any armed resistance organized by non-soldiers
would have any prospect of success. But why talk about naivete? The atmosphere of
the years 1948 and 1949 is usually characterized as an atmosphere of fear and distrust,
when repression intensified and when the certainty of people who did not take part
in any resistance disappeared. It is also described as a very promising period of time. In
spite of some uncertainty, many opponents of Communism doubted that the regime
had any chance of survival. For many of them, an uprising or intervention from the West
were almost materializing in the air. Above all, the Scouts were preparing for the uprising
in such a way that they could fully take part. This point should be considered when
judging either the success or failure of any resistance activities. If we trespass the border
of factual explication of history, it must be admitted that the moral value of conduct
cannot be measured by utilitarian criteria.
Regarding the legal backgrounds of Communist repression, the most important
period was Autumn 1948, when laws enabled punishment and an especially vague
interpretation of so-called “activity against the state.” It must be remarked, however, that
violent repression did not originate in the famous Act No. 231/1948 Coll. (on the defense
of the Republic) and Act No. 232/1948 (on the State Court). These only represented
a quasi-legal tool which, in the first place, augmented the penalties, secondly enabled
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a brand new view on so-called “activity against the state,” and thirdly spread horror. Thus
they made seemingly legal what had been practiced by the State Security Service from
the first post-February days. (The author intentionally avoids the term “legal.” In the first
place, the word supposes a direct relation to the law and to the respect of the objective
and natural rights of an individual; secondly, it guarantees justice at an independent
court. In both cases the above-mentioned laws were not legal in the correct meaning
of the word. The only authority who could both interpret and execute the law was
the Czechoslovak Communist Party (KSČ).
The law did not provide any distinction in the cases of minors. The activity of a youth
resisting the new law on the defense of the Republic was considered the same as an
adult; only the severity of punishment was different. It was limited by an amendment
on the punishment of minors from 1931 (in particular by Act No. 48/1931 on criminal
justice for minors) which reduced sentences by half and prohibited the death penalty
and life sentences. Moreover, a minor was considered a “delinquent,” not a “criminal,”
and in the case of ordinary criminal law, there were good expectations of a suspended
sentence. For minors, prosecuted in compliance with the law on the defense of
the Republic, the odds of a suspended sentence dropped significantly, although it
was not impossible. The total number of minors sentenced in compliance with Act No.
231/1948 Coll. in the years 1948-53 can be estimated, according to available sources, at
approximately 200.
Ondřej Bratinka, 2008
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At the State Technical Grammar School in Litomyšl, the first signs of discontent had
already appeared on 24 February at the time of the imposed strike. The representatives
of the self-governments of higher classes agreed not to support the general strike
and announced their position to the management of the school, demanding that
nobody participate in it. The headmaster replied that the teachers were members of
unions and had to respect the decisions of their headquarters. Consequently, none of
the teachers of the grammar school taught during the determined lesson. The students
responded in their own way – in front of the teacher, who was present in the classroom
during the strike, one of the students took over the lesson himself. In this way, students
clearly expressed how they experienced and assessed the government crisis.
Naturally, the boycott of the general strike at the Litomyšl grammar school did not
escape the attention of the respective authorities. It did not have a direct influence on
the events which took place a year and half later, but there is no doubt that the activity
of the students during the days of February in some way or another contributed
to the exceptionally severe actions of investigators and the court when the case of
the students’ group around the rector Stříteský was heard. The group was on trial from
9 to 11 October 1950, and had 24 members, most of whom were students of the Litomyšl
State Technical Grammar School accused of “consorting with each other and other
people for the sake of destroying or disrupting the people’s democratic political system
ensured by the constitution.” A Catholic priest, grammar school professor and rector of
the Piarist College in Litomyšl, František Ambrož Stříteský was accused of being the head
Grammar school building
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of the activity against the state. According to the words of the prosecution, he placed
himself among those who “consort with imperialists and therefore help the instigators of
nuclear war”.
What preceded this? Nineteen of the sentenced were either still active or former
members of Junák, i.e. the organization which had been, from the end of 1947, more
and more influenced by national youth organizations, and had eventually merged
with the Czechoslovak Youth Association (ČSM - after 1970, during the normalization
era, called SSM – Socialist Youth Association) in 1949. Among the Litomyšl students
groups of friends were created, mainly Scouts, who did not agree with the course
of events after February and did not want to conform to the role of mere passive
observers. However, these groups were not well organized, mutually cooperative ones,
who wanted to connect to another “terrorist” anti-state group (as they were officially
identified), but groups of students refusing the politicization of Junák and the idea that
ČSM members would be the ones to approve their activities and decide about their
program and future plans.
Dear colleagues…
“We had no clear idea, everything was being created gradually, as the pressure on us was
getting stronger… In spring 1949, Vašek and I composed a leaflet…” (Miloslav Kohout,
August 2008)
Piarist College in Litomyšl, headed by P. František Ambrož Stříteský
Photo source: Marek Votroubek, November 2008
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Sample of period press. Source: unidentified newspaper, copy from the private archive of PhDr. Boštík.

The leaflet “Dear colleagues,” which was written by the student Miloslav Kohout in his
penultimate year at the State Technical Grammar School, dealt with the situation around
Junák, on which heavy pressure was being placed by the headquarters of the ČSM. In
the appeal, among other things, Miloslav Kohout called upon all the allied to wear a pin
with a white head in the left lapel of their coats on 14 May 1949. On that day, Kohout
personally went around and invited all who answered his call to a secret meeting where
further proceedings against the ČSM were to be discussed. A mysterious signature
below the text – ATA – was only a mere signature, which did not have any meaning
related to the group or its activity. For the time being, the only purpose of the agreed
on activity was to prevent any influence of the “superior” Youth Association members
over Scout organizational activity and, at the same time, to try to influence the filling
of Youth Association school councils with non-Communist members. Simultaneously,
the name Hvězda (Star) became popular among the members of the group. It was meant
to emphasize the radial structure of the group, which was to be created and include
a wide range of people sympathizing with the Scouts, or at least passively supporting
the above-mentioned effort. Supporters were not scarce among students, yet there
was no one to give them any program. Miroslav Kohout decided to change this. Later
on, the name ATA (meaning father in Turkish) became disastrous for the rector František
Ambrož Stříteský, who was not at all related to any of the students’ activities.
The group could not develop any real activity, because Kohout was placed under
arrest as early as the end of June. Unfortunately, a completely unrelated incident led
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1. Model for the drawing, Jan Pech (1932-1984). Source: personal archive of Dagmar Chlebounová
2.	Jan Pech (1932-1984), student of the Litomyšl State Technical Grammar School, convicted in the trial
against rector Stříteský on 11 October 1950. He dated Dagmar Rolečková during the period before
his conviction. One of Dagmar’s fellow prisoners at the Institute for Adolescent Girls in Lnáře made
the drawing based on an authentic photograph. Source: personal archive of Dagmar Chlebounová

to his discovery. The event took place in the building of the grammar school, less than
a month after the release of the leaflet. During a break in the meeting of the sailing
club, two students from the technical high school decided to remove pictures of
Stalin and Lenin from an empty classroom. One of them took away the picture of
the President of the Republic and hid it under the teacher’s desk. When he tried to
remove the picture of Generalissimo Stalin from the frame, he accidentally damaged
it, so he extracted the second picture, as well, and together they tore them into pieces
and flushed them down the toilet. Unfortunately, they were not careful enough. When
the caretaker’s assistant found the destroyed picture of Stalin, he told the headmaster.
On Monday 27 June 1949, an investigation was initiated at the grammar school. As
part of the investigation, students were searched, and the leaflet “Dear Colleagues” was
found in Kohout’s coat, while in the notebook of Jiří Mrázek were notes like: This girl is
worth dating, but her father, he is such a Communist swine…
Lasting almost a year and a half, the elaboration of a very complex case followed,
resulting in an open hearing at the State Court in October 1950. During the course
of the trial, new charges were still arriving, demanding, in turn, only a warning or
the severest punishment. Membership in Junák was emphasized as an aggravating
circumstance. As the investigation continued, similarly accused people appeared. All

Stříteský and company

who had been in contact with the suspects could have been included in the case later
on. Some of them, for example Alena Holomková, had even already graduated, and had
almost no contact with the suspects. In the case of Alena, who had been studying in
Prague since Autumn 1949, only her participation in the spring meeting of the group
Hvězda (ATA) became disastrous, despite the fact that no further activity on her part
followed. Others accused were included in the case on the basis of various associations
that the StB thought up, as well as incidental meetings.
Miloslav Kohout, Alena Holomková (today Posltová), Miroslav Matějka, Jiří Kopřiva,
Karel Metyš, Dagmar Rolečková (today Chlebounová), Miloslav Bulva, and Václav
Jozefy (Portman) were some of the participants in the show trial, which was intended
to eliminate resistance in young people. Not only students were represented. Among
other things, the process was also to show the multi-layered character of the reaction,
and thus its omnipresence. This was the reason why the rector of the Piarist College in
Litomyšl, František Ambrož Stříteský, was accused, as a representative of the Catholic
Church which was, according to official propaganda, the fifth column of the Vatican (an
enemy pro-Western entity). Karel Šplíchal appeared here as a soldier, and there were also
technical high school and university students. The largest group, however, was formed
by either former or current students of the State Technical Grammar School in Litomyšl.
Already before the composition and partial “publishing” of the leaflet “Dear Colleagues,”
another two groups had been created within the milieu of the students from Litomyšl
(from the 6th and 7th year); they were consequently subsumed into one entity. In
the first case, it was a group of friends of Karel Metyš, who had planned the printing
and distribution of leaflets in the winter 1948-1949 -- Miloslav Bulva, Zdeněk Vašíček
and Ota Rozkošný.
A second discussion circle was formed by another group of students from Litomyšl,
Jiří Kopřiva, Miroslav Matějka and Jindřich Vích. They met regularly in the Litomyšl
pub called Na Hrádku, discussing current events. The connection to this discussion
circle made at the trial succeeded only due to the betrayal of the latter named. After
Kohout’s arrest, Vích imprudently visited the house of Jiří Mráz (arrested with Kohout),
and was caught by StB servicemen. He talked after the first punches, disclosing Kopřiva
and Matějka, whom he used to meet in the pub. Until that moment, the StB had had no
idea about the existence of the society.
The State Security Service came for Kopřiva and Matějka separately in the spring of
1950. It was a one-off interrogation which was supposed to result in the final document
preparing the entire trial, with all 24 accused.
The rector Stříteský demonstrably had nothing to do with the activities of the young
Scouts (some of them had been his students at the grammar school). He was put
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in charge of the 24-member group only because he had destroyed in the drain of
the monastery some of the weapons which students had had at home. At that time,
the circumstances surrounding the “anti-state” activities of Kohout and his friends were
being feverishly investigated, as some of them did in fact own weapons. However, in
almost all cases, they were weapons easily found all over during the post-war period,
and Scouts collected them as a hobby. The Court, however, took this fact as proof
that the group had been preparing sabotage and terrorist actions. The boycott of
the February general strike of the unions also became an issue during the trial (despite
the fact that it was not related to the case of Stříteský and the rest of the accused)
and for some, it became an aggravating circumstance. In the end, the court sentenced
the accused to a total of 220 years. Rector František Ambrož Stříteský was given
the highest sentence, after being threatened with the death penalty by the prosecutor.
He was sentenced to 25 years, of which he spent more than ten years in prison. The rest
of the sentenced, in spite of often severe punishments, were released from prisons in
the following ten years. All students embroiled in the investigation were expelled from
their schools before the trial started.
Rector of the Piarist College and
professor at the State Technical
Grammar School, P. František Ambrož
Stříteský. Memorial plaque on the
College building.
Photo source: Marek Votroubek,
November 2008
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Miloslav Kohout

Born 21 December 1930 in Litomyšl
Sentenced 11 November 1950
to 20 years in prison for treason
1.
2.

“The pressure on the Scouts by ČSM members began as early as 1947. After February, it
became crystal clear that the KSČ wanted to take control of all young people. The decisive
fact was that they started to distribute ID's to us Scouts where Junák was placed under
the ČSM heading. We did not like it, and a bunch of us agreed we would fight and publish
some leaflets, as was in fashion back then.”
In 1948, Kohout was one of the members of the student self-governing body which
unsuccessfully demanded the boycott of the general strike of the Litomyšl grammar
school leadership on 24 December. In 1949, he composed the student leaflet “Dear
Colleagues,” which contained criticism of the Youth Association’s “way of integration”
and called upon all allies to wear a white pin on the lapel of their coats on a certain date.
At the same time, Kohout called a meeting during which the members of the group
consulted over further steps against the Youth Association’s pressure on Junák.
“We issued the leaflet “Dear Colleagues,” which was copied by classmate Blanka Zachová.
We sent it to nine people; six of them came. At the meeting, we discussed how to confront
the activities of the ČSM. We named the new group ATA – meaning “father” in Turkish.
Another cover name was “Hvězda” (Star), pointing at the radial structure of the group. Each
member was to make his own group around himself. The name ATA proved disastrous for
Stříteský, because the police took it as evidence of his being the leader of the group. ATA –
father – Father Stříteský. We were about eighteen, so we were not so concerned with any
huge secrecy. Originally, I thought everybody would know only a part. However, when
the people with white pins met, we exchanged contacts and soon everyone knew everything
about each other. I was arrested due to the incident with the pictures of Stalin and Gottwald,
though…” (Miloslav Kohout, August 2008)
One day, after the above-mentioned house search, both 7th year students were arrested
and transported to Pardubice for interrogation. “They did not beat me, however, they put
pressure on me by throwing a completely beaten up bloke into my cell – a postman from
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Proseč, who used to hide people during the war, Honza Hartmann. He kept obstinately silent
during the interrogation. StB policemen said that anyone who had experience from the war
was a tough guy and should be treated accordingly. They beat him until he was unconscious
and threw him into my cell.” (Miroslav Kohout, August 2008)
In the meantime, Kohout, as a 7th year student, was expelled from school, and after his
release from a half-year in custody in the spring of 1950, had to look for a blue-collar job. On
16 September, Kohout, along with the rest of the members of his group and other
friends, was again placed under arrest, and a month later sentenced to 20 years for
treason. He was also fined 10,000 CSK (Czechoslovak crowns), his civil rights were
suspended for 10 years, and his property was confiscated.
“We did not take the trial very seriously, because we, as well as other people, were
convinced that the regime would be over in a month and we would go home. I only
think my attorney bad for not having told my mother that as minor I could not have been
given the death penalty, although it was suggested in my case. Before, I thought they
would have scolded us in the Court and sent us home, and we would have gone to work.
I didn’t imagine I would be given twenty years, moreover, I never believed that I would
spend them in prison.” (Miloslav Kohout, August 2008)
Although he was still a grammar school student at the time of his activity, he had already
turned 18, and so was judged as an adult. Kohout spent almost five of his 20-year sentence
in Chrudim in the uranium mine Bratrství (Brotherhood), and in Jáchymov, in labor camps
XII and Prokop in Horní Slavkov, in Leopoldov and in the labor camp in Bytíz near Příbram.
He was released on 16 September 1954.

1.	Miloslav Kohout before 1948 (photo from
his Scout ID card). Photo source: personal
archive of Miloslav Kohout
2	Miloslav Kohout today
(Ondřej Bratinka, August 2008)
3	Scout Leadership ID card of Miloslav
Kohout, 2nd side. Photo source: personal
archive of Miloslav Kohout

3.
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Alena Posltová
(born Holomková)
Born 1 June 1930 in Litomyšl
Sentenced 11 November 1950
to 10 years for treason (the sentence
was later reduced to two years)
1.
2.

“I was born on 1 June 1930 in Litomyšl, my father was a chief cutter in a textile factory and my
mother worked as an accountant with Czech Railways. I attended Litomyšl grammar
school until 1949, when I managed to graduate at the last moment. One year later, it was
impossible…” (Alena Posltová, August 2008)
In 1948, Alena Holomková was studying in the 7th year at Litomyšl grammar school where
she, along with M. Kohout, was a member of the delegation of students demanding
the boycott of the general strike from the leadership of the school. A year later, she took
part in one of the meetings of Kohout’s group ATA (Hvězda).
“Míla was the guru of our activities and the author of the leaflet “Dear Colleagues,” on whose
invitation I wore the white pin. Apart from one meeting, there was no time for anything else;
I was to go to study to Prague and I left after graduation.” (Alena Posltová, August 2008)
Alena Holomková sent her application to two faculties of Prague universities and was
admitted to both. She began her studies to become a teacher of Czech language
and philosophy. From that time on, contact with her friends in Litomyšl was less than
scarce; she did not even learn about the 28 June arrest of Miloslav Kohout and Jiří
Mrázek. Her mother brought the news to Prague at the end of 1949.
“It was not until Winter 1949 that my mother paid me a visit in Prague and asked me whether
I had had a hand in something, because they had locked Míla up. At that time I had gone
through only one interrogation on Bartolomějská and I had not told anyone about it. There
were no further interrogations or interest on the part of the authorities until they came for me
on 16 September 1950, when they arrested the whole group. I was in Litomyšl at that time,
preparing myself for the next term after the last exam …” (Alena Posltová, August 2008)
A month later, she was judged as an adult in the trial with rector Stříteský. She was
sentenced to ten years, fined 10,000 CSK, and her civil rights were suspended for another
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ten years after the sentence was over. Thanks to an uncommon action of the ex officio
(state assigned) advocate, her sentence was later reduced to three years. Her brother
was also affected by the case, as he was not allowed to go to university and had to later
perform his military service with the Auxiliary Technical Battalion (Pomocný technický
prapor). Alena Holomková spent thirteen months of her sentence in a prison in Chrudim,
then in Pankrác in Prague and in the brickworks in Stíčany near Hrochův Týnec. When
she returned from prison, she was not allowed to stay in Litomyšl, and was obliged to
start working in heavy industry. It was not until she suffered a collapse that she was
allowed to return to her hometown and work as an accountant in the Vertex factory.
“I had a great love, but he wrote to me that I would be an obstacle in his career. I had friends,
but then it turned out they were not friends, just acquaintances. When I married in 1954, we
limited ourselves to a small circle of people. People would literally disappear in front of you
into arcades so that they would not have to talk to you. Nobody knew who was watching
or not watching. In Vertex, one of my colleagues came to me and said: “You know, I have to
report on you each month.” He was drunk. I asked him: “And what?” He answered: “So girl,
do something, so I at least have something to write about.” (Alena Posltová, August 2008)
1. Alena Posltová as a student (date unknown). Photo source: personal archive of Alena Posltová
2. Alena Posltová today (Ondřej Bratinka, August 2008)
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Jiří Kopřiva
Born 17 March 1932
in Běstovice (near Choceň)
Sentenced 11 November 1950
to 2 years in prison for treason
1.
2.

After completing elementary and secondary school in Choceň, Jan Kopřiva went to
grammar school in Litomyšl in 1943. On the day of the general strike of the unions, he
took part in the boycott along with the others. In the spring and summer of 1949, he
regularly met Miroslav Matějka and Jindřich Vích for debates in the pub Na Hrádku,
where they refined their viewpoint on the changes in society and their opinion on
the regime. In May, he joined the appeal of the Hvězda group and pinned the white
pin to the lapel of his coat as an expression of his agreement with the proclamation
“Dear Colleagues.” After the incident with the pictures of Stalin and Gottwald, he left
the grammar school in Litomyšl and signed himself up at a grammar school in Svitavy,
stopping all his activities. However, he was continuously summoned for interrogation
at StB offices in the spring of 1950. In the background, the trial called “Stříteský et al.”
was being prepared, triggered by the discovery of the authors of the leaflet “Dear
Colleagues.” In September 1950, Kopřiva was placed under arrest, and his activity was
retrospectively connected with the activity of the group Hvězda. In the mass trial with
the group “Stříteský et al.”, he was sentenced to two years, which he spent in prisons in
Chrudim and at the Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk.
“On top of that, my friend Mirek Matějka from Morašice was from a kulak family, and strongly
felt the pressure on farmers. It was then that we started discussing the fact that something
was going on. Friends and former classmates started leaving for abroad. We would ask
why they were leaving and what they were looking for. In short, some comments started to
appear: “Why didn’t he tell me he wanted to leave? I would have gone with him.” This can
hardly be called activity against the regime, but later on in the Court it was made an issue
in this way: “Why wasn’t your effort focused on the building (of socialism), but instead on
thinking about how to avoid it?” (Jiří Kopřiva, July 2008)

1. Jiří Kopřiva as a student. Photo source: personal archive of Jiří Kopřiva
2. Jiří Kopřiva today (Ondřej Bratinka, July 2008)
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Miroslav Matějka

Born 12 February 1932 in Morašice
Sentenced 11 November 1950
for treason to 3 years in prison
1.
2.

In 1949, Miroslav Matějka, a 7th year student at Litomyšl grammar school, took part in
the meeting called by Miloslav Kohout in the leaflet “Dear Colleagues,” where a unified
proceeding against the “integrating” effort of ČSM was discussed.
“The leaflet came by post, but my father was the first to open it. He gave it to me and asked:
“What do you think?” We agreed that it was probably a provocation, so I did not wear the pin.
When I got to school, Míla Kohout was sitting alone at a desk. I sat next to him for the Latin
lesson, and during the class he showed me his palm where the word “ATA” was written, so
I found out who the author was.” (Miroslav Matějka, August 2008)
In the end, Matějka appeared at the meeting organized by Kohout. Apart from this,
independent of Kohout’s activities, he used to meet with his friends Jiří Kopřiva
and Jindřich Vích in the pub Na Hrádku in Litomyšl.
“… It was just a kind of romanticizing, how we could get weapons, what could be done
against the regime. But we never actually did any of that stuff. We had been meeting even
before the leaflet “Dear Colleagues” was issued, and had it not been for that wretched Jindra
Vích, we would never have been discovered. All three of us were very self-confident. Only
for him the first punch from the StB guys was enough to blab everything out…” (Miroslav
Matějka, August 2008)
During the investigation, Jindřich Vích, who was by far the least involved, accidentally
appeared and was interrogated. On that occasion, he also talked about the discussion
sessions with Matějka and Kopřiva. Thus arose an excuse for connecting the activity
of both friends with the group Hvězda (ATA). As a “reward” for the information Vích
provided, the StB overlooked his presence at the meetings, and he was not involved in
the trial against his friends. Matějka underwent the first and also the last interrogation
before the trial as early as Spring 1950.
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“When the interrogation was over, my father came and, in the presence of a young StB
policeman, I had to tell him, looking into his eyes, all the crimes I had committed. The StB
policeman always prompted and added what was the supposed punishment; in total, it was
approximately 100 years. When I finished, he just added: “And the working class pardons you
all this.” We lived in a certain hope that it was a real gesture and that all of it was real. I was
just afraid that they would want something in exchange. But they waited until 16 September
to finally arrest us all.” (Miroslav Matějka, August 2008)
In the trial with the rector Stříteský and his 23 accomplices, the eighteen year old Miroslav
Matějka was sentenced to three years, loss of all property and a fine of 10,000 CSK. In
the end, he served only 20 months of his sentence in Chrudim and at the Institute
for Juvenile Deliquents in Zámrsk. When he returned from prison, the Communists
imprisoned his father for “disruption of the united economic plan” when he was no
longer able to produce the hardly achievable amounts of goods for the Unified
Agricultural Cooperative (Jednotné Zemědelské Družstvo – JZD).
1. Miroslav Matějka as a student. Photo source: personal archive of Miroslav Matějka
2. Miroslav Matějka today (Ondřej Bratinka, August 2008)

Zdeněk Vašíček
Born 8 August 1933 in Litomyšl
Sentenced 11 November 1950
for treason to 24 months
As a 6th year student at grammar school, he joined the group of Karel Metyš and Miloslav
Bulva and took part in the posting of leaflets. He had not taken part in the previous
actions of the group Hvězda (ATA), and did not even know about its existence. In
the trial of rector Stříteský, he was sentenced to 24 months, to the loss of half his
property and a fine of 5,000 CSK. He spent 18 months of the sentence in Chrudim
and at the Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk. He never resumed his violently
interrupted studies.
No current or period photographs are at the disposition of the authors of the exhibition.
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Václav Jozefy
(Portman)
Born 8 March 1934
Sentenced 11 November 1950 for
conspiring against the state to 6 months
1.
2.

Václav Jozefy was the stepson of Josef Portman, the famous Litomyšl bibliophile
and cultural patron and after 1948 also municipal librarian. Václav began studying at
the Litomyšl grammar school in 1944, and attended until his expulsion in 1950. He
was one of the school’s best students, and sympathized with the Scouting movement,
although he never joined. In 1949, at only sixteen, he joined the activities of the Hvězda
group by making a list of further potential supporters in other classes of the school.
One year after the arrest of Miloslav Kohout and during the preparation for the trial,
Portman was expelled from grammar school (in his 6th year) at the end of 1950. That
summer, he got a blue collar job at the sugar refinery in Cerekvice. He was arrested in
September and as early as October, he appeared in court as the youngest participant
in the political trial against the rector Stříteský. For his activity, the State Court gave him
six months in prison, which he spent in the Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk.
Josef Portman, Václav’s stepfather, did not appear in court due to some purported health
problems. In fact, he saw the actions of his stepson as a disgrace on his name, and had
renounced him. Václav Portman took the name of his deceased father – Jozefy.
Václav Jozefy (Portman) was an exceptionally talented musician who had played
the piano since the age of five. When he began military service in 1956, he won an
Army musical contest as a corporal, thanks to which he could point out his status as
a second-rate citizen and was consequently allowed to begin studying again. He had
unsuccessfully applied for this permission eleven times before. In the years 1958-1960,
he was allowed to graduate from Litomyšl grammar school and continue his studies
at the University of Chemical Technology in Pardubice. As an engineer, he became
a manager in the food and sugar industry.
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3.
1.	Václav Jozefy as an eleven-year-old
(1945). Photo source: personal archive
of Václav Jozefy
2.	Václav Jozefy today
(Ondřej Bratinka, August 2008)
3.	Václav Jozefy as a laborer, 1972.
Photo source: personal archive of
Václav Jozefy
4.	Denial of the request to reverse the
sentence in the form of a pardon,
submitted by Václav Jozefy in 1952,
one year after his release.
Photo source: personal archive
of Václav Jozefy
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Dagmar Chlebounová
(born Rolečková)
Born 8 February 1932 in Litomyšl
Sentenced 11 September 1950
to 24 months for treason
1.
2.

After finishing secondary school and a year of vocational training (5th year of secondary
school), she enrolled at a social school for female professions in Litomyšl. Her class was
placed in the same building as the grammar school. The social school was dissolved in
1949, and Dagmar enrolled in the Social and Health-care College in Pardubice. She had
already been a member of a girl’s Scout section in Litomyšl, and dated grammar school
student Jan Pech. She joined the activities of Kohout’s group, especially the pin event,
and participated in several meetings. In 1950, when the main figures of the group
were investigated, she was interrogated by the StB and released. A new arrest in
September 1950 followed. In the trial of rector Stříteský, along with other students, she
was sentenced to 24 months in prison; she spent fifteen of them in Chrudim, Hradec
Králové and in the Institute for Adolescent Girls in Lnáře near Blatná. She never finished
the health-care high school.
1.	Dagmar Chlebounová as a student (date unknown). Photo
source: personal archive of Dagmar Chlebounová
2.	Dagmar Chlebounová today
(Ondřej Bratinka, September 2008)
3.	Fragment of a letter from Dagmar Rolečková addressed
to her future husband, Zdeněk Chleboun, sent from the
Institute for Adolescent Girls in Lnáře.
Photo source: personal archive of Dagmar Chlebounová

3.

29

Karel Metyš

Born 4 November 1932 in Litomyšl
Sentenced 11 November 1950
for treason to 36 months
1.
2.

The son of a Litomyšl native, the famous musician and revivalist Jaroslav Metyš. In 1949,
he was studying in the 6th year at the technical grammar school. Deeply impacted by
the Communist defamation, the memory of president Beneš, and the aggressive policy
of the ČSM towards Junák, he founded, along with Miloslav Bulva and Zdeněk Vašíček,
a group which in the winter and spring of 1949 posted leaflets with a never delivered
speech of president Beneš and other anti-Communist content. He was placed under
arrest in 1949, and was held in custody in Brno and Pardubice. Through physical violence,
he was forced to confess and reveal the other members of the group. In the trial of
rector Stříteský, he was sentenced to 36 months, a fine of 5,000 CSK and the loss of half
his property. Apart from previous custody in Brno and Pardubice, he served his time
in the prison in Chrudim and at the Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk. He
had been expelled while in custody in Brno and was not allowed to return to grammar
school. It was not until the 50s that he finished his studies at an evening technical
school. He temporarily entered the Communist Party during the Prague Spring.

3.

4.
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5.
1. Karel Metyš in his youth, photo from pre-trial custody. Photo source: Security Services Archive
2. Karel Metyš today (Ondřej Bratinka, July 2008)
3 Karel Metyš and Jan Pech before arrest. Photo source: personal archive of Karel Metyš
4. Karel Metyš as a laborer, after his prison discharge. Photo source: personal archive of Karel Metyš
5.	Jaroslav Metyš’s application for permission for his son to spend Christmas with his family.
Addressed to the Prison Guard Corps (Sbor Vězenské stráže -- SVS) leadership in Zámrsk at the
beginning of December 1950
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Miloslav Bulva
Born 30 November 1932 in Litomyšl
Sentenced 11 November 1950
to 12 months for treason

1.

Shortly before the events of February 1948, he took part in the boycott of the general
strike, along with his classmates from the technical grammar school in Litomyšl. After
the Communist revolution, together with his friends Karel Metyš and Zdeněk Vašíček,
he founded a group for the circulation of anti-Communist leaflets. However, due to
pneumonia, Miroslav Bulva did not participate in their distribution. The pamphlets
contained a demand for new democratic elections under the supervision of the United
Nations. Another leaflet was inspired by the ideas of Edvard Beneš. They were probably
uncovered as early as the summer of 1949, when Karel Metyš was arrested. Miloslav Bulva
followed him a half-year later. In Summer 1950, before the trial, Miloslav Bulva spent
a month in custody in Pardubice, then was transported to Chrudim, where the trial awaited
him. Miloslav Bulva was sentenced to 12 months in prison. As a minor, he served his time
at the Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk. After his release, he was not allowed
to finish his studies and was given two work options: construction or mines. He decided
on the former, and began working as a laborer in a sawmill in Řídký. Later on, with many
difficulties, he obtained a driver’s licence and became a truck driver for eighteen years.
1.	Miloslav Bulva today
(Photo source: Dominika Horáková, June 2008)
2.	Františka Bulva’s inquiry into the behavior of her son
Miloslav, addressed to the Prison Guard Corps leadership
in Zámrsk on 16 March 1951.
Photo source: National Archive’s Zámrsk collection

2.

32

Jánošíci from Budislav

32

33

JÁNOŠÍCI FROM BUDISLAV or
COMMIES, PACK YOUR STUFF, SOON THERE’S GOING TO BE A GREAT FUSS
Only three days before the trial of rector Stříteský and the 23 “conspirators against
the state” from Litomyšl began, another sentence was delivered at Smetana’s House:
a group of nineteen members, for propaganda reasons called Jánošíci (Robin Hoods,
or, more generally, adventurers, author’s note) from Budislav, with the working name
Lněnička, Vobejda and Company, was judged by the Senate of the State Court. Although
at the beginning, a possible connection of the Budislav group with the students from
Litomyšl was pointed out, not a single reasonable pretense connecting the two could
be found. What is more, both show trials were to bring other “revelations.”
While in the trial of rector Stříteský, a secret connection with the Vatican was emphasized,
due to which students had supposedly been “seduced” to take part in anti-state activity,
the trial with the “Budislav Robin Hoods” had a different propaganda mission – to warn
society against youth influenced by “the heritage of the capitalist order, the moral decline
from the time of the occupation and reactionary influence after 1945 (…) youth seduced
by adventurous and decadent literature, pocket novels and seditious broadcasting of
foreign radio channels…”, as is mentioned in the complaint submitted by the Regional
Headquarters of the StB in Pardubice to the State Prosecutor’s Office in Prague on
4 April 1950. The entire quote was subsequently included in the judgment of the group.
The show trial was held from 4 to 7 October 1950.
In the trial of rector Stříteský, minors were also judged: the youngest were Josef Křivka
(16), František Tmej (16), Milada Boušková (17) and Milada Dočkalová (17). The role of
both girls in the case was marginal, but even the main culprits were not much older.
The thirteen sentenced were from 16 to 23 years old at the time of the trial. Only six
of the judged were older than 25 (the oldest was 54). Paradoxically, the oldest were
not the reason why the Senate of the State Court met in October. Josef Lněnička (19)
and Stanislav Vobejda (19) were considered the leaders of both conspiring groups by
the investigating authorities as well as, later, the Prosecutor’s Office.
Approximately at the same time, groups of students were being organized who opposed
the new social order and above all the policies of ČSM. The regional StB unit from Pardubice
was dealing with several dramatic incidents causing chaos in the villages Budislav
(the district of Litomyšl) and Proseč (the district of Polička). Three local Communist
Party members had become targets of intimidation by an unknown group of people.
Mysterious attacks during which no one was wounded (although at the beginning it was
impossible to determine whether the lives of important officials were at stake) had been
accompanied by the posting of leaflets written on a typewriter. The unknown culprits
attacked the Communist regime and its representatives in the pamphlets. The leaflets
contained slogans like “If it seizes you, you will die” accompanied by a sharp claw

34

Jánošíci from Budislav

Photograph from the StB investigation file documenting the reconstruction of the shot through Party
deputy chairman Čoudek’s window (1949). Photo Source: Security Services Archive

(an allusion to the time of the Protectorate, when the same motifs were aimed against
the Nazi occupiers) or the funnier “Commies, pack your stuff, soon there’s going to be
a great fuss.” Even acclaim of the former chairman of the National Socialist Party, Petr
Zenkl, was included.
All the incidents were reported to the Regional Headquarters of the StB by both
the police and civil authorities, and a thorough investigation was immediately initiated.
Reports of the local office of the National Security Corps (SNB) and the security
official of the Town National Committee submitted from March to September 1949 to
the Regional Headquarters of the StB in Pardubice served as sources for the following
summary.
15 March 1949
Shortly before midnight, Matěj Čoudek, deputy chairman of the local KSČ, was going
to sleep in his rented attic flat. As he stated on the record later on, he used to sit at
the window in the evenings and watch the streets with the lights switched off. He had
not done so on that particular night, and so was quite lucky. At the time the unknown
culprit shot at his window with a 7.65 mm calibre pistol, he was already in his bed,
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and thought a glass had fallen. He did not even notice the hole in the window in
the morning or report the case until four days later, when he decided to air his room.
Čoudek’s rented flat neighbored with the house of the family of the dead joiner
Odehnal. The Odehnals were Catholic, politically inclined towards the People’s Party,
and their children attended Orel (Eagle - the Catholic version of Sokol, author's
note). Josef Odehnal, Jr., also a joiner, already had a political incident on his record
– on Easter Monday 1948, he had stopped with three young Communists to discuss
the political situation. He doubted the suicide of Jan Masaryk and the role of the USSR
as an example of progress, and demanded a Communist ID so that he could use it after
relieving himself. As a minor, the Regional Court in Pardubice sentenced him to 14 days,
suspending the sentence for 24 months…
In March 1949, Josef Odehnal was the first to be suspected. A week after his arrest, two
of his friends suddenly fled from Budislav. They were the two trainee joiners Jaroslav
Tmej and Miroslav Paťava, and it soon turned out that their aim was to cross the border.
Odehnal, however, neither spoke nor gave any hint that could lead the investigating
authorities to the trace. He answered the questions of the investigators on Tmej,
remarking that he had asked about the place Matěj Čoudek lived, but only due to his
work. Jaroslav Odehnal spent five weeks in a cell in Pardubice before he was sent home
without any apology.
Several months after the emigration of both joiners, their properties were confiscated
by official order and the announcement about it was hung on the municipal notice
board. Shortly afterwards, the window of the notice board was smashed, and instead of
the dishonoring document, a leaflet with anti-Communist content was pasted there.
13 May1949
After an evening meeting of the local branch of the Communist Party in Budislav two
months later, district secretary Josef Kroulík was going home by bike, heading for
nearby Jarošov. At a bend outside Budislav, an unknown assailant shot at him several
times, then fled. Scared, Kroulík turned off the lights of his bike and managed to escape
from the scene of the shooting without being chased by the culprits.
Thirty minutes later, shooting sounded again, but this time from two weapons. One of
the shooters, the witness, Mayor Soušek stated in the record afterwards: “At about 11 pm,
I was going home alone. I live about 500 meters from the main road going through Budislav,
in a secluded dwelling near the pond. When I was approaching the pond, which is about
200m from my house, I heard heavy footsteps and a quiet discussion. My walk was easily
heard and the unknown people started running away, so I shouted at them: ‘Stop!’ They
did not obey the order and the footsteps went silent. The whole thing seemed suspicious
to me, besides, I was well aware of the case of the terrorist act in Proseč in which someone
had shot at a flat, so I took out my legally possessed 6.35 mm gun and shot once in the air
to intimidate them. Subsequently, someone shot twice at me, probably from a gun. I also

35

36

Jánošíci from Budislav

saw the flash of lightning after the shot and heard the whistle of the bullet above my head.
I did not see any people and went home from the scene of shooting. On the following day in
the morning, I found traces of four unknown people in the soft mud and one empty 7.65 mm
shell…” (unconfirmed, author's note) The farmer and Communist Party member Soušek
reported the incident the following morning. It turned out that it took place only half
an hour after the shooting at Secretary Kroulík.
September 1949
Another attack took place; this time the victim being Josef Vaňous, a Communist Party
member who was assaulted at 11:30pm in his flat by two young men with their faces
covered by scarves and addressing each other as “Brother Commander”. At the beginning,
they introduced themselves as recently landed paratroopers, and under the threat of
using weapons they demanded information about local officials of the Communist Party
and economic issues of the village. They wrote everything in a notebook and shouted
“Long live future president Petr Zenkl!” before they left.
9 September 1949
A gun and cartridge that had been deposited in the local post office by a Budislav
postman disappeared from there. The culprit left no fingerprints at the scene of the crime,
and the news began to spread the following day. The 22-year-old son of local farmer
Miloslav Dočkal immediately reported to the postman and told him he had passed
the scene that evening. He had heard a suspicious creak and went to the place, where
he found a fallen window frame. According to him, he replaced the frame and left.
The policeman who heard this version of Dočkal’s story was not very convinced, and gave
Dočkal’s name to investigators, who suspected a connection between the robbery of
the gun and previous events from Budislav and Proseč. The StB immediately arrived
from Pardubice and surprised Dočkal in his flat: I was stupid, I should not have gone
anywhere. They came shortly afterwards, knocked me down from my chair and perforated
my eardrum. I thought I could stop it, but I messed it up. They wanted to know who had been
there with me and if I knew anything about the previous events. I said I had a friend… They
arrested him and then another and another. (Miloslav Dočkal, August 2008)
In one week, the StB placed under arrest about ten people from Budislav and Proseč who
knew each other. Thanks to fragmentary testimonies, forced by beating, the interrogators
managed to complete a mosaic which supplemented the above-mentioned events,
although not entirely. The following description is based on the interrogation protocols
and testimonies of living witnesses.
Friends from Proseč
Sometime in the middle of January 1949, Josef Lněnička, a trainee butcher and Stanislav
Vobejda, a trainee at a gamekeeper’s lodge, both 19, met in nearby Proseč. While
talking, they began discussing the current political situation, above all the activity
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Josef Lněnička in the year 1949 (born 1930). He was the leader of the Budislav group and organized
intimidatory operations against local Party functionaries. He was arrested after Dočkal‘s interrogation
and sentenced in October 1950 in connection with that group to a twenty-year „penalty of deprivation
of freedom“ (jail sentence, author’s note). Today Josef Lněnička lives in Baltimore, in the state of
Maryland, USA. Source: personal archive of Josef Lněnička
Josef Lněnička today (photo 2008 – Adam Hradilek)

of the Communist Party in their district. Vobejda confidentially told Lněnička that
he had a group of friends of the same opinion around him and that some of them
were preparing themselves for emigration and that the rest were considering illegal
activity, the printing of anti-regime leaflets and some actions to intimidate the local
KSČ officials. In turn, Josef Lněnička said he had a similar group, and that he even knew
some of Vobejda’s friends. They parted, promising each other that they would talk
about the whole thing later on. In fact, there were two circles of people: in Proseč it
consisted of Josef Odehnal, the two joiners from Budislav Paťava and Tmej, and the two
trainee foresters Vobejda and Stanislav Kašpar. In Budislav, there were Miloslav Hladík
and Josef Lněnička.
“We made plans according to the situation, how it developed. When we saw somebody had
been too zealous (Communist), we wanted to calm him down a bit, so that he would realize
that it was too much of a good thing. There were many people in Proseč who were villains
and dishonest people. We detested them and wanted to turn our backs on them. I liked
weapons, so I got one. Among others, to let the comrades know that there was someone in
the surrounding forests, so that they realized it could turn against them.” (Stanislav Vobejda,
September 2008)
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The meeting actually took place in the month of January in Lněnička’s flat in Budislav,
and all the above mentioned attended it. These names were stated in the proceedings
afterwards: gamekeeper Stanislav Vobejda from Proseč, woodworker Stanislav Kašpar
and joiner Stanislav Odehnal. From among Lněnička’s friends from Budislav, joiners
Jaroslav Tmej, Miroslav Paťava and locksmith Miroslav Hladík appeared. Several
suggestions of future activity were proposed, and Miroslav Paťava was elected
and confirmed by a handshake as the leader of both groups, which were to act together.
Paťava was the oldest member of the group and was also known as the most radical
anti-Communist. The action aimed at intimidating the deputy chief of the local KSČ
and the administrator of the nationalized factory LEKO Matěj Čoudek, to be carried out
by Miroslav Paťava, Jaroslav Tmej and Josef Lněnička, was arranged there.
After the meeting, several members of the group broke into the office of the Local
National Committee (Místní Národní Výbor – MNV) in Budislav, located in the same
house in which Lněnička lived. Stanislav Vobejda and Josef Lněnička used the typewriter
to make several leaflets with the title “Commies, Pack Your Stuff, Soon There’s Going
to be a Great Fuss”. Members of the group distributed the leaflets among themselves
and scattered them in Proseč and Budislav. According to Odehnal’s testimony
(11 October 2008), the print analysis of the typewriter was meant to lead the police to
the local People’s Committee and make any potential investigation confusing.
It took a week after the shooting at deputy chairman Čoudek's window before the StB
arrived in Proseč. The case was investigated as a potential murder attempt. In any case,
Matěj Čoudek was a widely hated person. Before the warning shot at his window, he had
been assaulted and beaten up by unknown people in front of his house several times
while drunk. (According to the testimony of Odehnal, the group around Paťava played
no part in this.) Paťava’s bullet was to be a stronger warning, following up the beating.
Nobody wanted to kill. Čoudek’s testimony about his habit of sitting at the window in
the evening with the lights switched off was probably put this way on purpose. There
could not have been better news for the investigators than the fact that someone really
wanted to kill Čoudek.
When Odehnal was placed under arrest, Tmej and Paťava fled to the American
occupation zone (to Bava ria) and never returned. Tmej left a message saying that
they should be blamed for everything, because it could no longer cause them
any harm. As has been mentioned, during the whole period, the StB did not prove
Odehnal guilty of anything, and he did not talk. When the joiners left, the group
fell apart, and was no longer active. In June, Stanislav Vobejda tried to follow his
friend and cross the border on his own, but he did not succeed. He was sentenced to
a year of hard labor and fined 10,000 CSK for attempting to leave the Republic. Josef
Lněnička seized the initiative in Budislav.
Lněnička and Company
It can be supposed with high probability that no one in the group wanted to kill
anybody during these actions. During all the above mentioned events, no one was
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injured, although there were many opportunities. District Secretary Kladivo learned
the news that somebody wanted to kill him from his wife, who told him that rumors
were going around the village. During the investigation, it came out that apprentice
miller Jaroslav Vomáčka (also a member of the illegal group) had said in the presence
of his master that “Kladivo is just ready to be shot…”, to which his master replied that he
would gladly get him some ammunition. The master miller told this joke to cheer up his
friends in the pub, so its circulation began, and Secretary Kladivo learned of it. According
to his own words, he “laughed heartily” when he was told the news. The accusation of
the preparation for murder was ultimately not included in the court proceedings. In
March 1950, Milada Dočkalová testified about other intimidating actions and stated
that a shooting at the window of another Communist official had been cancelled,
because there were small children in his house.
Of course, the described disturbances were more than enough for the preparation of
the trial of a “terrorist” group. The existence of real weapons that some of the adult
members of the group had at their disposal and that Miloslav Dočkal had also wanted
to obtain were especially aggravating circumstances. Apart from the Verey pistol, there
were also two revolvers of the calibers 7.65 and 9 mm, owned by Lněnička and Vomáčka, and one grenade (probably from the war), which had been obtained by
Lněnička so that Miloslav Dočkal would “also have something with him”. The members
of the group used the weapons only for intimidation. The timing, planning of actions
and their execution rather suggest that their activities were more a one-off adventurous
expedition than systematic resistance.
The most valuable “treasure” of the group was an older machine gun which had
originally belonged to Stanislav Vobejda. After Miroslav Paťava and Jaroslav Tmej fled
abroad, the weapon was hidden beneath Paťava’s cottage, then circulated from one
shelter to another. When they ran away, it was vital to get the weapon to safety, because
a thorough house search of the runaways threatened. In the end, the machine gun
became fateful mainly for the all the young convicts.
After the escape of both joiners, František Tmej, Tmej’s brother, told everything to a friend
who daily commuted with him to Litomyšl for training. According to the investigation
proceedings and the testimony of František Tmej (September 2008), the 15-year-old
Josef Křivka became interested mainly in weapons which had supposedly remained
there after the escape of Paťava and Tmej and with which they had both supposedly
shot at Čoudek’s window. From this point on, there is no way to know for certain what
Křivka actually stated, and what was added to his record from elsewhere.
According to the record, Tmej and Křivka removed the machine gun from beneath
the cottage and took it home to examine it thoroughly… Today Josef Křivka firmly
denies he ever had the machine gun at home, nor could he have had it, as he had
nowhere to hide it.
In any case, František Tmej was severely told off by Lněnička for having told anyone
about the existence of the weapon and the group itself. Lněnička finally showed good
will with the 15-year-old Křivka, and under the promise of absolute silence and a threat
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of severe punishment, even “admitted” him to his group. In May, he sent a note to
Křivka, inviting him to an operation to intimidate the district secretary Kroulík, who was
having a meeting in Budislav that evening. Apart from Křivka, the miller trainee Jaroslav
Vomáčka also got the note, signed “Brothers of Justice.” Both were to arrive at 10:30 pm
at a place called Borek, where they were to learn more. “It was agreed, we met at Borek
and Lněnička lent me his old Italian gun with a bullet inside. But I had to give it back when
the operation was over. We laid down in a trench near the road to Jarošov and waited for
Kroulík to pass. My task was to give a signal. When Kroulík appeared, I whistled, Lněnička shot
and that was it. We were afraid then that somebody could see us, so we made a detour. We
were going home from the pond and suddenly had that feeling that somebody was coming.
It was Mayor Soušek, who had been at the same meeting as Kroulík, and was now returning
home. We were running away so that he wouldn’t see us. Meanwhile, he ran on the dam
and shouted ‘Stop!’ and shot. We shot the one bullet as well, because we were scared, but
more like at the ground, I don’t remember very well. Actually, we were really scared.” (Josef
Křivka, September 2008)
At that moment, the only member of the group was in fact Lněnička himself, and he
took the younger boys with him as helpers. Miloslav Dočkal had known Lněnička before,
as they lived in a small village. However, Dočkal was not let into his plans until as late
as August. He did not know the original initiators from Proseč either, and he did not
know at all that, in the spring, his sister had helped to paste up leaflets, and had taken
part in hiding the machine gun at the home of her friend’s father. Milada Dočkalová
and Milada Boušková probably joined the group at the end of March 1949, shortly after
Tmej and Paťava had fled across the border. Upon the request of Lněnička, they partook
only in hiding the above-mentioned machine gun and one hand grenade. Later, they
assisted in putting up several leaflets made by Tmej before his escape. The fact that they
knew about the deterrent operation, participated in the meetings, and did not report
this to proper authorities was taken as aggravating circumstances.
The September Events
These were again carried out under the baton of Josef Lněnička. Apart from him,
Miloslav Dočkal, Josef Křivka, Jaroslav Vomáčka and once, Lněnička’s girlfriend Olga,
participated in operations. On 5 September, all of them (except for Olga) set out for
Proseč, where Dočkal and Lněnička intended to rob a shop with grocery and ironware
(in a telephone interview conducted in October 2008, Josef Lněnička stated that
it was Miloslav Dočkal’s idea). The group was thus supposed to obtain ammunition
and fuses. Naturally, weapons were not for sale at that time. The expedition to Proseč
5 km away set off in the evening, and this time, Křivka, Dočkal, Vomáčka and Lněnička
took part. But after arriving there, Lněnička discovered that none of the lock picks
he had prepared fitted. Suddenly, something unexpected occurred: when they were
checking the shop, two passers-by, a man and a girl, appeared. Lněnička allegedly
“captured” them without hesitation, releasing the girl after short questioning. The man
introduced himself as Jindřich Drahoš from Česká Rybná, assured the others that he
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Miloslav Dočkal (born 1927), who joined Lněnička‘s group in August 1949. After the weapon theft
at the Budislav post office, he was arrested and interrogated by the StB in Pardubice. In 1950, he was
sentenced in connection with the Budislav group to 25 years in prison. He was not liberated until 1960.
Source: personal archive of Miloslav Dočkal
Miloslav Dočkal today (Ondřej Bratinka, August 2008)

was not a Communist, offered cooperation to the group and gave them several names
of prominent Communists in Česká Rybná, to whose houses the group might go.
According to Dočkal’s statement (for the StB in Pardubice), the mother of 25-year-old
Drahoš had forbidden him from going anywhere, so the group returned to Budislav.
Although Drahoš tried to put himself in the position of victim during the subsequent
interrogation, his sympathies earned him 12 years in prison. Despite this incident (which
naturally he did not report), he did not take part in the operations of Lněnička’s group,
or even know its members.
The assault on the Communist Vaňous described in the introduction was the last
operation in September. Lněnička and Dočkal, who questioned Vaňous, as well as Křivka
and Vomáčka, who were to patrol outside with Lněnička’s girlfriend Olga, participated
in the operation. Olga Steklá allegedly brought one hand grenade, which she had
been given earlier from Lněnička, and was supposed to bury. “Lněnička invited us again.
Supposedly he found out that the Communists had had a meeting about the shooting.
And so we would go to ask what they had held talks about. We stood outside and he went
there alone (I don’t remember Dočkal going with him). I have no idea what they talked
about.” (Josef Křivka, September 2008)
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The quick discovery of all members of the group was caused by a desperately insufficient
conspiracy and improvised actions. Dočkal’s plan of obtaining the gun at the post office
turned out to be the last straw for the Budislav group, members of which were arrested over
almost a week and a half. Six months after them, friends from Proseč who had nothing in
common with Lněnička’s operations also ended up on remand – Josef Odehnal, Stanislav
Vobejda (who served his time in Cheb), Stanislav Kašpar and Miroslav Hladík.
“When they arrested the group in Budislav (during the interrogation of Dočkal and Vomáčka),
we ran away and slept in a haystack that night. When we came home, mother was crying
and she said: “They were looking for you here, you are to report.“ We met with Franta Tmej;
we encountered one elderly man who knew that they had been there and he said “Boys,
don’t worry, you’re 15 – they’ll kick your butt and let you go, what would they do with you?“
It encouraged us and we went to report ourselves. They called to Litomyšl; they came soon
and arrested us. In Litomyšl, StB policemen from Pardubice came for us. They threw me in
a cell where Honza Beneš from Cerekvice – a fugitiv – was under a blanket. He poked out
and asked: “What are you doing here?” When I told him what happened, he added: “Oh
man, you have to tell them everything, or they’ll beat you up like you’ve never seen.‘” (Josef
Křivka, August 2008)
The under-aged girls Dočkalová and Boušková were brought to court in Spring 1950,
and afterwards assigned to work at a brick plant in Stíčany near Hrochův Týnec.
“On 29 March 1950, several Tatra 603's arrived in Budislav. I worked at Centroflor at that time.
The chairman of the works council came to me and said: ‘Dočkalová, come down.’ They
arrested me, we went to my place and they searched the house. My brother had some pocket
novels, so to top it all, they said to our parents that they had raised us poorly. After a whole day
of interrogation in Pardubice, they took us home. We were fired from work and were told that
we had to go to the mines in order to experience the hard work of proletarians. But the head
of the employment office told them: ‘Comrades, these girls aren’t 18.’ That’s why they placed
us at the brick plant in Stíčany, where we were accommodated in a lodging house during
the week. We were free, but the StB watched our every step. Precisely six months later, they
came for us and took us to Chrudim, on 29 September 1950.“ (Milada Vopálková, July 2008)
After a year of investigation, the StB got to the people who had founded the Proseč
group in Autumn and Winter 1948/1949 which later joined the Budislav group, due
to contacts with Lněnička and Hladík. The latter gradually expanded under Lněnička,
and was joined by several people, including four minors. However, this had little in
common with the activities of the original members. Stanislav Vobejda, Josef Odehnal,
Miroslav Hladík and Stanislav Kašpar met again in front of the Senate. Except for
three defendants, who were “only” judged for not reporting the crime, all the others
were sentenced for the crime, or the offense (in the case of minors), of high treason,
according to Act No. 231/48 Coll.. Josef Lněnička was condemned for 20 years (he was
not 21 at the time of the crime, yet he had been fully criminally liable since the age
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of 18). The fact that no death sentence was passed was probably caused by the low age
of most of the convicts. Miloslav Dočkal (born 1927) received the heaviest punishment
– the assault on Communist Vaňous, stealing the gun, breaking the Party notice board
and the attempted robbery of the shop with ammunition resulted in 25 years in prison.
16-year-old Josef Křivka, František Tmej and the 17-year-old girls Milada Dočkalová
and Milada Boušková answered for the crime (offense) of high treason. As minors, they
were all sentenced to imprisonment from one to three years. The unfortunate Jindřich
Drahoš was sentenced to twelve years, as well as other people who came into contact
with the main culprits and learned about their actions without reporting them to
the respective authorities.
One broken window of vice chairman Čoudek, a damaged notice board, a stolen gun
and the sleepless nights of several Communist officials caused the imprisonment of
19 people for a total of 180 years and six months.
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Josef Odehnal

Born 17 May 1930 in Proseč u Skutče
Sentenced 7 October 1950
to 15 years for high treason
1.
2.

After completing the third grade of a secondary school in Proseč, Josef Odehnal became
an apprentice joiner in his father’s workshop. Josef Odehnal, Sr. died in 1945. His family
was Catholic, supported the People’s Party, and his children attended Orel. For that
reason, the February events led to their quick latent conflict with the new regime.
Moreover, Josef Odehnal, Jr. had never hidden his attitude to the regime, and landed in
trouble as early as Easter 1948. While Easter caroling near Proseč, he stopped with three
young Communists to have a discussion:
“They were just giving the Party membership card to one neighbor who was chickenhearted
about the Communists. I asked them if they had another one because I desperately needed
to shit. That was the first thing to annoy them. Then I asked (it was soon after the death of
Jan Masaryk) how Masaryk had been able to close the window, from which he jumped, after
him… Even before I got back home, a SNB policeman was waiting for me – afterwards they
gave me a suspended sentence of 14 days for 2 years as a minor for spreading falsehoods on
the death of Jan Masaryk and for seditious libel of the USSR.” (Josef Odehnal, October 2008)
Less than a year later, Odehnal and his friends Jaroslav Tmej and Miroslav Paťava, Stanislav
Vobejda and others agreed to establish a group that was supposed to show clearly to
the Communists in the town that people would not tolerate everything. The friends met
in January in the flat of Josef Lněnička in Budislav and agreed on the first move: Matěj
Čoudek, the manager of the nationalized company LEKO, was famous in Proseč for his
pro-regime activity. He had already fallen victim to physical assault for his engagement
in the Party, but this time the threat was to be more effective.
A proposal was accepted to shoot at the windows of his rental flat to demonstrate that
from that time on, he could no longer be sure about anything. Odehnal showed where
exactly Čoudek lived, but did not participate in the operation, as he knew he would be
the first to have to provide an alibi.
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The deed was carried out by the leader, Miroslav Paťava, who, together with Tmej, was
forced to flee two weeks later. Odehnal’s bad political reputation in Proseč was indeed
the reason he was again the first to be arrested in connection with the shooting, just as
he had expected. The fleeing Tmej told his mother that Josef should inform on them,
blaming them alone for everything if necessary as they would already be long beyond
the borders.
Odehnal was kept in custody for five weeks, but the StB could not prove that he had
a hand in anything. Besides, Tmej’s message was unnecessary – Odehnal had no
intention (and he truly stuck to this stand) of naming anybody, nor did he want to
throw suspicion on himself.
The escape of Tmej and Paťava caused the end of the group. Josef Lněnička went on
in Budislav and kept Odehnal informed on accomplished operations. “I didn’t want to
be involved in anything, although I knew about it. I minded that guns were used; initially,
I only wanted to print anti-regime leaflets.” (Josef Odehnal, October 2008)
In September 1949, six months after the Budislav group was broken up, an StB
policeman left Odehnal in fear of what was going to come afterwards. In March
1950, he was arrested, and the investigation classified him as one of the members of
the terrorist gang called by the Court “Jánošíci from Budislav.” He could not conceal
much at the interrogation, because the picture had already been clear before his arrest.
However, he did not participate in Lněnička’s operations in Budislav.
In the trial with the Budislav group, 50 Josef Odehnal was sentenced in October 1950
to 15 years of imprisonment. He was found criminally liable, and was to serve his time
in labor camps for adult offenders. By 1956, when his legal process was revised, he
had served six years of the overall sentence in the uranium labor camps Rovnost in
the Jáchymov region and Bytíz in the Příbram region.

1. Josef Odehnal in his youth (undated photograph). Photo source: personal archive of Josef Odehnal
2 Josef Odehnal today (Ondřej Bratinka, October 2008)
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Stanislav Vobejda

Born 5 November 1930 in Proseč u Skutče
Sentenced 7 October 1950
to 19 years for high treason
1.
2.

After completing secondary school in Slatiňany, he spent one year at a Salesian grammar
school in Fryšták na Moravě. When he returned home, he began working as a trainee
forester in Posekanec. He obtained a machine gun from a friend and had one and only
one plan for its use: “To show the Bolsheviks that their zeal might turn against them. To
demonstrate that there was someone in the woods who might not settle for the current
situation.” (Stanislav Vobejda, September 2008)
He joined the group in Proseč, where Josef Odehnal and two joiners from Budislav,
Miroslav Paťava and Jaroslav Tmej, belonged. In Proseč, at the turn of the year 1948/1949,
he met Josef Lněnička, who worked there and told him that there was a similar group
in nearby Budislav. In January, Lněnička organized a meeting in his flat, and the first
operation against Matěj Čoudek was arranged together with Vobejda and his friends
from Proseč.
After its successful accomplishment and the swift reaction of the StB, to which Josef
Odehnal fell victim, Vobejda did not join Lněnička’s group in Budislav, deciding to leave
the country instead. However, he was caught when crossing the border in West Bohemia
and sentenced by the Regional Court in Cheb, without any linkage to the activities of
his former group, to one year in prison and a 10,000 CSK fine.
In the meantime, Josef Lněnička seized the initiative in Budislav and expanded the
group. Both the successful and the failed visiting trips to the Communists, and
attempts to obtain more weapons, led the group to perdition several months later – on
15 September Lněnička’s group was arrested in two days and taken for interrogation

1.	Stanislav Vobejda shortly after his release from prison. Photo source: personal archive
of Stanislav Vobejda
2. Stanislav Vobejda today (Ondřej Bratinka, September 2008)
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to Pardubice. Over the next several months, the previous events in Proseč and Budislav
were brought to light. Thus the StB progressively got to Vobejda, who was serving his
time in Cheb for his attempt to leave the Republic. In April 1949, he was brought to
the StB in Pardubice for the investigation of the Budislav case. During the preparation
for the trial, he arrived among his friends at the custodial jail in Chrudim (after having
served his previous sentence). Although he was not of age yet, he was fully criminally
liable, and thus in October sentenced to another 19 years. Altogether, he spent 7 years
in prisons in Cheb, Chrudim, Písek, Bory in Plzeň and in the uranium labor camp Vojna
in the Příbram region.
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Josef Křivka
Born 8 November 1933 in Oldříš
Sentenced 7 October 1950
to 3 years, for high treason, public violence
in the form of extortion, public violence
in the form of breach of close of foreign
public estate and for attempted robbery
1.
2.

He grew up in Budislav with his parents and two younger siblings and attended primary
school there. He began his apprenticeship as a mechanic in Litomyšl in 1948. He was
friends with František Tmej, whose brother fled abroad after the incident in Budislav. It
was Tmej from whom Křivka learned about the gun that Tmej had buried in Budislav.
Křivka allegedly testified for the investigation records and later at the Court that he
had had the machine gun at home. Yet he flatly denied this part of the record in his
testimony made at the end of September 2008, attesting that he only knew about
the gun at that time.
In confrontation with the 60-year-old document containing his testimony from
September 1969 (Křivka was beaten up several times during the interrogation), he also
disputed the information that Lněnička controlled the group as a military commander.
It is obvious that the StB attempted to create that impression while building the case
– the notes which Lněnička used to invite his friends for deterrent operations were
allegedly formulated as military orders. Josef Křivka considers it to be fiction, including
the record claiming that several times he carried a hand grenade to their operations. It
could have been possible, though, as another member of the group (Jaroslav Vomáčka)
had found two grenades earlier, and had lodged them at Lněnička’s. Nevertheless,
Křivka denies that he carried the grenade – after all, the grenade certainly could not
have helped him in their attempt to rob the shop of Nekvinda.
Afterwards, Křivka participated in two deterrent operations initiated by Josef Lněnička. In
the first case, it was a warning shooting that was supposed to force the district secretary
Kroulík to cease his visits and Communist meetings in Budislav. In the second case,
Křivka went together with Josef Lněnička, Miloslav Dočkal, Jaroslav Vomáčka and Olga
Steklá to Secretary Vaňous and kept watch in front of his cottage while Lněnička
and Dočkal questioned Vaňous. On 15 September 1949, he and František Tmej (with
whom he had been hiding in the forest the day before) were arrested and taken into
the custody of the StB regional investigation center in Pardubice. He spent 13 months
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there, and alternatively in Chrudim, during which time they investigated the activities
of the group, the origins of which he knew absolutely nothing about. In the trial with
the “Jánošíci from Budislav,” as the group was called at the State Court, he was sentenced
to three years in prison. As a minor, he served his time in Pardubice, Chrudim and at
the Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk.

3.

4.

1. Josef Křivka in his youth (undated photo). Photo source: personal archive of Josef Křivka
2. Josef Křivka today (Ondřej Bratinka, July 2008)
3.	1st page of the so-called „back-story statement“ (zpráva o pověsti) drawn up by the local Budislav
SNB office as an incriminating document. It served as evidence in the trial in October 1950.
Photo source: National Archive, State Prosecutor’s collection
4. 2nd page of the so-called „back-story statement”
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František Tmej

Born 27 June 1932 in Budislav
Sentenced 7 October 1950
to 2 years for high treason
1.
2.

He completed five years of primary school in Budislav and two years of secondary school
in Proseč. After completing compulsory education, he began training as a confectioner
in Litomyšl, where he commuted together with Josef Křivka.
In March 1949, his brother Jaroslav participated in the planning and implementation of
the warning shooting at the window of vice chairman Čoudek, and had to flee abroad
shortly after. Jaroslav assigned his brother to take care of the proper concealment of
the machine gun that the group owned and that he had put under the bed in his room.
He was worried that the potential discovery of the gun during a house search would put
the whole family in great peril. František Tmej took the gun and buried it, with the consent
of Paťava’s father, under one homestead in Budislav which belonged to a relative of Paťava.
Worried that the gun would corrode, the group, led by Lněnička, took it from the hiding
place to the cottage of former forester Bouška (the father of Milada Boušková). This fact
later enmeshed Bouška in the investigation and earned him a sentence of 25 years.
No one ever used the machine gun for any operation (Paťava only fired a single shot at Čoudek’s
window; from a handgun), and the group received it from Stanislav Vobejda, who no longer
participated in the activities of Lněnička’s group at that time. Afterwards, the machine gun passed
again to the hands of František Tmej, who hid it in his bed and then gave it to his step-brother,
who was supposed to take it away. Tmej did not partake in other operations because he did
not believe in their meaningfulness. According to his own testimony, he did not put any strong
faith in the amateurish operations, facing a regime which had armed forces at its command. His
expectation was met, but he himself suffered from it due to his help. On 15 September, he was
arrested along with Křivka (after a day in hiding) and taken for interrogation to Pardubice. He spent
13 months alternately in Pardubice and Chrudim before the trial, of which four months were in
solitary confinement at the age of 17. In the trial with the groups from Proseč and Budislav, he
was sentenced to two years in prison. By the time of the judgment, he had already served those
13 months; he spent the rest in the Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk.
1. František Tmej in his youth (undated photo). Photo source: personal archive of František Tmej
2. František Tmej today (Photo source: Ondřej Bratinka, October 2008)
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Milada Vopálková
(born Dočkalová)
Born 16 June 1932 in Budislav
Sentenced 7 October 1950
to 18 months for high treason
1.
2.

She was born to a Czech Brethren family in Budislav in 1932. Her parents owned a small
agrarian homestead which provided their livelihood until the three siblings grew up.
Milada Dočkalová attended primary school in Budislav and four grades of secondary
school in Proseč. After completing compulsory education, she was not able to continue
with her studies, due to the financial situation of the family, so she began working in
Centroflor, a factory producing artificial flowers. She had known Josef Lněnička since
childhood, and was a cousin of Miloslav Dočkal, one of the principal future convicts. In
1949, after the escape of Miroslav Paťava and Jaroslav Tmej, Lněnička asked her to assist
in the distribution of anti-regime leaflets. She also participated in several meetings of
Lněnička’s group with her friend Milada Boušková and helped with hiding the weapon
which had been left there after the flight of the joiner apprentices. After the arrest of
most members of the group in September 1949, she was left at liberty until Spring
1950. On 29 March 1950, she was interrogated in relation to the group’s activities in an
StB regional inquiry in Pardubice, and again set free. The StB’s interest in her resulted
in her immediate dismissal from the factory and redeployment to hard work in a brick
plant in Stíčany near Hrochův Týnec (later, some of the under-aged convicts were
also employed in the plant). Six months later, she and Milada Boušková were abruptly
arrested and stayed in a custodial prison in Chrudim for one month. In the October trial
with the “Jánošíci from Budislav,” she was among the accused, and was found guilty
of high treason according to Act No. 231/1948 Coll. As a minor, she was sentenced to
18 months in prison, which she served at the Institute for Adolescent Girls in Lnáře. She
was released in 1952.

1. Milada Vopálková in her youth (undated photo). Photo source: personal archive of Milada Vopálková
2. Milada Vopálková today (Ondřej Bratinka, July 2008)
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Jiří „Orko“ Lang
Born 9 June 1931
in Brno-Horní Heršpice
Sentenced 30 June 1949
to 30 months for high treason
1.
2.

“After February 1948, when the dictatorship of the proletariat began under the governance
of the Communist Part,y with its mendacious propaganda in all the media, it also brought
totalitarianism and a complete lack of freedom of men. Our Scout hearts and our feelings
for our country could not bear it. It was the absolute opposite of our Scout oath and the laws
by which we educated our brothers and sisters. Therefore, we – older members of the 64th
Homogeneous Section of the Minorites in Brno –decided to establish a group and to fight
the Communist tyranny by all means available, in order to inform our fellow citizens about
the lies of Communist propaganda.” (memoirs of Jiří “Orko” Lang)
The Lang family was Catholic and sympathizers of the People’s Party. Jan, the father
supported the People’s Party as a printing master as early as the elections of 1946,
by printing promotional flyers. Jiří Lang was the second child, after his sister Jarmila.
The family spent the last days of the war in the suburbs of Heršpice and witnessed
the advancing front line. Trenches were even dug and machine gun nests built in
their garden, before the line was diverted close to Ořechov. Later, Jiří Lang and his
neighborhood friend Josef Oliva captured their war souvenir – a spent tank machine
gun. In a few years, it was to cause them unforeseeable harm…

1. Jiří Lang after his release from prison in the year 1952. Photo source: personal archive of Jiří Lang.
2. Jiří Lang today (Ondřej Bratinka, July 2008)
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Emil „Mat“ Císař
Born 16 June 1931 in Brno
Sentenced 30 June 1949
to 30 months for high treason
Died 9 September 1998
1.
2.

“The camp was over as well as the successful year 1947, and with the New Year, the ill-famed
February events came – a turning point for our activities, a barrier filling us with disgust
and aversion. We wanted to paralyse it, remove it by agitating people and telling them
the truth. We started meeting for other reasons as well, looking for what we might not have
seen as Scouts, and above all, doing things that the StB would not like...” (Emil Císař, 1992)
They were both born into Catholic families, in the same year and month. They met for
the first time after 1945, when Jiří Lang decided to join the new 64th Homogeneous
Section, founded by Emil Císař shortly after the end of the war, at the prompting of
the Minorite Friar Vojtěch Kráčmer. They were best friends in the section, in prison
and for their whole lives.
The Minorite parish of St. John’s Church favored scouting, and provided it with full
support. Emil became scoutmaster in 1946. It is worth mentioning that “Catholic“ did
not mean any exclusion of creed. It was more of a moral ethos and faithfulness to
the evangelic message, which it is necessary to live up to – according to the Scouts – also
outside the church, den, camps and the hunt for the Three Eagle Feathers. That is also
why Jiří Lang chose the 64th Section after being a member of another section for a short
time (where he got his nickname Orko). Less than six months after the successful camp
in Tvořihráz, it turned out that the youngest members as well as indirectly the whole of
society needed to be reminded to live up to the evangelic message.
On 11 March 1948, news came like a bolt from the blue that the Minister of Foreign
Affairs, Jan Masaryk, had mysteriously taken his own life on the night of 10 March.
The functionaries of the 64th Section, Jiří Lang, Emil Císař, Jiří Mikolowitsch and Stanislav
Verbík, reacted by founding a resistance group, named after the departed in his honor.
1. Emil Císař 1948. Photo source: estate of Emil Cisař in the family archive
2. Emil Císař before his death in 1998. Photo source: family archive of the Císař family
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The declaration of the group, which was an oath of loyalty and silence at the same time,
was hidden in a hollow column at Loreta, a pilgrimage sanctuary of the Minorite church.
(It was discovered in 1952 by a renovating worker, who gave it to the parson Norbert
Škrdlík. He destroyed it so the priceless document could not be preserved, afraid not
for himself as much as he wanted to save his Scouts, some of whom were still in prison
at that time, from further trouble.) In 1948 and at the beginning of 1949, the group
focused on printing anti-regime flyers and planned how to get a working transmitter
and weapons. Already in the late summer of 1948, the scouts joined a similar group of
National Socialists who had previously been engaged in a flyer campaign for the National
Assembly elections in May. At the beginning of 1949, both groups were broken due to
several months’ work of an StB accomplice. The subsequent trial was held in June 1949
and 25 people were sentenced to many years of imprisonment; all four functionaries of
the 64th Section as minors.
In the same unsettled year 1945, P. Vojtěch Kráčmer asked the 14-year-old Emil Císař to
help him accomplish his idea of founding a group under the Minorite parish of St. John’s
in Brno that would not only join his acolyte friends, but also his grammar school classmates and friends from his neighborhood. Kráčmer and Císař started working, and by
the end of 1945 they had already managed to invite several dozens of those interested
to their group meetings. During the following year, the group began its full activity,
and a similar girl's section was created. Věra Stavaričová was one of its leaders. Both
sections were registered with the serial number 64, and both were under the patronage
and spiritual guidance of Minorite friars.

Emil Císař with his girlfriend and future wife, Věra Stavaričová (Císařová) on a Scouting excursion
Photo source: estate of Emil Císař in the family archive
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Czechoslovak president Dr. Edvard Beneš with his wife Hana, at a meeting of Scouts of the 64th
Homogeneous Section. Over the course of the section’s revival during the Prague Spring, Hana Benešová
assumed the auspices of the girl’s branch.

After the establishment of the resistance group (which naturally included only the oldest
members and scoutmasters), the Scouts continued with their activities, but the overall
development took a different direction. All four section functionaries were authors of
flyers. Emil Císař made a stencil for the flyer The Truth Prevails on his typewriter at home;
Jiří Lang drafted the flyer Brnoers.
In the summer, the Scouts managed to make contact through Mikolowitsch’s
acquaintances with a group of young National Socialists with similar interests,
and the scale of their plans grew larger.
“At that time, society was full of expectations that the regime would not last long. That is why
we wanted to get some weapons – to be well prepared for a potential uprising.” (Jiří “Orko”
Lang, July 2007)
Both groups needed to obtain a mimeograph, because their flyer production grew
larger. In December 1948, they stole one from the office of the youth club Úsvit that
settled in the building of the former Typos. Jiří Mikolowitsch and National Socialist
Oldřich Čapek, armed with a gun, asked the guards to kindly surrender the mimeograph
and not call the police until at least one hour has passed… The “potentially seditious
machine,” which was not available for usual purchase that time, was taken to the garden
of the Lang family, to an old and unused septic tank, and Lang and his childhood friend
Josef Oliva started producing a much larger number of flyers than was possible with
the simple printing machine.
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It was January 1949 and the group had less than three weeks left. On 5 January, a meeting
took place in a boiler room on Panská Street. Some of the members of the National
Socialist group, Josef Oliva and all four scoutmasters from the 64th Section were present.
The operation was planned for 15 January, and it was indeed initiated that day. “At the Friday
meeting, the specific tasks for all members were itemized. Three groups were appointed.
The first – Čapek, Stavarič (Ferdinand Stavarič was the brother of Věra Stavaričová,
scoutmaster of the girl's section, and girlfriend and future wife of Císař, author’s note)
and Oliva – was due to meet at 7:45 pm in Komárov, and go by bus from there to Želešice.
The second – Císař, Mikolowitsch and Uvarov – was to come there by car with a fake license
plate. The third – Roman, Verbík and Lang – was supposed to leave by public transport to
the end station in Horní Heršpice and wait there for the second group to come back by car
with weapons. Then, they were to hide the weapons at Langer’s bunker (the septic tank,
author’s note). Mikolowitsch was also supposed to provide chloroform to put the guard to
sleep. On Saturday, 15 January 1949, when everybody was at their posts, Čapek informed
us one by one that the operation could not be carried out, because he had learned that
the storage had been shut down and taken away.” (memoirs of Jiří “Orko” Lang)
Shortly after the operation, the Scouts attempted a robbery of a police station in Brno’s
Masaryk district, in order to get weapons there. But by a strange coincidence, Lang
could not summon anybody with the bell. The group, armed with chloroform to daze
the policeman, destroyed Communist notice boards, smashing them with stones on
the way home…
Regarding facts, times and places, the described events correspond to the operational
records of the StB. At that time, the group was already being closely watched by a very
active informer mentioned under the name Václav Jelen in the files of the Security

Letter from class master Rybnikář from the Josef Kudela classic grammar school in Brno, reminding
Emil’s parents about their son’s absence from school. Shortly after obtaining the letter and the arrest
of his second son Antonín, the elder Emil Císař committed suicide by jumping under a train.
Photo source: estate of Emil Císař in the family archive
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Services. The Scouts knew him as Janda, and he introduced himself with a story of his
“political unreliability.” Václav Jelen was a close colleague of Mikolowitsch’s father in
the Catholic Charity, and had learned from him about the activities of his son. Jelen
made contact with Mikolowitsch, offered assistance and informed on him. He met his
governing official at least 20 times from October 1948 to January 1949, and warned
him that an operation was being prepared, considerably more serious than the mere
printing of several dozens of amateur flyers… He provided first-hand reports, exact
and reliable. According to its own records, the StB had been ready for an operation
since 28 December 1948, when the group had managed to steal the mimeograph.
Jelen’s assurance that something more would happen came true on 15 January.
Four days later (19 January), a mass arrest took place, lasting from noon until evening.
At 1 pm, Jiří Lang and Emil Císař were arrested at Císař’s place and ended up in custody
on Brno’s Mozartova Street the same day. At Lang’s place, a house search was carried
out that day, from which the StB policemen not only took the “corpora delicti,“ but also
stamp albums, climbing shoes and other valuables. Jan Lang, the father of Jiří, managed
to take the documentation of the group's activities from a case on Jiří’s table and destroy
it. Lang and Císař saw each other again in April; they met the rest of the group in court
at the end of June.
“I don’t know anything; we are Scouts and we teach brothers how to behave in nature
and understand it in different seasons,” this was the only thing that Lang repeated while
being hit and smashed hard against a so-called inclined wall where it was impossible to
keep balance during the interrogation. Additionally, there was the torturing uncertainty
about which person had betrayed and from whom the policemen knew so much. After
all, the declaration of silence hidden in the column of Loreta still held.
For six long months, Lang, Mikolowitsch and Verbík were asking the same question
in the fetid cells, where on a daily basis warders brought foul adults who had been
interrogated on an “electric bed” and who had lame feet. Lang and Císař might have
taken their only consolation from the fact that by mistake, in April 1949 they were
placed in the same cell.
Emil Císař was the one who suffered the most until then. His brother Antonín, who
had lent him an old Russian gun, a keepsake from a Red Army officer, was arrested on
24 January. Emil had never fired it, but it was found during the house search. Although
he had nothing to do with the group, he was a military service soldier and he therefore
faced a severe sentence. Thus, two sons of the Císař family disappeared into custody in
one week, without any farewell.
On 29 January 1949, Emil’s father received a final inquiry from the class master of
the seventh year students at the classic grammar school, asking why his son had not
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come to school since 19 January. Shortly after the incident, the pressure of circumstances
caused Emil Císař to suffer a nervous breakdown. He jumped under a train in Zábrdovice
near Brno and died.
From 28 to 30 June, a public session of the State Court took place, and 25 people,
including members of the National Socialist party and their friends, stood trial. Jiří
Lang and Emil Císař were sentenced to 30 months for high treason, and were taken to
serve their time at the Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk. During the trial, an
exhibition was held at the Brno House of Arts, called To jsou oni (It is them) showing
some of the confiscated objects and weapons.
Antonín Císař, a military service soldier and Emil’s brother, was later convicted by
a military court in Prague and sentenced to prison for 8 years. He was not granted
a pardon, but was released due to 80 % disability caused by a cave-in, from which he
never fully recovered.
Emil Císař and Jiří Lang were arrested on the same day and hour. They also left
the Institute in Zámrsk on 18 June 1951. Emil Císař never resumed his studies. After his
military service with the Auxiliary Technical Battalion, he found a job at a construction
works, and stayed there his whole life. After leaving the criminal garrison in Michalovice in
Slovakia, Jiří Lang started working at Tesla, where he was able to secretly pursue evening
studies and finish electro-technical school.

Jiří Lang (on the left) and Emil Císař (right) at the camp of the
64th Homogeneous Section in Tvořihráz in 1947.
Photo source: personal archive of Jiří Lang

Entrance to the garden septic tank,
where in 1948 and January of 1949
Jiří Lang and Josef Oliva printed
anti-regime flyers (Ondřej Bratinka,
September 2008)
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The leaflet campaign
in Nová Bystřice
“ZLATÁ RŮŽE”
(GOLDEN ROSE)
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“From generation
to generation,
we pass the banne
r of resistance,
and of grief.
Resistance agains
t
things that were
–
and grief that we
have lost them.
The search for lo
st time has
filled our space n
ow.
We sit here over
the ashes
of illusions and
with desire,
we wait
for the bird of h
ope to fly out…”
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Karel Vinický
Born 23 December 1931 in Vienna
Sentenced 18 August 1950
to 15 years for high treason and arson
Died 3 February 1998
1.
2.

1. Karel Vinický after his return from jail. Photo source: estate of Karel Vinický in the family archive
2. Karel Vinicky before his death in the year 1998. Photo source: estate of Karel Vinický in the family archive

Jiřina Pešková
(born Tomanová)
Born 27 September 1933
in Starý Bozděch
Sentenced 18 August 1950
to 30 months in prison for associating
against the state
1.
2.

The case of the group “Zlatá růže” is from the same time period as all the previous cases,
and its members were in pursuit of the same goals described in the introduction. Apart
from the severe punishments rendered by the Prague Senate of the State Court in
Jindřichův Hradec on 18 August 1950, this case differs in the fact that it was entirely
the work of minors. Everything other than the participation of adults was constructed
similarly to the case of rector Stříteský. The main defendants, Miloš Jindra and Karel
Vinický, were younger than 19 years old; their alleged activities from the years 1948/1949
were judged as the offenses of minors. Nevertheless, the court found their charges so
grave that, in spite of their confession, it punished them with sentences appropriate for
irredeemable under-aged serial killers.
1. Jiřina Pešková in the 1950s. Photo source: personal archive of Jiřina Pešková
2. Jiřina Pešková today (Ondřej Bratinka, July 2008)
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Six minors and five adults stood before the court for various crimes. Apart from Karel
Vinický and Miloš Jindra, who were prosecuted for arson and high treason, the other
under-aged were mostly charged with associating against the state. The former SNB
member, Jindřich Klápa, who had supposedly abetted the young “conspirators” in their
criminal activities by disclosing confidential information on security matters, apart from
other things, was sentenced to 25 years for both high treason and military treason.
The Local National Committee (MNV) in Nová Bystřice initially competed with Jindřichův
Hradec, as it would have been honored to host the trial in its area.
Jindra and Vinický actually founded a group in the spring of 1948, targeted at
the distribution of leaflets and intimidation of party officials. Altogether, they sent
about 13 letters (one of them to the chairman of the MNV in Nová Bystřice and to
Janeček, a civics teacher) and printed “Modlitbička” (Little Prayer), a leaflet containing
anti-regime paroles, popular at that time. Their actual wish was really just to express
their disapproval of the regime, yet their means were far from what their investigators
ascribed. We can no longer learn the true intentions of the main players (Karel Vinický
and Miloš Jindra have already died).
They wrote leaflets addressed to the United Nations. They appealed to Masaryk, free
elections, and redress for the injustice inflicted by the regime on its neighbors on a daily
basis, and of those about whom Radio Free Europe broadcast every day. It was not
a resistance group with a highly elaborated plot, weapons or systematic preparation.
They were schoolchildren and young students; their program was aimed at simple
freedom and a return to the life which had been destroyed by the Communists. The usual
prosecutor’s phrases about “seditious broadcast of foreign radios, namely Voice of America,
BBC…” were true. Of course they listened to the foreign radio and told political jokes.
They only did what every free society considers natural.
None of them was older than 18 at the time, and the later role of adults was only
marginal and insignificant, as in the other cases described above. Hardly anyone would
believe that teenagers had enough perceptiveness, awareness and sense to declare
a private war against the regime.
Karel Vinický was born on 23 December 1931 in Vienna, where he was raised until the age
of 14 solely by his mother. He completed Czech primary school in Vienna, and after
the war, was apprenticed to a joiner in Nová Bystřice. We would have to ask the theorists
on proletarian revolution why Vinický, who experienced poverty in post-war Vienna,
trained to be a joiner and belonged to the so-called working class, did not flirt with
Communism for even a single day. Prosecutor Kruk patched together a woolly answer
from propaganda slogans in front of the Senate of the State Court in Jindřichův Hradec.
Again, he spoke about “seditious broadcast of foreign radios, namely Voice of America
and BBC, and the reading of improper novels and detective stories.” In August 1950, the State
Court chaired by JUDr. Vojtěch Rudý put the minor Vinický behind bars for 15 years.

The leaflet campaign in Nová Bystřice “Zlatá růže” (GOLDEN ROSE)

Jiřina Tomanová was born in Prague on 27 September 1933. She lived in Nová Bystřice
for four years, then moved with her mother to Prague. They were expelled by the Prague
municipal government when Hitler annexed the Sudetenland. Jiřina and her mother
returned to her father, who was half-Sudeten German and worked in Nová Bystřice.
She went to school there and learned German earlier than Czech. After the war, no
relatives remained in the country. On the whole, there were only five Czech families
left in N. Bystřice. She witnessed the post-war expulsion of Sudeten Germans and she
hated the Communists, chiefly for the cruelties committed by the Red Guards, who had
participated in and supervised the wild expulsion. Jiřina Tomanová was an avid member
of Sokol -- she loved the tradition of the first Republic patriotism and honoured the late
president Masaryk. In 1950, she mentioned it in front of the Court, and they added
another six months to the two years to which she had already been sentenced.
That is basically all that we can, with various modifications, learn from the StB
investigation files and from the Court protocol, recorded (in part and inaccurately) during
the proceedings of 16-18 August 1950; or more precisely, what we can learn and assume
really happened. Karel Vinický and Miloš Jindra were not put on trial only for leaflets
and letters. Their worst offenses were supposedly the preparation of several murders
of Communist officials, an attempt to obtain weapons, and above all, starting the fire
of a tractor station and a granary, which was full of the fruits of a “year’s hard work of
the Agricultural Cooperative.” They allegedly committed the arson at the end of 1949, when
the station really burned down. The leaflet campaign was disclosed at the beginning of
1950 and consequently, both alleged arsonists fell into the hands of the investigators.
Both confessed to all crimes, with marginal differences from the investigation protocol,
and were sentenced. Karel Vinický to 15 years, of which he served six. One year at
the Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk, five years in dozens of prisons for adults,
including the labor camps Vojna, Rovnost, and prisons in Ruzyně and in Pankrác.
Jiřina Tomanová (Pešková) was sentenced to 30 months in prison for her assistance in
writing leaflets, listening to foreign radio and for adhering to President Masaryk. She
served her time at the Institute for Adolescent Girls in Lnáře near Blatná.
After his release from prison, Vinický spent another 33 years in Communist Czechoslovakia.
He married Věroslava Roubcová in 1959 and they had two children. He worked in the factory
Vertex, wrote poems, and did not have many friends. After the Velvet Revolution, he used
to meet his former friends and for a short time, he became a member of the Confederation
of Political Prisoners (Konfederace politických vězňů), but he quit in disappointment
and did not participate in activities of former political prisoners. He died of cancer on
3 February 1998. His inheritance included his poems, letters and short memoirs -- amongst
others, those of the trial in 1950, as well as his complaint addressed to the Regional Court in
České Budějovice from the period of the exoneration trial (1990), in reaction to its verdict,
which left him a residual four years of sentence for arson. We quote its shorter version as
a substitute for live testimony, which Karel Vinický unfortunately cannot provide:
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“Concerning the situation, the way of carrying out the judgments in the 50s, the practices
during interrogations, when thousands of people were bestially tortured to death, when
tens of thousands of families were wrecked, and further when our country was thrown to
the wolves of Soviet imperialism as a nuclear front, when this power was stealing from our
country its national treasures as well as its cultural, human and material values (…) – facing
these facts, the same Regional Court in České Budějovice which acquitted me from the vague
and meaningless paragraph (he meant § 1, art. 1 of the law no. 231/1948 Coll.), sentenced
me, on the other hand, for a crime that I have never committed. According to this decision,
I stopped being a political prisoner and turned into a criminal… (underlined by O. B.) I am
not surprised by this absurdity; I have experienced it many times in 42 years. Despite what
I received in this official letter, I thank you and I hope that during the second judgment, you
will not lose a man put into the context of time, neither in my case nor in others, and that you
will proceed in such way that justice shall be writ large…”
And he continues:
“I have learned what probably happened in reality when I was in custody from a man
nicknamed Uhlobaron (Coal Baron), arrested by the StB, whose name I have already
forgotten, but I know that he owned coal warehouses in Nová Bystřice. He claimed (because
from the beginning, neither he nor other residents of the town believed that any of us would
have set it on fire) that the mentioned barn which burned down had been earlier filled up by
sheaves of damp corn before threshing, and that the fire had been started by spontaneous
combustion. It will never be possible to discover whether it was ignorance or reprehensible
carelessness and sloppiness of agricultural workers, and whether it was promptly used,
without punishing the real culprit, for the ideological manipulation which could reshape
reality into the act of the ‘class enemy.’
During the interrogation by the StB, amid the constant beating, I was told that they were
looking for some of the adult members of our group who committed this crime and that we,
the minors, shall serve them to disclose this adult. I recoiled while thinking of the matter; that
there was a game being played which on one side was supposed to lead to a show trial (…)
The brutality, cynicism and openness of statements made by the StB policemen showed that
they would try to send somebody to the gallows. It was impossible to wait now; any lenience
was unfeasible. It was imperative to take action. And so I acted, upon my best consciousness
and conscience, as I expected each of us, the minors, to act in order to prevent this crime.
I never thought of it as self-sacrifice, always as a duty with no place for discussion. Those
who interrogated us tried to embellish the confession, as it was constantly refined. They were
not satisfied with my statement that I lit the straw with matches; therefore I had to ‘confess’
after another interrogation that the straw was lit by phosphorous fuses. I mention this as
a fact, to show how reality was misshaped, how the maximum effect of the so-called crime
was systematically created so that it remained as a fact that it was the professional work of
a diversionist… I confessed to this crime also for another important reason. I knew that, as
I was under-aged, I could not be executed, considering the widespread illusion of that time
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that the Western allies would not let us, as an old, cultural and essentially humane nation,
fall under the hand of Asians and that it was a question of weeks, months at worst, to get rid
of these intruders. This belief was so firm that there was something obsessive about it; now
after 42 years, we know that the reality is different.
To fill out my statement, I add that not only people, actions and protocols were manipulated,
but also the court authorities, for I have learned, as I was told by wardens Žák and Zachata,
that I would hardly get less than five years at the District Court in Jindřichův Hradec,
where our trial was to be held. I was not brought to the StB again until several weeks after
the interrogation, somewhere in between the arrest and the trial, and I was interrogated
alternately by Dr. Vojtěch Rudý and Dr. Barbaš; just before the trial I found out that they were
the Chair of the Senate and the State Court Prosecutor. Therefore, it was clear that in order to
create the so-called ‘revolutionary judiciary’ character, and the ‘big theater’ it was supposed
to be, members of the KSČ and ČSM were given card votes, so that the frenetic yelling started
by these people would sound in unison. (…) The role of the ex officio attorneys, who were
paid by our parents and whom we could not meet either before or after the trial, was also
absurd. They were only introduced to us at the beginning of the trial, just before we entered
the hall; and supposedly knowing our case, they told the court to consider us as minors.
The whole plea was based on blather, composed of some rhetoric and several phrases.
The whole thing lasted about a minute. Considering the rate of the Czech language, about
92 words (…) With best regards and thanks, Karel Vinický.”
To conclude, Karel Vinický has never been fully exonerated, and the crime of arson
remained in his criminal record until his death in 1998. Similar to Miloš Jindra, Karel
Vinický refused to call for justice shortly before
the expiration of the term for exonerations at
the end of 1995, with the reservation that after
a closer inspection of their case, such vindication
should be passed without saying.
Jiřina Pešková was never accepted to high
school and after her release from prison, she
began working in heavy industry, in hot labor
in an ironworks, in order to provide for her old
parents. She never returned to Nová Bystřice.

August 1950 propagandist article in the daily
newspaper Southern Bohemian Truth, bearing news
about the “Zlatá růže“ group. Photo source: estate of
Karel Vinický in the family archive
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Two stories from the case
of Miloslav Choc
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The trial of Miloslav Choc (1925–1949) was the first real show trial, tailored to fit new
laws (on the Protection of the Republic Act No. 231/1949 Coll., on the State Court Act
No. 232/1948 Coll.), of course with the law being applied retroactively, concerning
activities that had happened before the laws came into force.
In this trial, Miloslav Choc, a student of the Prague Technical University, a functionary of
the National Socialist Party, an activist and adventurer, became the principal accused of an
alleged conspiracy, which was – according to the investigators and the court – operated
by the American CIC and “treacherous” emigrants. Eventually, approximately 100 people
were put together in Chociáda (the working title of the investigation and the trial), divided
into several groups which were all supposed to play their part in the conspiracy.
The murder of the Communist Security Service major and important authority of
the partisan movement, Augustin Schramm, killed in May by an unknown culprit in his
flat in Prague’s Vinohrady district, set the starting point for the fabrication of this highly
complicated case. The murder, although it was allegedly only the tip of the iceberg,
was never reliably clarified. Only several days after the crime, Miloslav Choc had already
been arrested in Moravia’s Prostějov as the principal suspect. State Security probably
knew about him from the moment he again set foot on Czechoslovak territory.
At first, Miloslav Choc had not intended to join the resistance movement. He had
fled across the border soon after February, because he did not see his future in
Czechoslovakia. At that time, crossing the border was not nearly as difficult as it was
at the beginning of the 50s, and thousands of young people headed West. They either
wanted to stay there and live in freedom, or to offer their services to the democratic
powers. The world expected war, and many of these people placed great hopes in
the impermanence of the Communist dictatorship. Choc carried an important message
on behalf of the employees of the CIC across the “line,” handed it in, and, after a short
stay at the refugee camp Wasseralfingen, moved with his friends to the refugee camp
in Regensburg, the so-called “Goetheschule.” Among others, he met there the former
partisan and “squabbler” Josef Vávra, called the Old Man, and decided to return to
Czechoslovakia with several tasks and commissions. They were mostly simple operations
– to contact several important people, to distribute illegal prints (that were to agitate
prospective opponents of the regime) and to organize cells for conspiracy.
It will probably never be possible to re-enact Choc’s activities in Czechoslovakia in
the spring of 1948. There are many grey areas in the period leading up to his arrest
in Prostějov at the beginning of June 1948; the possibility of him being the culprit of
the murder of Augustin Schramm seems to be rather unlikely.
Not even Choc’s fiancée, 17-year-old Eva Vokálová, knew much about his activities, although
her story is connected to him. After he was sentenced to capital punishment in the autumn,
she was the last person (except for his confessor) to see him in the condemned cell…

68

Eva Dušková
(born Vokálová)
Born 11 November 1931
Sentenced 11 December 1948
for high treason to 5 years
1.
2.

Eva Dušková (born Vokálová) was born in Prague in 1931. Her father, František Vokál,
built two villas in Ořechovka during the period of the First Republic. After his death,
Ludmila Vokálová, Eva’s mother, rented parts of the villas to students of the technical
university. František Vokál was an ex-serviceman from the First World War, and had his
own opinion on Russia. According to Eva Dušková, he expected the arrival of Stalin’s
Red Army – unlike her mother – with the strong belief that Czechoslovakia would not
fare better. František Vokál died of jaundice in 1943, and left behind his wife and three
children. Eva was the youngest.
After the war, she started preparing for conservatory; she played the piano very well
and was looking forward to her future. She attended balls of the National Socialist youth
- she did not like the Communists, but she was not interested in politics. At that time in
1947, Miloslav Choc also attended these balls. He already had a quite unflattering past
from the time when he worked as a people’s commissioner in the borderland. He met
Eva, they started seeing each other, and got engaged in 1948. Eva was 16, Choc 23.
Eva Vokálová knew that Choc had fled abroad, as well as that he was not the least bit
satisfied with the regime and wanted to take action against it. That was all. When Choc
returned from the U.S. occupation zone, he naturally did not tell her anything about his
activities. He only asked her to hide some anti-regime leaflets in her house. He also told
her stories of rough conditions in refugee camps in the West.
On 28 May 1948, the StB came for all the members of the family and drove mother
Ludmila and her three children out of bed. “My brother wanted to take a piece of bread
or sugar. But one of the policemen just said: ‘Don’t take anything, you’ll be back in an hour.’
They took me, my mother and my sister to one cell; our brother to Karlák. It was terrible.
When they threw us in there, we were 12 in one cell; horrible stench. There was a toilet, just
a small booth, then prostitutes, thieves and one bucket and basin for washing; we slept three
to a bed.” (Eva Dušková, April 2006)

Two stories from the case of Miloslav Choc

The StB searched the house of the Vokáls and found leaflets left there by Choc after his
arrival in Czechoslovakia.
The murder was never truly clarified, and the confession was beaten out of Miloslav
Choc, among others, on the promise that the Vokál family would be released. The StB
had actually come for the family before arresting Choc, and only two older siblings were
released after several days. The mother Ludmila, who housed Choc, and Eva, who was
his fiancée and knew about the hidden leaflets, remained in prison and were put on trial
together with Choc and another 110 people in the series of trials called the Chociáda. As
mentioned before, Miloslav Choc was sentenced to death by the State Court in Prague
on 25 November 1948. Later in December, the same Senate sent Ludmila Vokálová to
prison for 15 years, and her daughter Eva for 5 years. Choc was executed on 19 February
1949; Eva served her time in institutes and youth penitentiaries – in Hradec Králové,
Kostelec nad Orlicí (with the workplace in Doudleby), in Lnáře near Blatná and in
Zámrsk near Vysoké Mýto. She was allowed to visit her mother only once during her
imprisonment. Ludmila Vokálová was released in 1960 and died shortly afterwards, due
to physical and mental consequences of 12 years of imprisonment and slavery.

3.
1. Eva Dušková in the 1950s. Photo source: personal archive of Eva Dušková
2. Eva Dušková today (Vavřinec Menšl, 2007)
3. 	Miloslav Choc (left) and Eva Dušková (right) in the garden of the Vokál family villa in Ořechovka (1947).
Photo source: personal archive of Eva Dušková
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Zdenka Hraběová
(born Horčíková)
Born 20 June 1930 in Nová Dubeč
Sentenced 11 December 1948
to 5 years (later reduced to 3 years
6 months) for high treason
1.
2.

Zdenka met Miloslav Choc only twice in her life, in the halls of the building of the National
Socialist Party, which she had joined at the age of 16, on her parents’ example.
Completing business school in 1947, she worked for the Party Secretariat until the end
of March 1948, when she left due to the usurpation of power by the Communists. She
found a new job at the Slovak Glassworks in Prague. At that time, she was already in
touch with several groups of former young National Socialists, from whom she received
anti-regime leaflets and forwarded them on. She arranged a contact between her
former superior from the Secretariat, Emil Lešák (who had been forced to emigrate),
and his family, via another pair who were about to cross the border. She gave them
a letter, to which she attached the return address of her workplace and added two
Communist Party membership cards, which she had previously obtained. However,
the border crossing went wrong, and they were both captured at the border. Apart
from the materials from Zdenka, the StB found one issue of the illegal magazine
Za svobodou (For Freedom), published by another group of National Socialist students.
(Coincidentally, the same one from which Zdenka had received the leaflets.) One of
the boys captured at the border unfortunately had met Miloslav Choc several times
in the past, and thus the StB had the door open to put all discovered corpora delicti
(i.e. the leaflets, the illegal magazine and the letter) together and form another artificial
group for the Chociáda. No real connection between the leaflet group and Miloslav
Choc existed. In this trial (Kukal and Company), Zdenka Horčíková was sentenced to
5 years; later, after appeal, the punishment was reduced to 3 years 6 months. She served
her time with Eva Vokálová at the penitentiary in Hradec Králové, in Kostelec nad Orlicí
with the working place in Doudleby and at the Institute for Adolescent Girls in Lnáře.
1.
2.
3.
4.

Zdenka Horčíková in the year 1948. Photo source: personal archive of Zdenka Hraběová
Zdenka Hraběová today (Ondřej Bratinka, August 2008)
Young convicts (Eva Vokálová bottom center, Zdenka Horčíková top left)
Zdenka Hraběová and Eva Dušková in front of the church of the Holy Trinity in Lnáře.
Photo source: Víťa Romanov, 2007)

Two stories from the case of Miloslav Choc

3.

4.
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The Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk
The Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk was established in 1947 when a former
château was rebuilt to be used as a penitentiary for the adolescents, and a section of
young convicts was moved there from a special department of the prison in Valdice.
In 1948, the local “youth custody and correctional center” was temporarily closed,
and restored a year later. The first minors, sentenced by the State Court according to Act
No. 231/1948 Coll., came to Zámrsk in July 1949, and their number gradually increased
to 68 by the end of the year.
In 1952, a special department for young girls who had previously served time at
the Institute in Lnáře, was opened in Zámrsk. All prisoners without exception had
to undergo political re-education, into which the regime put an extraordinary effort
due to the age of the convicts. The educational framework consisted of a set of rules
based on the doctrine of Soviet educator and theorist Anton Semyonovich Makarenko.
The practical re-education was applied not only in the teaching of fundamental
principles of Marxist ideology, but also in the combination of military and work drill. To
integrate the convicts back into society, there was the option to undergo craftsman's
training and obtain a certificate of apprenticeship. However, it was impossible to resume
studies. It was incumbent upon all convicts to work; this was carried out either inside
the château, in an adjacent farm building or as so-called task forces in neighboring
View of the château in Zámrsk, where the correctional institute for adolescents was located in 1949-50.
Photo source: National Archive, Zámrsk collection
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towns (e.g. at the Karosa State Enterprise in Vysoké Mýto). Tailor’s, joiner’s and other
craftsman’s workshops, laboring for the use of the facility, were part of the château as
well. Zámrsk also provided a labor force for other, more outlying workplaces -- so-called
detached inmate work parties.
In Zámrsk, there was also an inmate home rule, which assumed some organizational
and technical tasks as well as the observance of prison rules.
In 1950, a large music ensemble was created in Zámrsk, led by violoncello virtuoso
František Smetana, who was serving his time there for a political crime. The repertoire

Joint appearance of the girls’ and boys’ ensembles from the Institute for Juveniles in Zámrsk.
Photo source: personal archive of Karel Metyš

From the 15 October 1950 announcement on the inmates who joined the institute in Zámrsk in recent
weeks. The attribute „studying” (studujíci) is entirely false, because at the said time all of the convicted
had been expelled not only from grammar school, but from all III. level schools in the Republic.
Photo source: National Archive, Zámrsk collection
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28 August 1950 announcement of the leader of the SVS section in Zámrsk, Second Lieutenant Alois
Richter to the SVS leader, Lieutenant Colonel JUDr. Miloslav Kloss, on the content of a cultural program
with the title „Celebration of joy from work accomplished,“ which was organized to honor the most
productive workers from the ranks of prisoners. Source: National Archive, Zámrsk collection

of the band consisted mostly of builders (of socialism) or educational pieces (according
to the terminology of that time), and it was Smetana who managed to include some
popular jazz or classical songs. However, it caused the displeasure of Communist
authorities, and was not always allowed. Musical performances and rehearsals were
naturally held after working hours.
The Institute for Young Offenders in Zámrsk was not closed until 1959. Currently, the State
Regional Archives in Zámrsk is located in the château. According to the testimonies of
witnesses, the Institute for Juvenile Delinquents in Zámrsk was not an extermination
camp, as the jails for adult political prisoners of that time seemed to be. However, it
remains a symbol of non-freedom and unjust persecution of political prisoners, who –
in the words of Jiří Kopřiva – “were nothing and remained nothing for a long time.”
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The Institute for Adolescent Girls in Lnáře
The Institute for Adolescent Girls in Lnáře did not last long. It was founded as
a subdivision for girls and was subordinate to the institute in Zámrsk. Young girls were
held in prison there, immediately after the monks of the local Augustinian monastery
were expelled in the spring of 1950. The whole estate was brutally rebuilt at the same
time in order to serve as a penitentiary for the young. The convicts, who had been
brought there from a special department for young girls in the jail of the District Court
in Hradec Králové, had already participated in cleaning out the monastery, clearing
out the library and some auxiliary construction works. The same system as in Zámrsk
was applied in Lnáře (although only several dozen inmates were there), i.e. military
drill, pedantic emphasis on tidiness, and educational training. New prison rules, issued
in 1951, codified the lower position of all prisoners sentenced according to the law
on the protection of the Republic. In 1952, the girls moved from Lnáře to Zámrsk,
and a medical institution for the mentally ill was established there. It remains in
operation to the present day.

Church of the Holy Trinity, located by the cloister of Discalced Augustinians in Lnáře.
Photo source: Víťa Romanov, 2007
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Young inmates (Eva Vokálová first from the left, Zdenka Horčíková second from the left) during apple
picking. Photo source: personal archive of Zdenka Hraběová

Drawings made by an inmate of the Institute for Adolescent Girls in Lnáře, capturing the girls’ everyday
working life. Photo source: Dagmar Chlebounová
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