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Abstract
In the mid-1970s the collaboration of the Czechoslovak First FMV Directorate (I. správa FMV) 
with Karel Koecher (code names “Tulian”, “Pedro”, “Petr”, “Rino”) and his wife Hana (“Hanka”, 
“Adrid”), a pair of agents sent abroad in September 1965 by the Czechoslovak State Security 
(StB) with the task of infiltrating the American intelligence apparatus, culminated. In July 
1973, less than two years after the suspension of cooperation, the First FMV Directorate 
resumed contact with Koecher. After finding out that he works at the operational‑technical 
unit of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), dealing with wiretapping of foreign representa-
tions of the communist bloc, the „Rino“ case is connected with the participation of the 
headquarters of the Soviet First KGB Main Directorate. During his two‑year contract with the 
Transcription Unit, Koecher handed over the Czechoslovak and Soviet intelligence at secret 
meetings in Zurich, Geneva, Vienna, during the withdrawal behind the Iron Curtain to the 
Czechoslovakia and further through his wife, data on several dozen of his collaborators, on 
the basis of which the First KGB Main Directorate apparently tried to recruit several CIA em-
ployees. At the same time, he reported on CIA wiretapping operations in Latin America, the 
Middle East, Africa and Asia, especially in Bogota, Beirut, Kabul and Tunis. His information 
was valued at $ 20,000 by KGB Chairman Y. V. Andropov. The analysis of the agency docu-
mentation on the “Rino” and “Adrid” cases made it possible to reconstruct the cooperation 
of the Czechoslovak and Soviet intelligence both at the central level, through the apparatus 
of the deputy chief representative of the KGB at FMV ČSSR col. P. J. Nyedosekin, as well as 
in the USA at the level of residencies in New York. The controversial couple’s collaboration 
did not end in September 1976, but continued on a low profile into the 1980s before they 
were finally apprehended by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) in late November 1984.
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1	 The Czech version of this study entitled „Případ ‚Rino‘: náš človek v CIA. Řízení čs. špičkové agen-
tury sovětskou rozvědkou, 1973–1976“ was published in Securitas Imperii, 2016, No. 29 (02/2016),  
pp. 190–242. 
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In September 1965 Czechoslovak State Security deployed the agents Karel and 
Hana Koecher2 abroad, giving them the task of infiltrating the American Intelli-
gence system. Their cooperation with the Czechoslovak Federal Ministry of the 
Interior Main Intelligence Directorate (First FMV Directorate) culminated in the 
mid-1970s. However, what makes the case of this controversial married couple 
particularly interesting is not so much their relative success in the United States, or 
the inability of Czechoslovak Intelligence to manage them continuously long‑term, 
or even their arrest by the Federal Bureau of Investigation at the end of November 
1984 and their exchange for the Soviet dissident (and future Israeli minister) Na-
tan Sharansky.3 It is the fact that the agents’ file (registration number 44503) has 
survived, thus enabling us to analyse in relative detail how big a share the Main 
Intelligence Directorate of the KGB of the Council of Ministers of the USSR (First 
KGB Main Directorate) had in the management of the top network of agents of 
a satellite intelligence service, even without knowing the Soviet Files agenda. It also 
enables us to correct some inaccuracies that have been perpetuated.4

The renewal of cooperation

In November 1972, a few months after Lt. Col. Jiří Švestka (code‑named “Šimovič”) 
had been provisionally appointed to the position of Head of the 52nd Section, fo-
cused on the USA and Latin America, this operational section processed an analysis 
of the case of the agent “Tulian” which it put before the leadership of First FMV 
Directorate.5 Czechoslovak Intelligence had broken off contact with the agent in 

2	 Karel Koecher (born 21. 9. 1934) was originally registered by Directorate III of the Czechoslovak 
Interior Ministry (Ministerstvo vnitra, MV) on 6. 4. 1960 in a file with reg. no. 20123. After the op-
eration was handed over on 29. 12. 1962, the First Section of Second MV Directorate a month later 
opened the agent’s file “Pedro” (reg. no. 22272), which was taken over on 27. 7. 1966 by First MV 
Directorate under the code-name “Tulian” (reg. no. 44503). The proposal to plant him abroad with 
his wife, née Hana Pardamcová (born 8. 1. 1944), was worked out by the First Section of Second 
MV Directorate on 25. 6. 1965 in cooperation with the First Section of the First MV Directorate. Cf. 
Security Services Archives Prague (ABS), fund (f.) Agents’ files Collection, archive (arch.) number (no.) 
816105 MV. 

3	 Cf. PACNER, Karel: Československo ve zvláštních službách, 1961–1989. Vol. IV. Themis, Prague 2002, 
pp. 562–578; PALEČEK, Pavel: Podivný příběh komunistických špionů Hany a Karla Köcherových.  
In: ČELOVSKÝ, Bořivoj: (ed.): Oči a uši strany. Sedm pohledů do života StB. Tilia, Šenov u Ostravy 2005, 
pp. 40–76. For the most recent on the Koechers’ life stories see ŠEVELA, Vladimír: Český krtek v CIA. 
Cesta Karla Köchera z StB přes americké tajné služby do Prognostického ústavu. Prostor, Prague 2015, 
and the documentary film by Jakub Wagner Rino. Příběh špiona (Czech Television, Prague 2016). 

4	 We have succeeded in pinning down Koecher’s information about CIA activities not only in Bogota, 
but also other places in the world and fundamentally expanding the number of people whose lives 
were affected by his reports as an agent. For previous interpretations cf. ANDREW, Christopher – 
MITROKHIN, Vasili: The Sword and the Shield. The Mitrokhin Archive and the Secret History of the 
KGB. Basic Books, New York 1999, pp. 199–201; KESSLER, Ronald: Spy vs. Spy. Stalking Soviet Spies 
in America. Charles Scribner’s Sons, New York 1988, pp. 52–63; ŠEVELA, Vladimír: Český krtek v CIA; 
BLUM, Howard: The Spy Who New Too Much. An Ex-CIA Officer's Quest Through a Legacy of Betrayal. 
HarperCollins books, New York 2022, pp. 151–171.

5	 ABS, f. Main Intelligence Directorate – agents’ files (I.S-4), file reg. no. 44503/013, “TULIAN” – pro-
posal for contact in the USA, 11. 5. 1973.
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September 1971 because he refused to return to the Czechoslovak Socialist Repub-
lic (ČSSR).6 Headquarters in Prague was convinced that after such a long interval, 
“Tulian” must think he had been written off as an secret agent in the USA.7 

At the beginning of 1973, the First FMV Directorate found out through monitor-
ing Koecher’s correspondence with relatives in Prague that he had obtained em-
ployment of a semi‑diplomatic nature in Washington, D.C., in the course of which 
he and his wife were planning to set out on a business trip to Europe. Based on 
this information, the leadership of the 52nd Section decided it would be useful to 
re‑establish contact with him. The Head of Section Lt. Col. Švestka consulted the 
case with our Soviet Friends, who agreed that the contact would be suitable.8

In April 1973, the 52nd Section worked on a proposal to make contact with “Tu-
lian”, sending it to the residency in New York for their opinion and suggestions. 
The Washington residency meanwhile carried out a screening and reconnaissance 
of Koecher’s home in the American capital.9 

On the basis of an in‑depth analysis and with the approval of the Deputy Head 
of First FMV Directorate, Lt. Col. František Vlček (code‑named “Petřina”), the Head 
of the 52nd Section said in a proposal of 11 May 1973 that the case is “clean” and 
the situation that has arisen should be used. Presumably following consultation 
with colleagues from the First KGB Main Directorate, the view was aired “that any 
intelligence service would make use of the situation that has arisen and would make 
contact with an agent in TULIAN’s position, considered as a “trained” colleague, in 
the premises.

There was in theory the risk that the agent was treacherous, which would lead 
either to a direct threat to the case officer or, after some time, to the risk of coop-
erating with a dangle. However, even just a brief meeting in Koecher’s home could 
provide the necessary information about the nature of his employment, and enable 
them to estimate whether he really had possibilities for Intelligence.10

On 13 July 1973, after weighing up all the hazardous circumstances, the First Dep-
uty Head of the First FMV Directorate, Col. Dr. Zdeněk Žlábek (code‑named “Žem-
la”) signed a confirmation that the measure of risk was “appropriate” for sending 
the resident Lt. Col. Vaclav Králík (code‑named “Kareš”) and an officer of the New 
York residency, First Lt. Richard Zítek (code‑named “Hořejší”) to make contact.11 

Shortly after contact had been made, Headquarters received a telegram to say 
that “Operation Tulian” of 25 July 1973 had been carried out successfully. Lt. Col. 
Králík reported that the agent had been engaged on a two‑year contract by the U.S. 

6	 Ibid., “PETR”– Proposal for contact in the USA, undated.
7	 Ibid., Operation “PETR”, 10. 9. 1973.
8	 Ibid., “TULIAN”– Proposal for contact in the USA, 11. 5. 1973.
9	 Ibid., TULIAN – Request for agreement to carry out an operation in New York, 27. 4. 1973.
10	 Ibid., “TULIAN”– Proposal for contact in the USA, 11. 5. 1973.
11	 Ibid., TULIAN – Addendum to proposal for contact in the USA, 12. 7. 1973. The resident and his 

colleague were both “legals” (i.e., spies with official cover), as First and Third Secretaries of the 
Czechoslovak Permanent Mission to the United Nations respectively.
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Department of Defense in the department of research and analysis, focusing on 
issues of the USSR and other countries of the Socialist camp and had been working 
there as a specialist since February 1973.12

Some time later a tape recording of the meeting reached Prague in the diplomatic 
bag. In it, Koecher stated that he “was sitting” in the Pentagon with the head of 
department Colonel Brauer,13 and the confirmation he gave to Lt. Col. Králík that he 
was willing to continue his cooperation was documented on the recording.

At the end of the meeting the resident agreed with Koecher to make contact 
again in New York on 3 August 1973. Headquarters and the First FMV Directorate 
leadership reassessed the agent under the new cover name “Petr”. There was an-
other consultation with a representative of the First KGB Main Directorate at the 
First KGB Directorate who agreed there was a considerable measure of risk but 
again recommended making contact. Czechoslovak Intelligence was aware that it 
had never had any agent in such a position in the USA before, and his position in 
the Pentagon was therefore considered to be extremely attractive from the point of 
view of protecting the interests of the ČSSR, the USSR and the whole Socialist camp.14

The New York residency was informed on 31 July 1973 that Headquarters, with 
due awareness of the high measure of risk, had agreed to the proposed meeting. 
The aim was to find out from the agent what he was working on, what materials 
he was using, and how they were classified. If the resident discovered that Koecher 
had access to materials relating to the security of the Soviet Union, Czechoslovakia, 
or other countries of the Socialist camp, he had to consider whether it would be 
appropriate to give an assignment relating to this immediately.15

However, the day before the meeting, the Deputy Interior Minister of the Czecho- 
slovak Socialist Republic Maj. Gen. Ján Hanuliak refused to approve it.16 On 22 Au-
gust 1973 Headquarters made it clear to the residency in New York that the nature 
of the building in which the agent “was sitting” meant that a number of questions 
had been posed that needed to be assessed responsibly. At this stage we consulted 
the [Soviet] Friends, who think the case is very risky, and Headquarters is of the 
same opinion. Since no other way of making contact with “Petr” had been agreed 
(e.g. firm meetings), Intelligence lost contact with him.17

12	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/025, Encryption no. 6223 from the New York residency, 27. 7. 1973.
13	 Ibid., Transcript of tape recording from a meeting with Tulian on 25. 7. 1973; Cf. KESSLER, Ronald: 

Spy vs. Spy, p. 58.
14	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/013, “PETR”– Proposal for contact in the USA, undated.
15	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/025, Extract from report (radio) for New York, 31. 7. 1973.
16	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, “PETR”– Proposal to contact in the USA, undated.
17	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/025, LK/ZA, 22. 8. 1973.
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Agent “Rino”

On 18 October 1973 Headquarters informed the residency that they had changed 
Koecher’s cover name from “Petr” to “Rino”. It disclosed at the same time that an 
analysis and screening of the case was being prepared with Soviet Intelligence. 
Detailed suggestions were promised for making the new contact. For your infor-
mation: the proposal assumes that contact will be made in the same way as in July, 
security will be provided on the one hand by Comrade Hořejší, while further security 
will be negotiated by Headquarters with the Friends.18 

It was not until March 1974 that the First FMV Directorate dealt with the issue 
of how to contact the agent safely. Moreover, according to a communication from 
the residency, they had not yet received the results of the inspection by the First 
KGB Main Directorate that Soviet Intelligence apparatus was supposed to conduct 
in the building where RINO works.19 On 1 April 1974, Lt. Col. Švestka submitted to 
the First Deputy Head of First FMV Directorate, Col. Žlábek a proposal for renewing 
contact with Koecher through his wife Hana.20 

From monitoring the correspondence with family members in Czechoslovakia it 
eventually emerged that the Koechers were planning to visit relations in Switzer-
land in August 1974. Before Headquarters definitively decided on a more secure 
variant of making contact, the First KGB Main Directorate consulted the resident 
in Bern about this possibility. The conclusion was that the numerically weak sur-
veillance service of the Swiss counter‑intelligence service could not threaten the 
operation under consideration.

On 2 July 1974, the Head of the First FMV Directorate, Maj. Gen. Miloš Hladík, 
approved the idea of sending the Head of the 57th Section (Asia) Lt. Col. Králík to 
Switzerland, primarily because he was the only member of Headquarters personal-
ly known to Koecher. The case officer in charge of the resurrected case had to draw 
him out thoroughly about his workplace, find out on what issues he was specifical-
ly working and whether he had access to classified materials, and make a note of 
the contacts in the building and what the future of his contract looked like.21 

After making contact at Zurich airport, Lt. Col. Králík learnt at two meetings on 
20 and 22 August 1974 that until September 1973 “Rino” had been engaged as a ci-
vilian employee in the Pentagon. He worked under Col. Jerry Brauer on the analytical 
processing of reports from Rudé právo, Práce and some other Czechoslovak period-
icals, sometimes from the Soviet press. The themes were oriented towards the field 
of political and military strategy, primarily new facilities of importance from the 
military point of view such as power stations, gasworks, gas pipelines, transport, etc.

18	 Ibid., LK/ZA, 18. 10. 1973. 
19	 Ibid., LK/ZA, 21. 3. 1974.
20	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/013, RINO – Proposal to contact his wife, 1. 4. 1974.
21	 Ibid., Agent RINO – Proposal for contact in Switzerland, 2. 7. 1974.
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Koecher claimed that at some point in September 1973 Walter Raymond, chief of 
the branch for special operations (Department D) in the Soviet bloc of the Central 
Intelligence Agency (CIA), invited him for a chat. Apart from that, he said he had 
just been recruited to one of the CIA offices covered by the Pentagon, with perhaps 
a hundred employees who evaluated recordings of the wiretappings in Soviet bloc 
embassies, commercial departments and staff apartments. The group was led by an 
American of Yugoslav origin, Miloš Vukasin. Lt. Col. Králík noted that among the 
other employees were some of Russian origin – Michail Griwski, a married couple 
named Kozlov, and someone called Anton.

“Rino” told Králík already at this tête‑à‑tête in Switzerland that in April 1974 he 
had personally processed the recordings from four telephone lines belonging to 
the Soviet diplomatic and trade delegations in the Columbian capital Bogota. The 
CIA is apparently preparing to recruit someone on the Soviet staff in Bogota. The 
source could not ascertain exactly who. He described however the deputy chief 
of the CIA station in Bogota, a former pilot from Vietnam, who was interested in 
the details of the recordings. The source also said that in general nothing “leaks” 
from the wiretappings because the workers from the USSR are very disciplined. In 
comparison with them apparently, the employees of the Czechoslovak mission in 
Accra in Ghana were not choosy about their expressions, which could be extremely 
vulgar, and were very “gossipy”. Last but not least, he gave some detailed informa-
tion about the wiretapping of the Soviet resident in Beirut in Lebanon, someone 
called Nikiforov.

The employees of this secret CIA unit were not allowed to know each other’s sur-
names, and had to know at least one Slavonic language besides English and other 
languages; most of them dealt with the Soviet Union. According to Vukasin, the 
American intelligence service seemed convinced that cooperation between Soviet 
and Czechoslovak Intelligence had not yet been restored to the level it was before 
1968. After the betrayals by employees of Czechoslovak Intelligence, Soviet Intelli-
gence apparently began to rely more on themselves and the CIA no longer works 
against Czechoslovak Intelligence as widely as before.

The leadership of the American 52nd Section agreed with Lt. Col. Králík’s  view 
that an “irreparable error” had been made by the First FMV Directorate when, after 
contact had been made in summer 1973, a whole year passed before agreement was 
given for contact to be renewed. The inability to influence the agent not to leave the 
wiretapping workplace was especially regretted. I recommend that this information 
to be passed on to the Friends immediately and that they be asked for a standpoint, 
which we need urgently, especially from the point of view of screening.22 

In a  more detailed report about the meeting requested by Maj. Gen. Hladík, 
Králík emphasises that Koecher works in the operational‑technical office of the 

22	 Ibid., Report on the progress of Operation RINO, 26. 8. 1974. All the quotations are from this docu-
ment.
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CIA, whose main target is the residencies of our Soviet Friends. During the meeting 
Koecher let slip specific data about the measures prepared against the First KGB 
Main Directorate. The next approach and surveillance measures have therefore to 
be consulted with Soviet representatives.23 

At the same time, on 10 September 1974, the Head of the 52nd Section Lt. Col. 
Švestka sent a  report with information gained during the meeting in Zurich to 
a representative of the First KGB Main Directorate. Due to the operational com-
plexity of the service and the screening of agent RINO we request your prompt ver-
ification of our information. Since most of the information acquired concerns CIA 
activity against the USSR, at the current stage of development your help can make 
a significant contribution to the screening of A[gent] – RINO and further manage-
ment of the whole case.24

The KGB versus the CIA

The Main Intelligence Directorate of the KGB was thus officially informed about 
the nature of the workplace Koecher had infiltrated, including details about the 
Russian‑speaking staff.

Griwski was described as a capable and promising officer who worked on special 
affairs with the possibility to travel abroad, and Kozlov as a  former adherent of 
General Vlasov25, like Anton, whom the Soviet residency had apparently already 
tried to recruit.

The operational sections of the First KGB Main Directorate, especially Latin
‑America and the Near East, received the specific information about the CIA’s activ-
ity in Bogota with satisfaction. They actively tap four telephone lines – the embassy, 
the commercial section, the consulate and maybe the head of the commercial section 
at home. […] A particular diplomatic employee from the US Embassy in Bogota who 
is the deputy of the CIA resident in Bogota actively works on preparation for recruit-
ment. Information about Beirut, where someone called Katya had to tap both the 
Soviet Embassy and the apartments and telephones of its staff, was no less specific. 
The CIA’s main focus was on the Soviet “diplomat” Nikiforov, the foremost employ-
ee of the residency. NIKIFOROV was said to have literally the whole of his apartment 
tapped and it seems that the results of these tapings are very good in these aspects: 
a) he receives agents at home, b) they have something on tape from these conversa-
tions. According to “Rino”, US Intelligence have focused their attention on him and 
apparently want to undertake some operation in connection with him. As far as the 

23	 Ibid., Agent “RINO” – Report on making contact in Switzerland, 10. 9. 1974.
24	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, Agent RINO – Communication of information – request for 

screening, 10. 9. 1974.
25	 Gen. Andrei Andreyevich Vlasov (1900–1946), Red Army General, was captured in 1942 by Germans, 

in years 1943–1945 he was commanding pro-German Russian Liberation Army, 1944–1945 Head of 
the Committee for the Liberation of the Peoples of Russia. 
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recordings from Beirut are concerned, the CIA shows great operational interest in 
all of them. The information marginally concerned the tapping of the Czechoslovak 
military mission in West Berlin as well.

Koecher also gave away the address of his office in Arlington, Virginia, which 
was on the seventh floor of a building at the address 200 North Glebe Road, under 
the cover of “US Army, Foreign Procurement Analysis Office”; at the same time he 
briefly described the internal regime on the premises. He did not think that Vuka-
sin’s group was the only one that processed wiretapping for the CIA; according to 
him it was “the first network”. For some employees it operated as a transit station 
before going into operational activity. However, he considered the group’s work to 
be weak and ineffective.26

Lt. Col. Švestka emphasised in a proposal to fix “firm” meetings that Headquar-
ters was aware of the complexity of the case. He described the fact that “Rino’s” 
information about the Pentagon and the CIA’s activity against the KGB could not 
be verified from other sources as a particularly negative feature. Nevertheless, the 
leadership of the Directorate, the Deputy Heads Col. Žlábek and Col. Ondrej Dovina 
as well as the Head, Maj. Gen. Hladík, agreed that the possible risks are proportion-
al […] linked with an agent who works in an office, albeit a marginal one, of one of 
the main premises of the Main Enemy.27

Koecher’s wife (the connection known as “Hanka”) first informed First Lt. Zítek 
about the activity “Rino’s” office directed against Soviet interests in Afghanistan 
at a meeting in New York on 5 October 1974. In the light of the topicality and im-
portance of the information, the First KGB Main Directorate resident in New York, 
Maj. Gen. Boris Alexandrovich Solomatin,28 was immediately notified. However, it 
was only at a handover meeting three days later that the residency received the 
agent’s  typescript report and a photocopy of CIA service regulations for Opera-
tion AEPHOENIX, which concerned documentation of the activity of employees 
at Soviet embassies, copies of which the Soviet resident received without delay.29

Meanwhile, on 7 October 1974, Lt. Col. Švestka, Head of the 52nd Section, drew 
the attention of the Soviet representative of the First KGB Main Directorate at the 
First FMV Directorate to the New York meeting with the with the contact person 
(“Hanka”) who had handed over significant information about the activities of the 
CIA’s technical operations group. According to information from A – RINO, the So-
viet Embassy in Afghanistan is being intensively wiretapped – allegedly the whole 

26	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, Information handed over by the agent RINO in August 1974. All 
quotations are from the above document. 

27	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Agent RINO – Proposal for carrying out firm meeting, 25. 9. 1974. 
28	 On the service career of Maj. Gen. Boris Aleksandrovich Solomatin (1924–2005), from 1971 to the 

middle of 1975 the resident of First KGB Main Directorate in New York, see KOLPAKIDI, Aleksandr – 
PROKHOROV, Dmitri: Vneshnyaia razvedka Rossii. Izdatělstvo Olimp, St. Petersburg – Moscow 2001, 
p. 132. 

29	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/013, Agent RINO – Proposal for carrying out Instruction Meeting,  
15. 10. 1974.
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office and the apartments of the employees. The CIA obtains very good information 
from the wiretapping – allegedly because the employees of the Soviet Embassy are 
plainly convinced that there is no wiretapping installed in the embassy or the em-
ployees’ apartments. He concluded by adding that Maj. Gen. Solomatin in New York 
had already received this report.30

It was only at this point, 14 October 1974, that Cpt. Anna Kaušková (code‑named 
“Dibelková”) from the secretariat of the First FMV Directorate translated the reac-
tion of First KGB Main Directorate Headquarters, to the Czechoslovak questions. 
Soviet Intelligence stated that “Rino’s” information was exceptionally important and 
in part confirmed by information already obtained earlier. They reacted positively to 
the names of Grivecki (i.e., Griwski) and Kozlov and confirmed that Nikiforov was 
working in the office of the military attaché in Lebanon. The First KGB Main Direc-
torate thought that Koecher was an agent with considerable potential in espionage 
and wanted the following questions to be put to him at future meetings:
- How did he reach the CIA?
- Who recommended him, how long did it take to screen him, and what did the 

screening involve?
- The exact name of the division in which he works.
- The legal position of the division, its address and security system.
- How much he is paid.
- The structure and staffing of the division.
- Whether “RINO” has information about the structure of the CIA and Directorates 

to which the division where he works belongs.
- The functional division of duties in the context of the section.
- The possibility of acquiring and handing over documents from the section where 

he works.
- Information about CIA employees known to “RINO”: names, addresses, telephone 

numbers at work and at home, function, characteristics of these people especially 
those from the USSR and other Socialist states, whether they have relations in 
these countries.

- Similar information obtained by “RINO” about the radio‑technicians whose help 
is needed by the CIA in covering the offices and apartments of particular Soviet 
citizens.

- Who, of out of the employees of the section, processes the information obtained.31

Soviet Headquarters asked at the same time what cover story the agent was us-
ing, where he came to meet them, and what measures were taken for ensuring his 
safety. The First KGB Main Directorate was willing to provide its Czechoslovak col-
leagues with the necessary help in his screening and to ensure the security of the 
meetings. The screening of the Koecher’s reports by Soviet agency sources was to 

30	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Agent RINO – communication of information, 7. 10. 1974.
31	 Ibid., Translation from Russian, Made 1x, 9. 10. 1974.
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enable the agent’s reliability to be assessed and to expand his espionage potential. 
Due to the exceptional significance of the information obtained from “RINO” and 
concerning the activity of the CIA against the USSR, wrote Soviet Headquarters, we 
ask you for the most detailed information possible concerning these issues.

Based on the above information – or rather, requirement – the First Deputy Head 
of First FMV Directorate Col. Žlábek ordered the Head of the 52nd Section to draw 
up proposals for further measures to help our Soviet Friends, following the arrival of 
the report from NY about the meeting. The First KGB Main Directorate Headquar-
ters had to be told in the reply how Koecher had been deployed and that he was 
not a career officer in Czechoslovak Intelligence.32

Immediately on the next day, 15 October 1974, without waiting for the airmail 
package from the New York residency, the leadership of First FMV Directorate re-
ceived a proposal for the next step in the case of “Rino”. Lt. Col. Švestka repeatedly 
emphasised in the document the exceptional interest of the Soviet Friends and 
their offer of help.

It was assumed that after consultation with representatives of the First KGB 
Main Directorate, tasks for supplementing and expanding the information so 
far, communication would be sent through “Hanka” to “Rino” at the meeting on 
6 November 1974. Because Prague Headquarters still did not know the contents 
of the written report obtained from the agent at the previous meeting, the New 
York residency had to compare the tasks with the materials obtained and revise the 
specific wording of the tasks accordingly.

With the help of his wife Hana, Koecher was to be forced to prolong his contract 
with the CIA and not lose his potential for espionage. Maj. Gen. Hladík approved 
the promise of a fixed monthly payment as a supportive argument. First Lt. Zítek 
should also pass on a motivational factor of 5000 dollars to “Hanka”.33

The Transcription Unit

“Rino’s” comprehensive report, which partially anticipated the questions posed by 
the First KGB Main Directorate, arrived at Headquarters in Prague during the first 
days of November 1974. The eight‑page densely typed text contained the actual as-
signments and staffing of the office of the Transcription Unit (TU), organisationally 
arranged into the “Soviet Bloc Division” under the Deputy Director for Operations 
of the CIA. He described its work as the transcription of telephone conversations 
and conversations wiretapped on the premises of representatives of Socialist coun-
tries monitored by the CIA outside the territory of the Soviet bloc (and outside the 
USA).

32	 Ibid.
33	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/013, Agent “RINO” – proposal for carrying out Instruction Meeting, 

15. 10. 1974.
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In spite of the high level of secrecy at the office, Koecher had found out that 
the CIA was tapping the Soviet Embassy and missions and commercial missions in 
Columbia, Bolivia, Venezuela, Morocco, Chad, Brazil, Lebanon, Algeria, Mexico, Lux-
emburg, Belgium, Afghanistan, Tunis and Ghana. The TU was also analysing around 
fifty tape recordings from the Czechoslovak Embassy in Ghana, several more with 
conversations in Czech from West Berlin, and the telephone conversations of the 
Polish Embassy in Bolivia.

According to Koecher, the TU thought that the recordings of telephone con-
versations between the Soviet Embassy and affiliated company Technoexport in 
Kabul were the most valuable. According to Vukasin they were recorded without 
any cooperation with the Afghans and it emerged from them that the Soviets did 
not consider the possibility that they could be monitored by the CIA. “Rino” did 
not refrain from commenting that The Soviets in Afghanistan are really too free in 
what they say on the phone, and it would be a good idea to warn them in some way. 
Otherwise however he had the impression that the materials he examined were 
not all that valuable to the CIA but emphasised that they were not used so much 
for monitoring the activity and operations of the Socialist embassies but rather for 
processing the psychological profiles of their employees and the choice of suitable 
targets for recruitment. He came back to Bogota: For example, the source knows 
that the CIA tried to carry out a recruitment in Bogota, Colombia, this summer but 
he does not know which employee of the Soviet embassy or commercial mission was 
the target of this operation.

Koecher wrote that the majority of the TU employees were of Russian or Ukrain-
ian origin, which corresponded to the amount of Russian‑language materials with 
which they worked. He connected that with the current policy of the CIA with 
regard to socialist countries, focusing almost exclusively on the Soviet Union and 
ignoring the other countries of the Socialist camp.

The list he presented was considered to be far from complete but it nevertheless 
included all the employees currently operating at home base in Arlington. He in-
troduced them briefly, describing the characteristics of at least twenty colleagues 
of Russian origin, two each of Ukrainian and Armenian origin, and one of Ruthene 
origin. The only employees to escape his attention were those on permanent or 
short term stays abroad. A smaller group of employees of the TU had been moved 
to CIA Headquarters in Langley, where they were taking part in a special project, 
probably the input of coded information about selected employees of the Soviet 
missions to a computer. It may have been connected with the project AEPHOENIX, 
in whose context the CIA tried to gain general information about Soviet represent-
atives abroad.
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At the end of the agent’s report, which “Rino” concluded with comradely greet-
ings, he focused on a reconnaissance on Sergei Kazakov,34 with whom he had be-
come friendly while working in the same office. He said that his colleague had 
a  critical attitude towards the USA and the CIA and apparently demonstrated 
a strong sense of realistic evaluation of world events. The source has the impression 
that Kazakov could react positively to an offer of cooperation with Soviet Intelli-
gence, if the emphasis was laid on his personal dignity; it could give his life a purpose 
which it was currently lacking. It would of course be necessary to deal somehow with 
the fact that his father was imprisoned in the time of the personality cult. He even 
gave his address.35

On 12 November 1974 the report on the course of the October meeting, a copy 
of the agent’s  report, and a  photocopy of the CIA service regulations were for-
warded by the Deputy Head of the 52nd Section Lt. Col. Dr. Karel Fiřt (code‑named 
“Fidler”) to Moscow through the representative of the First KGB Main Directorate. 
We are forwarding the above materials for your use. We ask you to screen them 
according to your possibilities and sources, including an expert opinion on the text 
of the materials for Operation AEPHOENIX, which seems to be a confidential docu-
ment of the CIA.36

Meanwhile, on 6 November 1974 there was another meeting with the contact 
person “Hanka” in New York, secured by the residency of the First FMV Directorate 
with the assistance of the residency of the First KGB Main Directorate.37 Two weeks 
later the 52nd Section informed the residency that preparations for the January 
meeting were under way. Headquarters is preparing a report for the Friends this 
month about the development of the case. The materials obtained at the meetings 
of 5 and 8 October were forwarded to the Friends with a request for verification 
and for the expert opinion of their sources and the use of their possibilities. In the 
context of comprehensive screening in cooperation with the residency of the First 
KGB Main Directorate in New York, they envisaged the possibility of at least partial 
monitoring of Hana Koecher’s home, of her surveillance after the meeting, and so 
on. The resident was entrusted with ongoing consultations with the Soviet Friends 
in New York for their experience with managing complex agent cases, carrying out 
screenings of agents in New York, and proposing a suitable application of these ex-
periences in Operation RINO.38

On 3 December 1974 the secretariat of the First FMV Directorate finally received 
the long awaited “assessment” of the operation from Soviet Intelligence. The In-

34	 He is also named as Kosakov and Kasakov; in this text, the variations on the name are unified to 
Kazakov.

35	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/026, TRANSCRIBERS’ UNIT (SOVIET BLOC DIVISION), 3. 10. 1974. 
36	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Agent “RINO” – Communication of information, 12. 11. 1974.
37	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Agent “RINO” – Proposal for carrying out Instruction Meeting, 19. 12. 

1974.
38	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/026, LK/ZA, 21. 11. 1974.
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terior Minister of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic Jaromír Obzina, who knew 
about it, asked for a translation to be included in the daily report of the First FMV 
Directorate.39 The brief missive from the First KGB Main Directorate Headquarters 
failed however to fulfil the expectations of its partner’s services. While it highly 
appreciated the cooperation on Operation “Rino” and even expressed thanks for 
the timely information about the penetration of a  Czechoslovak agent into the 
specsluzhby (special services) of the Main Enemy, that was all it said. The mention 
of an active connection being established between the two intelligence headquar-
ters, and later between the residents in New York, which would make it operatively 
possible to solve fundamental questions relating to the practical organisation of 
the work with the agent, could not be considered a  thorough evaluation of the 
case. Soviet Intelligence believes […] that the coordination of our operations and 
unification of attempts at carrying out measures for the penetration of the special 
services of the enemy will have further positive results.40 On 9 December 1974 the 
Czech translation of the Soviet “assessment” was included by the 17th Section of 
First FMV Directorate in the Minister’s daily report.41

On 6 and 9 January 1975 the representative of the First KGB Main Directorate 
was informed by the Head of the 52nd Section that, at the end of 1974, the prospect 
of the agent’s further contract with the CIA still remained unclear. The Koechers 
thus had to spend the Christmas and New Year holidays in Washington, and not 
with friends in Florida.42 If we have further information we will inform you.43 On 
9 January 1975 the 52nd Section also forwarded a “brief” seventeen‑page analysis of 
the elaboration of “Operation Rino” to Soviet Headquarters.44 It was another nine 
days before the copy of the CIA service document with instructions for the use of 
telephone instruments that had arrived from the New York residency by the De-
cember mail was sent to Moscow.45 

CIA Wiretapping

In connection with the forthcoming meeting, the First KGB Main Directorate res-
idency in New York asked Koecher, through Czechoslovak Intelligence, to answer 
a number of specific questions.46 Soviet Intelligence was interested most in how he 

39	 Ibid., Note of the secretariat First FMV Directorate, 3. 12. 1974 and Application to carry out trans-
lation of assessment of Operation RINO by Soviet “friends”, 5. 12. 1974. According to notes on the 
Russian original Minister Obzina received the report on 29. 11. 1974. Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, 
Report; Assessment of Operation RINO, ref. no. A-001097/12-ZS-74, undated. 

40	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/026, Report from Soviet “friends” of 6. 12. 1974. Assessment of Operation 
RINO, 239/I.

41	 Ibid., Assessment of Operation RINO – returned, 10. 12. 1974.
42	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, RINO – Information, 6. 1. 1975.
43	 Ibid., RINO – Information, 9. 1. 1975.
44	 Ibid., RINO – Cultivation of case, 9. 1. 1975.
45	 Ibid., RINO – Information, 18. 1. 1975.
46	 Cf. Ibid., Inquiries concerning the encounter with RINO, undated.
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got on with his employers, whether he had requested an extension of his contract, 
and what measures were being taken to strengthen his position in the CIA. If his 
contract in the TU came to an end, was there some other prospect of moving to 
a CIA residency abroad? And could Vukasin, the chief of the TU help him in this re-
spect, or even the director of the section for special operations, Raymond? He was 
also to be questioned about the data and characteristics of the “objects of interest” 
Anatol Berest, Sergei Kazakov and Viktor Zimin; as well as their personal data, de-
scription, home, partner or wife, and car, he was to obtain information about their 
relations in the USSR, what they did during World War II, and to what extent their 
relations were affected by repressions.

The Soviets also wanted to find out whether the “Katya F…” mentioned by “Rino” 
was not by chance Yekaterina Fairchild, formerly stationed in Kabul; Headquarters 
was likewise interested in the employee William Lofgren, concerning whom they 
wished to ascertain characteristic data, political opinions, relationship to Socialist 
states, psychological features – strong will, stamina, service position, prospects of work 
in the CIA. Last but not least they returned to: whether a secret approach with a view 
to recruitment had been made to a Soviet colleague in Bogota, or whether one was 
planned, the employee’s reaction (if it was a dangle) and his name, if R[ino] knows it. 
Or if R. perhaps knows the name of the CIA resident at the embassy in Bogota.

Other requests – information about the leaders of the analytical and European 
section of the CIA, and of the branches of the CIA in New York, the telephone 
connections of the TU and other departments in the American intelligence ser-
vice – were apparently beyond Koecher’s powers. Somewhat surprisingly, the First 
KGB Main Directorate even asked about a professor at Columbia University, George 
L. Kline, wanting to know who had helped him to get to the USA, what was his full 
name, age, place of birth, address, etc.47 

From the beginning of January, First Lt. Zítek had, on the suggestions of the 
resident, been preparing for contact with “Hanka” in New York. The meeting on 
22 January 1975 took place without problems in cooperation with the Soviet 
Friends. As well as thanking her for their work and wishing them well for the New 
Year, the case officer briefed her that Czechoslovak Intelligence was interested in 
Koecher keeping his contract with the CIA, and also in a possible overseas posting. 
He thus learnt that “Rino” had already resolutely refused a posting because he did 
not want to live in any of the developing countries in Africa or Asia.

Before Hana Koecher received the new tasks, before she even knew that they 
came from the First KGB Main Directorate, she boasted that before Christmas the 
TU had arranged a “party” in a hotel for its employees. It seems that R. was asked to 

47	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/026, Assignment till now, undated. On G. F. Kline (1921–2014)  
cf. ŽÁČEK, Pavel: Akce „Tomis III“ a ideologická diverze. Václav Havel v dokumentech Státní bez-
pečnosti, 1965–1968. Paměť a dějiny, 2012, Vol. 6, No. 1, pp. 71–72; ŠEVELA, Vladimír: Český krtek  
v CIA, p. 67. 
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take some photographs and has copies for us as well. R. has almost all his colleagues 
in the photographs and has attached a commentary to them. She promised to bring 
the photographs to the February handover meeting. She added at the same time 
that “Rino” had not managed to find out about the technology of the wiretapping 
or how they penetrated the buildings. He was himself currently working on tapes 
from the Czechoslovak embassy in Turkey.48

On 24 January 1975 the resident, Maj. Emanuel Havlík (code‑named “Hlavsa”) 
reported to Headquarters that Koecher’s contract with the CIA had been extended 
to the end of July. He informed them about “Hanka’s” trip to Europe in March and 
discussions at an extraordinary meeting in Vienna. The tasks from the last I[nstruc-
tion]M[eeting] were repeated and the tasks handed over by our Soviet “friends” in 
New York added to them. He has to attend the February handover.49

The handover meeting on 18 February 1975 also went well. The Czechoslovak res-
ident first discussed with Maj. Gen. Solomatin the materials that had been handed 
over.50 In the next radiogram he sent information that Lt. Gen. Wilson, a  former 
military attaché in Moscow, had been appointed deputy director of the CIA for the 
coordination of cooperation with other intelligence services. The CIA “Soviet Bloc 
Division” was at the same time renamed the “Soviet East European Division” (SED) 
and its chief William Horton was replaced by someone called Pogart, formerly Sta-
tion Chief in Buenos Aires and Saigon, who brought in someone called Hathaway as 
the new head of operations.51 As third in sequence Maj. Havlík immediately sent an 
overview of the Soviet embassies and residences the CIA was intended to wiretap: 
Accra, Kinshasa, Bamako, Monrovia, N’Djamena, Tunis, Rabat, Casablanca, Athens, 
Beirut, Istanbul, Ankara, Bogota, La Paz, Panama, Quito, Brasilia, Karachi, Islamabad 
and Kabul. The listening is done for the most part through the telephone, they can 
carry on listening to the conversation even after the receiver has been put down.52 

In a twelve‑page closely typed report “Rino” compiled a complete list of his forty
‑five colleagues from the TU in Arlington, a unit called AE/SCREEN, including avail-
able data (in thirteen cases he filled in their home addresses and in fifteen the 
license numbers of their cars). He identified thirty‑five of them in photographs en-
closed from the Christmas party, and in some cases their family members as well.

In formulating his replies to the Soviet questions Koecher described Berest as 
a former follower of General Vlasov who hated everything Soviet, and Zimin as one 
of the few employees of the TU with right of entry to CIA Headquarters in Langley. 
The source completely rules out any possibility that they might cooperate with us or 
the Soviets. Kazakov on the other hand he presented as a discontent, often sharply 
criticising his employer for discrimination in conversation, with secret sympathies 

48	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/026, LK/ZA/2/75 New York. Report of meeting, 23. 1. 1975.
49	 Ibid., KC no. 700 from NY for 52nd Section, 24. 1. 1975. 
50	 Ibid., KC no. 1582 from NY for 52nd Section, 18. 2. 1975.
51	 Ibid., KC no. 1725 from NY for 52nd Section, 21. 2. 1975.
52	 Ibid., KC no. 1727 from NY for 52nd, 17th and 21st Sections, 18. 2. 1975.
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for the Soviets. He is a Russian patriot in the good sense of the word and is very crit-
ical of the USA. […] His situation is different from that of Berest or Zimin. The source 
is convinced that if the right approach were chosen Kazakov would cooperate. How-
ever, the source thinks it would only be for the Soviets – Kazakov’s patriotism would 
certainly play a major role here.

Koecher noted in his report that finding out the names of the CIA officials oper-
ating in South America would be breaking the principle of “need to know”. He did 
not even succeed in answering the question of how the recruitment in Bogota had 
turned out. He nevertheless had no doubt that it took place in summer 1974. If no 
Soviet officer in Bogota has reported to the appropriate counter‑intelligence authori-
ties [KGB] that someone tried to recruit him, then it follows that the Americans were 
successful in their approach.53

An initial analysis at the New York residency of the submitted documents led to 
First Lt. Zítek compiling an overview of the tasks “Rino” had failed to accomplish: 
he had not provided data for the heads of the analytical and European divisions of 
the CIA nor the New York branch, nor the access data for Lofgren, the office num-
bers of the TU and other parts of the CIA, and no information about the listening 
technology or how to penetrate the building; he did not clarify to what documents 
he actually had access, or how they were handled in the TU, including the possibil-
ities of getting them out of the building to have them photographed.54

In mid‑March 1975, thirty‑two group photographs of the AE/SCREEN employees 
arrived in Prague. The head of the 52nd Section Lt. Col. Švestka put them in front 
of the representatives of the First KGB Main Directorate to brief them about staff 
changes in the CIA: the appointment of Brigade General Samuel V. Wilson as the 
new deputy director of the CIA, of Thomas Polgar as director of the Soviet East 
European Division, and of Gardner R. Hathaway as chief of SED operations.55

On Czechoslovak ground

On 7 March 1975 Maj. Gen. Hladík approved the implementation of an extraor-
dinary meeting in Vienna: the residency of the First FMV Directorate to transfer 
“Hanka” by diplomatic car across the Iron Curtain to a safe house in Znojmo. The 
whole operation ran according to plan, apart from one critical alteration: RINO 
decided to come to Vienna with Hanka. He thought it would be necessary to in or-
der to negotiate all the issues with us personally face‑to‑face. […] Because we were 
prepared for RINO’s possible arrival, the whole operation took place with the partic-
ipation of them both.56

53	 Ibid., New information from the latest report, undated.
54	 Ibid., LK/ZA/2/75 New York. Appendix to record RINO, 24. 2. 1975.
55	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, RINO – Supplementary information, 17. 3. 1975.
56	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Report on the course of Operation RINO in the days 23.–27. 3. 1975,  

2. 4. 1975.
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The process of bringing the Koechers onto Czechoslovak territory had been se-
cured by the Deputy Head of the 52nd Section, Lt. Col. Fiřt, who on 25 March 1975 
drove to Znojmo with the Soviet adviser at the First FMV Directorate, Col. Pavel 
Yefimovich Nyedosekin.57 The staff of the whole operation was assembled in one 
room of the district department of State Security into which intelligence technol-
ogy had been conducted from the space where meetings and “extractions” took 
place. I translated the course of the meeting in part to the Comrade Adviser, with 
whom I immediately consulted any further measures on the spot. They then negoti-
ated the next approach, the direction of the extraction, etc., with the case officer 
Lt. Col. Králík – who from 1 April 1975 was also Deputy Head of the 52nd Section. 
Two days later, after the agents had returned to Vienna, the comrades from First 
FMV Directorate thanked the Head of the District Directorate of the Brno SNB (Na-
tional Security Corps) Col. Bohumil Štěpánek, for the smooth running of the whole 
operation by the Section for Operational Technology, Surveillance and the Foreign 
Espionage Regional Section. It was only some time later that Lt. Col. Švestka wrote 
in the record: The technology worked badly – see recorded tape.58

The leadership of the 52nd Section stated that “Rino” had again handed over 
“exceptional data”, especially further information about his office, including the 
names of the TU employees who had been posted to Athens, Paris, Vienna etc. He 
answered our supplementary questions. He gave us for example specific data about 
our diplomat in Accra – First Secretary RUČKA Karel – who is, according to all the 
indications, being cultivated by a CIA officer, and he circulated the knowledge on 
BOGOTA that interests our Friends. After reading the statement the Head of Direc-
torate Maj. Gen. Hladík ordered: Inform the Soviet Friends in detail.59

On 9 April 1975 there was a discussion in Moscow between Maj. Gen. Hladík 
and the Head of the First KGB Main Directorate Gen. Lt. Vladimir Alexandrovich 
Kryuchkov in the presence only of the Head of the 11th Section (coordination with 
security services of the Socialist countries) Maj. Gen. Vladimir Pavlovich Burdin. 
The first of four agent operations discussed was the “Rino” case.60

Col. Nyedosekin finally received a twenty‑four page analysis on 21 April 1975 in 
which the content of the wiretaps recorded in Znojmo was compiled with previous 
findings. At the same time Lt. Col. Švestka asked for another consultation about 
non‑personal connections (Koecher had said that he agreed with the possibility 
of communication through dead drops), for more meetings in the second half of 

57	 On the service career of the Deputy Chief representative of the KGB of the Council of Ministers of 
the USSR at FMV ČSSR Col. Pavel Yefimovich Nyedosekin, in 1953–1955 he was a member of the res-
idency First KGB Main Directorate in Ethiopia and subsequently in 1955–1957 probably the resident 
in Syria, see KOLPAKIDI, Aleksandr – PROKHOROV, Dmitri: Vneshnyaia razvedka Rossii, p. 304.

58	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/031, Operation RINO – Securement, 1. 4. 1975.
59	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Report on the course of Operation RINO on 23.–27. 3. 1975, 2. 4. 1975.
60	 ABS, f. Secretariat of the Minister of the Interior, part III. (A 2/3), inventory unit 775, Report on 

discussion of the delegation of First FMV ČSSR Directorate with the First KGB Main Directorate in 
Moscow, 29. 4. 1975. 
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August when the question of continuing his career in the CIA should be clearer, and 
for the cultivation of the First Secretary at the Czechoslovak embassy in Ghana.61 

It emerges from the report that at the Znojmo meeting, “Rino” clarified the sys-
tem whereby employees of TU (AE/SCREEN) were posted abroad. He described the 
short‑term stays as being from one month to four (TDY, Temporary Duty), and two 
to five years as long‑term (PCS, Permanent Change of Station). Of the complete 
number of around a hundred employees, sixty were on long‑term working posts, 
and the short‑term stays had to be arranged from the permanent staff at the Ar-
lington office (around thirty people).

Among the most sensitive data, understandably, was the personal and employ-
ment information about the chief Miloš Vukasin and other employees – Fairchild, 
Kozlov, Kazakov, Lofgren and others.

Members of the First FMV Directorate were interested above all in new informa-
tion about wiretaps in Accra, from which emerged the utter lack of discipline in 
communication between Czechoslovak diplomatic staff; some diplomats dictated 
details concerning cryptographic communication into the telephone, and even the 
telegrams for Prague themselves, including their changes.

For the First KGB Main Directorate, however, the most interesting information 
of all was about the wiretaps in Latin America. A major operation was supposed to 
be taking place in Brazil focused on the correspondent of the Soviet Press Office 
TASS, in which the Americans had invested heavily. Although they had invited him 
to various discussions in the course of which they had expended a great deal of 
money, it was rumoured in the TU that he was not willing to let himself be talked 
into cooperation. According to the source, he is literally leading them by the nose. 
Perhaps he once mentioned something about having read the novel Doctor Zhiva-
go, and that he knew about Solzhenitsyn. Otherwise he gave no information and it 
seemed as though he was playing a joke on the Americans.

The most extensive information provided by “Rino” was about cultivating the 
Soviet embassy in Bogota. According to the information he passed on, the tele-
phones in the political section, the commercial department, and the apartment 
of the diplomat Viktor V. Fedyanin were all tapped. As well as the person named, 
there was interest in Sasha AGARÓNIK [Alexander Ogorodnik],62 who was employed 
as secretary. The source believes he could also be the resident. He was a member of 
some club in the town and had a car of his own. He was plainly not short of money. 

61	 Ibid., f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, Operation RINO – Sending of information, 21. 4. 1975.
62	 On the case of the Soviet diplomat Alexander Dmitrivich Ogorodnik (1939–1977) cf. BARRON, John: 

KGB Today. The Hidden Hand. Reader’s Digest Press, New York 1983, pp. 428–430; KESSLER, Ronald: 
Spy vs. Spy, pp. 59–60; KALUGIN, Oleg – MOUNTAIGNE, Fen: The First Directorate. St. Martin’s Press, 
New York 1994, pp. 187–188; PERETRUCHIN, Igor: Agenturnaia klichka – TRIANON. Vospomina-
nia kontrarozvedchika. Centrpoligraf, Moscow 2000; EARLEY, Pete: CIA versus KGB. Odhalení špiona 
Amese. Themis, Prague 2001, pp. 70–73 and 83–90; SOKOLOV, Aleksandr A.: Anatomiya predatelstva. 
Superkrot CRU v KGB: 35 let shpionazha generala Olega Kalugina. Proekt Lubjanka, Moscow 2005; 
ŠEVELA, Vladimír: Český krtek v CIA, pp. 251–256.
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According to “Rino”, the CIA’s main “objects of interest” were Ogorodnik, Fedyanin 
and the consul Tararuchin, already recalled, whose wife represented Sovexportfilm 
in Columbia. In the source’s opinion, the CIA was probably interested in recruiting 
TARARUCHIN, because KAZAKOV, who wrote a lot of material on him, had worked 
on him for a long time. However, his assessment of Tararuchin and his wife was that 
they were committed Bolsheviks who would never under any circumstances consid-
er being recruited. According to “Rino”, the energetic TASS correspondent Urbincev 
would also refuse cooperation with the CIA. The source also anticipates that as far 
as recruitment was concerned not [even] AGARÓNIK would negotiate with the CIA. 
The most decent, and thus the most pliable, seemed to him to be Fedyanin.

The analysis also contained the information that Koecher was told about the 
proposal to award him a state medal on the 30th anniversary of the liberation of 
Czechoslovakia by the Soviet Army, which it seems he accepted with great pleas-
ure. Probably this would also be a  motivation for him to stay in the American 
intelligence service which he was supposed to leave on 5 August 1975. It was un-
derstandable that it would be in the interests of the Czechoslovaks and Soviets for 
him to stay in the CIA. If he did not succeed he should look for employment with 
Zbigniew Brzezinski at Columbia University, or in the State Department, the Pen-
tagon, the Hudson Institute or elsewhere. He can leave for Europe only in the last 
resort for a previously arranged position [CIA, U.S. Information Agency etc.] and 
only with our consent.

During the meeting with “Rino” in Znojmo, Lt. Col. Králík returned to the acquisi-
tion of photographs of employees of the TU. Koecher said that he was asked by the 
employees to have photographs made from the film itself (the negative) which he 
did with the agreement of Vukasin, and individual employees ordered quite a num-
ber from him. They clearly had no idea that one set was intended for Prague; in 
other words, for Moscow. The question of how RINO and HANA would be exfiltrated 
in the event of a threat to their security (the danger of collapse) was sorted out with 
RINO, and how they would signal for rapid contact.63

Col. Dovina, who was informed that an analysis of the recorded tapes focused on 
supplementing and clarifying questions which were formulated before the meeting 
by the Soviet Friends, received a report of the examination of Koecher in the ČSSR 
on 22 April 1975. The First Deputy Head of the First FMV Directorate informed the 
Interior Minister of the ČSSR about its content.64 

In New York the same day Hana Koecher handed over new information: that 
after their return from Europe, Kazakov had told her husband in conversation that 
when he was in Tehran in 1972 he found out that a member of Soviet Intelligence 
was cooperating with the CIA as an agent. Kazakov, who had once caught sight of 
him when he came into the top secret building of the CIA, said he was a Kyrgyz 

63	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, Appendix to ref. no. A-00375/52-2-75.
64	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/027, Agent RINO – Report from stay in ČSSR, 22. 4. 1975
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under thirty years of age. First Lt. Zítek tried to obtain more information from 
“Hanka”, but it was all she knew. I am sending this information […] because it could 
easily concern a part of RINO’s screening and with a view to this it has to be kept 
strictly confidential.65 

For top secret reasons – Maj. Gen. Solomatin was at that time in Moscow – Maj. 
Havlík did not pass on this information to the Soviet Friends in New York. Since it 
was so sensitive it was confined to the Head and the Deputy Head of the 52nd Section.

Maj. Havlík recommended that the report be subjected to careful analysis in co-
operation with the First KGB Main Directorate, as it could be the “enemy’s” disin-
formation intended to verify “Rino”, or the trust of Czechoslovak Intelligence in his 
seriousness, or the liquidation of an incriminated Soviet diplomat. If the KGB re-
solved to organise imperative measures around it, it would be clear to the CIA who 
the informer was. Another variant arose from the idea that Koecher might have 
been set up as a double agent. If they find out that the Friends are taking measures 
for them it will be a reconnaissance and confirmation that we believe RINO, and they 
will continue the game; in the opposite case, it will be clear that we are suspicious of 
RINO, which would mean that they cannot cultivate the game further, and may end 
it by provocation and so on. As a final possibility, the resident suggested that they 
could be dealing with a member of Soviet Intelligence who was somehow incon-
venient for the CIA.

Whatever it was, Maj. Havlík insisted on a very careful and highly confidential 
approach. He asked that his notes be taken only as reflections on an incomplete 
agent’s report, just like similar information about the recruitment carried out in 
Bogota. […] Moreover, by giving the name Kazakov as informer to us – or even to the 
Soviet Friends directly – Kazakov can be “offered” even more as a type for direct cul-
tivation.66 He counted on finally taking Koecher under his personal management, 
inter alia to ensure strict confidentiality of the case at the residency. He also wanted 
to prepare alternative non‑personal connection with First Lt. Zítek; he promised to 
send proposals of places for dead drops and types of containers in another com-
munication.67

Two weeks later, Lt. Col. Švestka handed the agent’s report to the First KGB Main 
Directorate with a recommendation to treat it with exceptional discretion because 
it was possible that the information contained in it was the screening of an agent. 
RINO goes on to say that he is finishing at his present workplace. VUKASIN has 
however told him that while when RINO was absent CIA Headquarters showed an 
interest in him and decided to interview him. Meanwhile, however, no one has been 
in touch and RINO does not want to show too much initiative himself.68

65	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/026, LK-5/1975, Supplement to the recording of RINO, 23. 4. 1975.
66	 Ibid., Note to appendix to the record RINO, 29. 4. 1975.
67	 Ibid., Notes to the official note from Comrade Hořejší RINO, 29. 4. 1975.
68	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Operation RINO, 6. 5. 1975.
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Leaving the CIA

After careful preparation another meeting with Hana Koecher (under a new code 
name, “Adrid”) took place on 26 May 1975 in cooperation with the Soviet residen-
cy in New York.69 “Rino” wrote in his agent’s report that his employment in AE/
SCREEN was unfortunately coming to an end, and therefore he was trying as best 
he could to extract the most from his sources. He noted in this connection Kazak-
ov’s mention of a working visit to Tehran in 1972, when he translated a question-
naire of around thirty pages filled in by a Soviet intelligence officer recruited by 
the CIA, perhaps a member of Soviet Military Intelligence – the GRU. The officer 
was at that time aged around 29–30 and came from Central Asia, and was probably 
a Kyrgyz. The source also did his best to find out something more concerning the 
recruitment that members of the CIA were engaged in among the Soviet personnel 
in Bogota in summer last year. He was not able to ascertain anything specific but 
recommended that Fedyanin be more closely monitored. The source, and it’s  im-
portant to emphasise this, never heard F[edyanin] say anything that would lead one 
to suspect [e.g.] that he was willing to work for the CIA (and the source listened to 
him a lot). In the course of his reflections, his starting point was the mentality of 
employees of the CIA, who could focus on him because he worked in the sensitive 
position of embassy secretary and did not have diplomatic status. The CIA appar-
ently knew that he had applied to join the KGB and been turned down. The source 
then found out himself that the CIA had begun to wiretap phone conversations 
to and from Fedyanin’s apartment in the summer, evidence that for some reason 
F. had become the “target” of an operation. The source was however very unwilling to 
place an innocent man under suspicion and emphasises that he has no more specific 
information.

At the last moment Koecher was still able to provide information on the new em-
ployees and persons transferred to the TU from Langley Headquarters. In addition, 
he was able to tell who actually was posted to Ethiopia, who worked in Belgium, 
Luxembourg and Turkey, and that Fairchild had returned from Khartoum. He pro-
vided new information about the wiretapping of the Aeroflot office in Tehran. He 
again concluded his report with “comradely” greetings.70

“Rino” enclosed with his report a tape recording which he had edited straight out 
of the original recording of telephone conversations of the Czechoslovak embassy 
in Ghana. In conversation between the officer Melichna and the embassy coun-
sellor Beránek it emerged that Beránek held the rank of colonel. The source […] 
prevented the CIA from getting their hands on this information by simply editing 
 

69	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/026, LK/ZA/6/75, Recording from handover meeting, 27. 5. 1975.
70	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/027, Handwritten report from RINO handed over at the meeting on 26. 5. 

1975.
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the whole passage out of the recording. He then damaged the tape in several other 
places to give the impression it had been damaged when it arrived from Accra.71

On 11 June 1975, First Deputy Head Col. Dovina, on behalf of 52nd Section, gave 
representatives of the First KGB Main Directorate the information obtained during 
the meetings with “Adrid”. He did not forget to say that the resident, Maj. Havlík, 
had informed the Soviet residency in New York about its content.72

At the handover meeting with Hana Koecher on 23 June 1975, Czechoslovak In-
telligence obtained another agent’s report from “Rino”. This one said inter alia that 
Kazakov was to embark on a two‑year tour of duty in Indonesia at the beginning of 
July. In Jakarta he was to work “under private cover”, that is, without official con-
tacts with the American Embassy. Moreover, Rose Serafimovich was identified as an 
employee of AE/SCREEN in Tunisia. In conversation with the source S[erafimovich] 
made an interesting comment about the effectiveness of AE/SCREEN: in 1973 one of 
the “transcribers” in AE/SCREEN noticed that a relatively large number of telephone 
calls were made from the Soviet embassy in Tunis to the Tunisian Ministry of Plan-
ning, even though the Soviets did not have any official contact with this ministry. This 
information was passed on to the Tunisian counter‑intelligence service; those who 
made the telephone calls from the Soviet Embassy were followed and that eventually 
led to the arrest of Tunisian government officials who were working for the Soviets 
and the expulsion of several Soviets.73 A copy of the report with photocopies of in-
structions for the training of the operational organs of the CIA (Gift givings to So-
viet and Eastern European Targets, Soviet Theme No. 17, April 1975) was provided 
to the First KGB Main Directorate by Col. Dovina on 8 July 1975.74 

The next day Maj. Gen. Hladík approved the 52nd Section’s preparations for the 
forthcoming August meeting with Koecher in Geneva, including the obligatory rec-
ommendation to inform the Soviet “friends” and find out their requirements for 
questioning.75 

On 22 July 1975 Headquarters was informed by instant cipher from New York 
that the last handover meeting with “Adrid” took place under Soviet control with-
out problems.76 “Rino” that time prepared two typewritten reports, one in Czech 
and one in English. In the first he described the personnel changes at the Arlington 
office, focusing nevertheless on his own career. The source’s insistence has now had 
results, insofar as Vukasin took the source [to Langley] to see the Deputy Head of the 
P[olicy]R[esearch]O[ffice] which carries out political research oriented towards the 
USSR and East Europe. It was a formation created about a year and a half earlier 

71	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Recorded tape enclosed.
72	 Ibid., Operation RINO – Sent information, 11. 6. 1975.
73	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/027, Enclosed material, 22. 6. 1975.
74	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Operation RINO – Sending of information, 8. 7. 1975.
75	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, A – RINO – Proposal for those to be present at the Information Meet-

ing,  9. 7. 1975. 
76	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/027, KC no. 7172 from NY for 52nd Section, 22. 7. 1975.
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whose main task was research into political development in various regions, not 
only Socialist countries, but also in western Europe, in Asia and in international or-
ganisations. Altogether thirteen people focused on the Soviet bloc, of whom eleven 
were specialists on the USSR and the remaining two on other Socialist states. The 
main theme of the research is the process of political decision‑making in the USSR, 
its mechanism and essence, and it is meant to provide the CIA with foundations for 
analysis and a forecast of political decision‑making in the USSR. In the part of his 
report written in English, Koecher summarised all the information about Kazakov 
and Fairchild; Lofgren had told him that the Soviets tried to recruit him in Beirut 
offering him 50,000 dollars.77 On 8 August 1975 Maj. Gen. Hladík gave “Rino’s” re-
port to Soviet Intelligence.78

Soon after that, on 13 August 1975, there was a  meeting in Geneva between 
Lt. Col. Králík and “Rino”. Koecher informed him in detail that he had succeeded in 
obtaining a new contract, and thus would go on working for us in the USA. CIA offi-
cials had even mentioned in front of him the possibility of him becoming a regular 
employee of US Intelligence in the future.

“Rino” brought unannounced twelve photographs of some of the TU employ-
ees from a  party at the end of July, which he had developed only on arrival in 
Switzerland. He also handed over a list of Czech names he had obtained from CIA 
Headquarters at the end of July, but about which he was unable to give further 
information. Asked about Kazakov he again said unequivocally that he was open to 
being recruited. The case officer and he came to an agreement that he would bring 
a list to the next meeting with precise indications of whom they could anticipate 
might be gained for cooperation.79 

When asked, Koecher described his prospects in the Policy Research Office in 
writing. For reasons both personal and connected with work he presented for con-
sideration the idea that First FMV Directorate could buy him a house, which would 
theoretically belong to him, and which he would sell when he left the USA, return-
ing the money. As far as I know, in the post I will get, it is essential to have my own 
house. But finance is a problem; houses in Virginia and the (wider) environment of 
Langley, where the CIA has its seat, are extremely expensive. At the same time he 
emphasised that its purchase was not a requirement but an idea which would con-
siderably help things along.80 

Lt. Col. Králík praised the agent for successfully remaining in the CIA’s circle of 
interest to the point where in October 1975 he would sign a six‑month contract for 
10,000 dollars, in the course of which he would be working on research connected 

77	 Ibid., the term the term of Information Meeting completely appropriate, S. KASAKOV, 20. 7. 1975. 
78	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Operation RINO, 8. 8. 1975.
79	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, RINO – Official note from the carrying out of Information Meeting on 

13. 8. 1975 in Geneva, 25. 8. 1975.
80	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44053/037, Word for word copy of the report RINO, written at the meeting  

in Geneva on 13. 8. 1975.
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with the policies of the USSR and the Socialist countries of Eastern Europe. There 
is a real hope that in future years RINO will become a regular employee of the CIA at 
the above‑mentioned research department. It followed from this that a higher level 
of confidentiality would be needed, as well as a  transition to non‑personal con-
nections (dead drops), meetings organised exclusively in third countries at longer 
intervals (once every two years), and if necessary, recall to Czechoslovakia.

At the same time he recommended they support the proposal that Prague’s Head-
quarters cover the costs of purchasing a house in the surroundings of Langley in 
Virginia, which could cost 50,000 to 100,000 USD. An essential condition however 
would be the thorough legitimisation of the whole sum, i.e. its verifiability.

At the next October meeting in Vienna, Koecher should be thoroughly ques-
tioned over some of the transferred information and documents based on the re-
quirements of the First KGB Main Directorate (possibly the recruitment poten-
tial of people on the premises, the preparation of materials and their processing 
abroad, the cover of CIA employees, etc.), and concerning everything he knows 
about the PRO department, to the organisation of the CIA etc.

Last but not least it was anticipated, understandably, that the Friends would be 
informed to the full extent and there would be consultations in every direction.81 

In the present situation the Headquarters of First KGB Main Directorate did not 
recommend that the agent left the USA too often. At the same time, it showed 
itself willing to provide material support for “Rino”.82

Consultation at Prague’s Headquarters

On 19 September 1975 the Head of the 52nd Section, Lt. Col. Švestka, informed the 
leadership of the First FMV Directorate that on 24–26 September 1975 a consulta-
tion concerning the operation would take place in Prague with a representative of 
the Headquarters of the First KGB Main Directorate.83 Three days later, Maj. Gen. 
Hladík handed over six photographs from Koecher to Col. Nyedosekin. Persons 
from the special unit are identified under the photographs. At the same time he 
handed over an attachment containing a recording of the meeting with “Rino” in 
Geneva, so that Soviet Intelligence could carry out a wider assessment of the case.84 

Maj. Gen. Hladík had on 23 September 1975 approved the draft programme for 
a visit to the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic by Victor A. Chernyshev, the Head 
of Section 1 (recruitment and control of officers in the American Intelligence Ser-
vices)85 of Foreign Counter‑intelligence of the First KGB Main Directorate. He had 

81	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, RINO – Official note from the carrying out of Information Meeting on 
13. 8. 1975 in Geneva, 25. 8. 1975.

82	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Registred. Then into the RINO file, 1. 9. 1975, ref. no. A-00862/52-75.
83	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, RINO – Draft content of the Instruction Meeting in Vienna, 19. 9. 1975.
84	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, for the Soviet Friends, 22. 9. 1975.
85	 See PAWLIKOWICZ, Leszek: Aparat centralny 1. Zarządu Głównego KGB jako instrument realizacji 
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decided to accommodate him in the villa of the First FMV Directorate in Prague 
in the street Na Zátorce. Discussions for Sections 52 and 47 (Africa, Middle and 
Far East) in the premises of the Headquarters in Prague–Kobylisy known as the 
“Chalupa” [Cottage] should involve V. A. Chernyshev and Col. Nyedosekin. On the 
Czechoslovak side would be Col. Žlábek; Head of the 52nd Section, Lt. Col. Švestka; 
his Deputy Lt. Col. Králík; and the Head of the 47th Section, Lt. Col. Miroslav Janský 
(code‑named “Jarolím”).

Chernyshev’s programme included a welcome at Ruzyně Airport on the morning 
of 24 September 1975. After lunch with Col. Nyedosekin he should make his way 
to Headquarters in Prague–Kobylisy for a meeting with Col. Žlábek. The next day 
he would meet the representative of the First KGB Main Directorate for a visit to 
both operational sections. On 26 September, according to the plan, he would first 
be received by the Head of the Directorate Maj. Gen. Hladík and subsequently they 
would lunch together in the premises of the Interior Ministry.86 

Before the consultation started, the Head of the 52nd Section Lt. Col. Švestka 
would present the Directorate leadership with the programme of the meeting with 
Koecher to take place on 1 October 1975 in Vienna. The programme and instruction 
will be discussed with Comrade CHERNYSHEV. Maj. Gen. Hladík noted on the draft 
that he informed the Minister of the Interior of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic 
personally.87 

Based on the Soviets’ request, “Rino” was to be examined [“mined”] again con-
cerning the documents he had handed over, the topics of his analytical work for 
the CIA, and the acquisition of the second batch of photos of his colleagues in the 
TU. All the circumstances concerning the photography in detail. On whose initiative, 
on what occasion. To examine him more closely concerning the new employees and 
again to make use in terms of RINO’s possible vulnerability in similar operations. 
There was also the topic of the PRO: to summarise all the information concerning 
the premises – location, personnel, organisation. The Soviets were interested also in 
finding out where the listening devices were placed in these foreign establishments 
(offices, private apartments, etc.), and in how contact is made with the residency; 
how the transfer of prepared materials is organised. New information on Kazakov – 
address in Jakarta – does he correspond with anyone? – and Fairchild. Last but not 
least, Headquarters was interested in the details of the five new employees of the 
TU (as well in both Vukasin’s secretaries), in the visits by specific employees of the 
TU to Ethiopia, Ghana, Belgium, Luxembourg, Turkey, Brazil, Sudan, Tunisia, and in 
the motives for their possible operational development.88

globalnej strategii Kremla 1954–1991. Bellona – Officyna Wydawnicza RYTM, Warszawa 2013, p. 185.
86	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/013, Programme for the visit and discussions of the Head of the Sec-

tion of Soviet Intelligence Comrade V. A. CHERNYSHEV in the ČSSR on 24.–26. 9. 1975, 23. 9. 1975.
87	 Ibid., Agent RINO – Programme for the Instruction Meeting in Vienna, 24. 9. 1975.
88	 Ibid., Programme for the Instruction Meeting with RINO in Vienna, 24. 9. 1975.
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On 24 September 1975, V. A. Chernyshev conveyed to Deputy Head Col. Žlábek 
the thanks of the leadership of the First KGB Main Directorate for all the infor-
mation, reports and documents acquired by Czechoslovak Intelligence through 
“Rino”. The whole case was highly assessed, which was underlined by the fact that 
Yuri Vladimirovich Andropov, President of the KGB of the Council of Ministers of 
the USSR, had decided to release a sum of 20,000 USD which could be counted 
on for example in the purchase of a house. Many of the materials handed over by 
Koecher enabled the First KGB Main Directorate to prepare “guides” on individual 
CIA employees.89 Soviet Intelligence even carried out appropriate agent‑operational 
measures on some of them. Chernyshev indicated that the information about the 
processing of Soviet citizens in Bogota was very valuable. There were three cases 
that had emerged from them, one even concerning a member of staff already dis-
missed, and counter‑espionage was involved in the other cases.

Soviet Headquarters assessed the signal about Soviet citizens from Iran in a sim-
ilar way; on the basis of the information handed over, they narrowed investigation 
down to one person in whose case they had the impression that he was targeted 
for recruitment by the CIA. The photo‑documentation of some CIA employees sup-
plied by “Rino” was also a great help. The information about Tunisia had played 
a significant role in the case of two employees of the First KGB Main Directorate 
residency being expelled. RINO’s information helped Soviet Headquarters to make 
a thorough analysis of the issue of how their staff member came to flop. On the basis 
of his report, Soviet Headquarters sent a commission to the embassy in Afghani-
stan, which adopted appropriate measures for the protection of confidentiality in 
telephone calls.

The Czechoslovak side was informed that agent operational measures were being 
prepared on Kazakov. The Headquarters of the First KGB Main Directorate had not 
yet any information about the PRO where Koecher should work in the future. The 
information the Friends have about the general tendency of American research is an 
indirect confirmation that such a formation really does exist in the context of the CIA 
and that the work assigned to RINO is fully compatible with the main focus of the 
CIA with regard to the USSR.

During his reception by the Head of the First FMV Directorate, Maj. Gen. Hladík, 
Chernyshev announced that their Headquarters too was concerned with the issue 
of honour and trust in an agent. He was nevertheless in a position to convey that 
most of the information from “Rino” had been authenticated as trustworthy and 
truthful.90 

89	 A “guide” was a summary of personal data obtained that should facilitate the recruitment of persons 
of interest. KGB Main Directorate knew 18 of the 30 persons indicated by “Rino” as employees of the 
American Intelligence Services. 

90	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/013, Official note from discussion with Comrade CHERNYSHEV in 
Operation RINO, 30. 9. 1975.



pavel žáčekstudies

34 Securitas Imperii 41/2022

In the following days an exchange of opinions continued between Col. Žlábek, Lt. 
Col. Švestka, Lt. Col. Králík, Col. Nyedosekin and V. A. Chernyshev. The programme 
for the upcoming meeting with “Rino” was expanded to include the following points:
- a thorough “mining” on the formation of the PRO, as the First KGB Main Directo-

rate had no previous information on this element of the CIA;
- a  re‑examination of all the information about Kazakov (and Fairchild); why he 

thought he could be recruited, a  return to the materials from Bogota and re
‑examination of all the details;

- an explanation of why Intelligence needs to know all these details – because fur-
ther operational measures derive from them;

- an examination of his contacts with Israel, the role played by Jews in his entry to 
the CIA.
In this connection, also a clarification of all his channels to Israel and of the ques-

tion of how ADRID came to know the Jew – the owner of the shop with the dia-
monds.91 Did Jews play a role in this too?
- to communicate to him in the course of instruction that the question of his exfil-

tration from the USA in the case of danger is being studied and worked out;
- as well as an analysis of his current financial situation; his case officer should fo-

cus on the possible purchase of a house; he should understand that they are not 
against this;

- a re‑emphasis that he must not remove any documents from the premises or even 
copy extracts, but capture everything in his memory.
The First KGB Main Directorate started from the supposition that if Koecher were 

successful and accepted at CIA Headquarters, he would receive “top clearance”92 and 
would have access to important documents. The connection with him should be ex-
tended by the use of a dead drop, which would be established by the Potomac river. 
The box will be chosen by the Soviet comrades. It would be used once, maximally 2x, 
from RINO to us. In positioning the dead drop in March next year the Soviet com-
rades will put documentation on new boxes somewhere in Washington into the box 
for RINO. Naturally, RINO will not be told who collects and delivers to and from these 
boxes. […] At the meeting he will be instructed to go to this part frequently and thus 
create a natural story that he and his wife go there for weekend walks.93 

After V. A. Chernyshev’s departure, Lt. Col. Švestka submitted expenses totalling 
2149.55 Czechoslovak crowns for his visit to Prague, spent mainly on lunches and 
suppers in the Hotel Intercontinental, the Golden Deer (u Zlatého jelena) wine cellar, 
and the restaurants Prazdroj and Plzeňský dvůr (twice), as well as the Lucerna bar.94

91	 Hana Kocherová worked for the firm Joseph Savion – Savion Diamonds – in New York.
92	 The highest level of security clearance for selected federal offices, including the CIA. 
93	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/013, Official note from discussion with Comrade CHERNYSHEV on 

the preparation of the Instruction Meeting with the agent RINO, 30. 9. 1975.
94	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/031, Account of expenditure connected with the visit of the Head of the 

Section of Soviet Intelligence, 6. 10. 1975.
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The meeting in Vienna

On 1 October 1975, the first day of the meeting in Vienna, Koecher handed to the 
Deputy Head of the 52nd Section Lt. Col. Králík his eight‑page agent’s report on the 
TU, the Policy Research Office, and the topic of the study he should prepare for the 
CIA. A member of the monitoring group from the residence immediately took the 
documents to the safety of the embassy.95 In his report, compiled apparently in part 
from open sources, he described how the CIA, headed by the Director of Central In-
telligence is divided into “Directorates” led by Deputy Directors. Part of the “Direc-
torate of Operations”, with the Deputy Director for Operations (DDO) at the head, 
was the SE Division (Soviet‑East European), along with West European, African, 
South American, etc. The SE Division was further divided territorially into “Branch-
es”. In the context of the separate divisions of the Directorate of Operations there 
were groups involved in “active subversive activity” (unlike purely Intelligence ac-
tivity), which were called Special Activities (SA). The Transcription Branch (TB), 
dealing with the preparation of intercepted correspondence and conversations of 
which one element was “Rino’s” group also belonged to the SE Division.

The CIA formations had code names as well as their working titles. They were 
referred to by these in secret correspondence. Every unit working on the same is-
sue had the same first letters; those working against the USSR, for example, began 
with the letters AE (AEPHOENIX, AESCREEN). VUKASIN mentioned in spring 1975 
that his unit would soon be called PD SCREEN; it could be therefore that instead 
of AE we will be soon […] use the letters PD to indicate a unit directed against the 
USSR. It is also possible that PD is meant to indicate a unit directed against the 
whole of the Socialist camp…96 

The second part of the meeting took place on 2 October 1975 under a wiretap in 
the Donaupark and in the restaurant in the [Danube] Tower nearby. The security 
officers of the residence immediately took the recorded tapes into safety.97 In dis-
cussion with “Rino”, Lt. Col. Králík (his case officer) first returned to the premises 
of the PRO and later turned his attention to other issues. In passages relating to 
Sergei Kazakov and to the situation in Bogota the exact course of the extraction is 
clearly captured, the extent of Koecher’s treachery becoming apparent:

95	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Official note from meeting with agent RINO and contact person ADRID 
in Vienna, 16. 10. 1975.

96	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/027, Transcript of handwritten report from RINO (handed over at Vienna 
meeting 1. 10. 1975), 6. 10. 1975.

97	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Official note from meeting with agent RINO and contact person ADRID 
in Vienna, 16. 10. 1975.
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Králík: […] Kazakov, he’s  in Jakarta now? Don’t you know any other details? 
Would you be able to find out somehow where he’s living there? If you could say 
something about that.

Rino: Well, that’s a big problem. He’s got such a closed nature and doesn’t make 
friends with anyone in the unit. Everyone treats him as some sort of eccentric. 
He’s a very well‑educated person, they acknowledge that, but he never mixed into 
such things as like when they got drunk together or were explaining one another 
how they went about things, how something is done, he never gets involved in 
that. Nota bene he didn’t himself belong to the Vlasov gang, so he was an outsider. 
So that no one writes with him. No one knows anything about him. I’m perhaps 
the only one who began talking to him and is friendly but it just happened once 
that I tried to somehow extend it so he came to visit and I got him out of the en-
vironment of the workplace, and that, so he once came after very long persuasion, 
but he didn’t come again, he feels very uncomfortable on visits and chiefly because 
he cannot return the visit, he doesn’t have a properly furnished apartment. […]

Rino: Well, during the time I came into that unit, I sat in one room with him, as 
time went by some sort of… more or less friendly bond emerged. Quite unusually 
for Kazakov, we began to talk more and more and he so reticently, and bit by bit. 
It was definitely obvious that he was not trying to pick my brains. He began to 
tell me that he felt really unhappy, how he was quite brutally exploited, how they 
did not given him any possibility of advancement, he simply showed me that they 
had a very critical attitude towards him and he thought they wronged him. They 
do wrong him, it’s all true. It isn’t that he has some kind of complex. He’s a very 
educated man, he even taught for some time at college, he almost did a doctorate, 
etc. Well, they treat him as they do everyone else, he feels very bitter. Moreover 
I would say that they don’t pay him very well. His wife now doesn’t earn anything, 
she was teaching for two years, or I don’t know how long it lasted, so she didn’t 
have much money either, so he certainly had the feeling that he is a little neglected 
in this direction. What’s more, I’ve often heard him use some very strong critical 
remarks against the United States, about life in the United States as such, naturally 
justified, not some kind of fanaticism, he simply sees that this society is falling 
apart, he’s fully aware that he has no future and so his attitude is, Damn, what’s left 
for me when I have to earn a living somehow and I’ve got myself into this and I’m 
not able to claw my way out of it. It’s sad, but that’s how it is. But one can see it of-
ten makes him depressed. Not clinically depressed, but really several times already 
he simply complained to VUKASIN when he got back from a working trip that 
people behaved rudely to him. What that means is, if we’re to be specific about it, 
that in Malaysia, or in Singapore, or wherever, they gave him a room without air
‑conditioning or next to the toilets and such, that simply they treated him like an 
animal. And when he talked to me later he said that it was usual, that Americans 
in the CIA really regard him as subhuman, and that in this they’re not much dif-
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ferent from the Nazis, which is by the way true. He wasn’t making that up either. 
And simply if someone here has that attitude towards the CIA and to the United 
States, obviously they’ll welcome the opportunity to acquire some human dignity, 
what they do, if they don’t like it in some way, they actively do something against 
it. What’s more, he’s a Russian patriot in the best sense of the word. He’s unusually 
well‑read in Russian literature, both classical and modern, Soviet. He even admires 
those Soviets which he heard on those tapes. He said to me a  few times, quite 
without compromise, without even getting anything out of me, simply just said to 
me that in his opinion they’re essentially far better than their American colleagues 
in the same position, that they’re really very good at what they do, and he talked 
about them with real sympathy, as I would talk about my countrymen, he really 
feels, when we’re surrounded by Americans, I would say such a  strong bond of 
nationality he has. He apparently got into this like a blind man to a violin, perhaps 
he found himself in it in Germany as a 15-year‑old lad and his mother plainly de-
termined his fate up to that time, then he left for America and in America he never 
got an opportunity. A decent one, or never such as his talent and abilities would 
deserve. He needs to protect his dignity or fulfil his life with something meaningful 
because he now sees that this life of his not only has no meaning but that he is 
doing something he doesn’t agree with.

Králík: So the other question. About Bogota. Those materials you worked on, if 
you could remember, who there of those people, you know, if you could just reflect, 
who there could be, if you could still…

Rino: Well, it’s a difficult question. None of them seemed to me to be any of those 
degradable [degraded] Soviets. Honestly not, as I listened to those conversations, 
I had the opportunity to get a very good idea of their characters. They seemed to 
me to be quite good people, professionally capable even so. I never heard – yes 
I know, sometimes some carrying‑on, that did sometimes crop up between two 
people, that did happen, but otherwise there wasn’t even any slandering of some 
powers among people, not even some sort of resentment or hatred, simply a well
‑functioning embassy and commercial section.

So that really I couldn’t be suspicious of anyone. I know that they did some co-
operation on Fedyanin, that they somehow tapped the telephone but it could be 
because he was the ambassador’s secretary or it could be connected with the fact 
that they suspected him of working for the KGB, or also of course because they 
wanted to pull him down. It’s difficult to say, but Fedyanin didn’t seem to me to 
be someone to be pulled down. He seemed to me to be a thoroughly Soviet guy. 
That he’d send them all to hell, that he’d report them. However, they had to do it 
to someone because they’d prepared it. It’s really a mystery to me.
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Králík: You already wrote about that, some of those moments when you read or 
when you remembered, which would indirectly testify to who they were preparing, 
if you could remember or capture, indirectly, which could help.

Rino: Well, I don’t know, if they announced it, their attempt normally, if I put 
myself in their place, would be to try Agorodnik [Ogorodnik], who as it turned out 
from the tapes was the Soviet resident or at least his deputy. That was my impres-
sion. From how he moved around or what contacts he had or something like that. 
I don’t know him personally but I would put my hand in the fire for Agarodnik, 
he is simply a really good guy. He could handle things well. But it would be logical 
for them to try him because he would be of the most interest to them. He was 
a member, I don’t know, of the tennis club or the swimming club, he went to all the 
cocktail parties, he was such a charmer, women fell for him, he had a car, basically 
he was in contact with the Americans the most.98

The agent’s reward

The report of the discussions in Vienna on 16 October 1975 was brought to the at-
tention of Maj. Gen. Hladík. The Head of the 52nd Section attached a report for Min-
ister Obzina to the record and the draft of a letter intended for the Headquarters 
of the First KGB Main Directorate. At the same time he reminded the Head of the 
First FMV Directorate that he could convey to the Minister the content of the Sovi-
et praise of “Rino’s” product and inform him about the joint agreement for future 
non‑personal communication with the agent.99 Lt. Col. Králík moreover described 
Koecher with the words: He is literally charged with information that is valuable 
for us. He answered the questions we set directly and openly, it could be seen that 
he wanted to give comprehensive answers to my questions. It was no wonder he 
proposed helping him with the Soviet Friends in preparing work for the CIA. In the 
same way as we resolved the connection, we can ask the Friends for a joint solution 
to the security of RINO and ADRID in the case of a threat.100

The representative of the First KGB Main Directorate probably obtained a copy 
of the record of the discussion with the two agents in Vienna even before Minister 
Obzina was informed on 27 October 1975, together with a photocopy of the topic 
of the analytical work (1 page), a  transcription of the handwritten report from 
“Rino” about the CIA (8 pages), an extraction of the recorded tapes (67 pages), 
and the documentation on the dead drop “Most” [Bridge] (2 pages).101 The Federal 
Minister of the Interior was informed that the President of the KGB of the Coun-

98	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/027, Extraction of tapes RINO – Vienna 2. 10. 1975. Tape no. 1, 2.
99	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Operation RINO, 16. 10. 1975.
100	 Ibid., Official note from meeting with agent RINO and contact person ADRID in Vienna, 16. 10. 1975.
101	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, For the Soviet Friends, 15. 10. 1975.
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cil of Ministers of the USSR had decided to release 20,000 USD for the agent; he 
borrowed a transcript of the report from the Head of the First FMV Directorate. 
[“Rino”] was thoroughly examined on this issue in addition to this written report. 
This entire summary of information represents a valuable and comprehensive com-
plex of new information both for us and for the Friends.102

The Headquarters of the First KGB Main Directorate forwarded to Prague the 
information that the delivery to and collection from the dead drop on 5 December 
1975 ran without problems. The Soviet Friends studied the material handed over 
and a month later provided a copy with a commentary103.104 At the same time they 
said that “Rino” had received the promise of a contract and if his work were evalu-
ated positively he would remain in the CIA.

Koecher further said that he had inaugurated discussions about the purchase of 
an apartment in New York. After consideration and an analysis of the situation, the 
52nd Section proposed that this should be agreed to, and the securement of a small 
apartment in Virginia not far from CIA headquarters. Lt. Col. Švestka anticipated 
that the financial commitment of the operation over four years would reach a sum 
of around 60,000 dollars. Basically he was proposing the initial release of those 
20,000 USD so that they could be given to “Adrid” for “Rino” at the beginning of 
January 1976.

Apart from this, the Koechers were to have directions for the February delivery 
to the dead drop from which, according to the joint plan, members of the Soviet 
residency were prepared to collect, and then for the March and May hand‑over 
meeting in New York. An organisational meeting in Europe was considered for the 
summer of 1976, either on the territory of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, or 
in Austria outside Vienna. After weighing up all the pros and cons and experience 
from operations already carried out we propose to agree to this meeting taking 
place on the territory of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic. Maj. Gen. Hladík re-
quested a new proposal on 16 December 1975.105 

Two days later the Head of the First Directorate FMV forwarded their thanks 
to the representatives of the First KGB Main Directorate, and information that 
a meeting with the contact person “Adrid” would take place in New York on 7 Janu-
ary 1976, at which she would receive 20,000 USD for “Rino”. He was advised at the 
same time that the connection through the dead drop on 20 February 1976 will be 
ensured by the residency of the Soviet Service.106 

102	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Letter from Maj. Gen. M. Hladík to the Minister of the Interior of the 
ČSSR, 16. 10. 1975.

103	 The content of one of these two reports was discussed on 27. 12. 1975 by the Deputy Head of the 
First FMV Directorate Col. O. Dovina with the Head of the 52nd Section, his Deputy and Col. P. J. Nye-
dosekin. Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Report. Top Secret, undated. 

104	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/027, Copy, from Comrade Dovina, 6. 1. 1976. 
105	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Proposal for the leadership of the meeting with the contact person 

ADRID in Operation RINO, 16. 12. 1975.
106	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Operation RINO, 18. 12. 1975. 
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In the report for Koecher, Czechoslovak Intelligence thanked him for the gift 
from Santa Claus and wished him health, happiness and contentment for the 
New Year. As well as the 20,000 USD already released he could count on another 
10,000 dollars “in instalments” over the next two years. The letter included a list 
of Soviet literature for his studies and the requirements concerning the prepa-
ration of a report on the situation in the CIA after the new director took over. 
We are planning meetings with you in Europe (Austria or at home) in the period 
20.–30. 6., it said. In March and in May we will finalise the time and place of the 
meeting. […] Write in English. In summer prepare for a thorough investigation of 
your interesting contacts.107

On 26 February 1976 Col. Žlábek handed over two pieces of information to the 
52nd Section that had been transmitted from Headquarters of the First KGB Main 
Directorate. One concerned the details about the report from the dead drop “Most“, 
and the second contained a communication that, on the basis of “Rino’s” guides, 
the CIA employees in Indonesia, the German Federal Republic and Ghana had been 
identified and their active processing commenced.108

On 4 March 1976 a  fallback handover meeting with Hana Koecher took place 
in New York with the cooperation of both the residencies. The date was changed 
because Soviet counter‑surveillance signalled an operation by the local police on 
the agreed date. On the afternoon before the meeting, Maj. Havlík still had to in-
vestigate some parts of the control route with the resident Maj. Gen. Yuri Ivanovich 
Drozdov109.110 

At the meeting “Adrid” handed over “Rino’s” report of the situation in the CIA 
and also information about the firm Science Applications Inc. concerning the pro-
tection of nuclear materials which had been mentioned in the February dead drop 
“Most”. At Headquarters of the First Directorate FMV, they were puzzled as to why 
“Rino” had not reacted to several tasks he had been assigned, especially as they 
concerned himself personally. On the question of his intelligence contacts, it has to 
be mentioned that RINO was instructed to prepare himself for a discussion of his 
contact base at the meeting in Europe in summer this year.111 

Maj. Havlík brought new directions to the meeting in which Intelligence tried 
to postpone the meeting with Koecher in Europe until 1977. It gave the need to 
strengthen his security as the reason, since the activity of the Western secret ser-
vices had increased, and crossing the ocean was also expensive. In written reports 

107	 Ibid., Operation “RINO”, 13. 4. 1976. Appendix to ref. no. A-00385/52-76.
108	 Ibid., Report on evidence, partial, of “RINO”. Report on perspectives of work with “Rino”, ref. no. 

A-00232/52-76, A-00233/52-76.
109	 On the service career of Maj. Gen. Yuri Ivanovich Drozdov (born 1925), from August 1975 to October 

1979 resident of the First KGB Main Directorate in New York, see KOLPAKIDI, Aleksandr – PROK-
HOROV, Dmitri: Vneshnyaia razvedka Rossii, p. 133. 

110	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/029, LK/ZA/4/76 New York. RINO – supplement to recording of  
3., and 4. 3. 1976, 29. 3. 1976. 

111	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Operation RINO, 15. 3. 1976.
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placed in the dead drop he had to concentrate on important aspects of his personal 
situation, the horizons of his work, the characteristics of new contacts, etc. The 
operating instructions for the dead drop on 23 April 1976 were found in a small 
ladies’ mirror from the Soviet resident.112

Cooperation with the Soviet residency

Before the meeting, the resident was informed by Headquarters that the place for 
the dead drop was being moved; the message said that the Soviet residency in New 
York received a similar instruction. It was only on consultation with “the Friends” 
that it emerged they did not yet have any instruction from Moscow. Since however 
they already had a place prepared for the dead drop they asked in Moscow whether 
they could hand over everything according to our request, which was approved by 
return.113 Still in the middle of March, Maj. Gen. Hladík asked Headquarters of the 
First KGB Main Directorate to send his residency the basis for the new dead drop 
before the planned handover meeting in May 1976. At the same time he said that 
a decision had not yet been made about holding the meeting in Europe, and that 
the Czechoslovak side did not count with a meeting in a third country until 1977. 
The enclosure contained brief information about the situation in the CIA (2 pages), 
a report about the protection of nuclear materials (186 pages) and a copy of a tel-
egram from the residency in Accra of 18 February 1976, which confirmed “Rino’s” 
report about CIA’s intensive development of the Hungarian embassy.114 

At the end of March 1976 Maj. Havlík confirmed that for reasons of security, the 
residency of the First KGB Main Directorate was using the dead drop only once 
for a handover. The Soviet Friends count on being served through the dead drop 
every month with an even number; in accord with your instruction, I offered to help 
with looking for places, or with the service, whatever was needed – but according 
to a communication from the Friends, this is not apparently needed, they will do it 
themselves.115

Shortly afterwards Lt. Col. Švestka drew the attention of the Head of the Directo-
rate to the need to speed up the decision of whether to hold the meetings with the 
Koecher couple in Europe or not. In so doing he suggested using their summer visit 
(August–September) to Austria and meeting them in some tourist region there. If 
this was agreed, their preparation together that of the First KGB Main Directorate 
and the 37th Section should be started now.116 

112	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/029, LK/ZA/4/76 New York. RINO, undated.
113	 Ibid., LK/ZA/4/76 New York. RINO – Supplement to official note from 3., and 4. 3. 1976, 29. 3. 1976.
114	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, Operation RINO, 15. 3. 1976.
115	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/029, LK/ZA/4/76 New York. RINO – Supplement to official note from 3., and 

4. 3. 1976, 29. 3. 1976.
116	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Instruction Meeting with RINO in 1976 – request for decision, 7. 4. 

1976.
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On 9 April 1976 the First KGB Main Directorate proposed a change in communi-
cation with “Rino” on USA territory; they requested agreement for the preparation 
of a two‑way link with the help of the dead drops. Once Prague had agreed, the So-
viet residences in Washington and New York were to start specific preparations.117

The Headquarters of the First FMV Directorate found itself under pressure of 
time. The courier with the instructions for the May handover meeting had to fly 
to the US at the end of April. Maj. Gen. Hladík therefore asked representatives of 
the First KGB Main Directorate for an expedited assessment of the Czechoslovak 
proposals on 13 April 1976. RINO is hired as an “independent contractor”, he told 
them, to research the project PRAGMATIC AND IDEOLOGICAL FACTORS IN SOVIET 
DECISION MAKING, which should be concluded in the summer. RINO expects to get 
another contract and will continue working for the CIA.

Another handover meeting (7 July) with “Adrid” should be decided on 5 May 
1976, which Czechoslovak Headquarters considered necessary so that written ma-
terials from “Rino” could be handed over, above all his study for the CIA. He also 
had to receive the complete plan of connections via the dead drop for 1976–1977. 
The Head of the Directorate expressed complete agreement with the transfer to 
a two‑way system of dead drops. I recommend you give instructions to your resi-
dency in New York to prepare this connection. At the same time he proposed that 
“Rino” deliver to the dead drop in September, December, March and June and the 
Soviet residency in New York in November, February and May.

The technical side of the operation, including the choices of code, container, etc., 
was to run fully under the direction of the First KGB Main Directorate. Our residen-
cy in New York will provide the contents page (instructions, assignments and so on) 
on the basis of instructions from our headquarters, which closely cooperates with 
your headquarters. Maj. Gen. Hladík moreover recommended deliveries to the dead 
drop two months together, and not alternate months as advocated by the First KGB 
Main Directorate, so that Headquarters on both sides would have time to make 
a  thorough assessment and prepare further assignments. We welcome your pro-
posal in which you offer help in preparing the whole system of dead drops, of places 
for signals, and of everything should a particular threat emerge, signals in case it 
is necessary to postpone certain operations and to call extraordinary meetings. He 
further recommended that close cooperation with both residencies in New York 
continue, the possibility of either side convening an extraordinary meeting having 
already agreed with “Rino” through “Adrid”. Last but not least, the Headquarters of 
the First KGB Main Directorate was informed of the option of a personal meeting 
with Koecher taking place in the summer.118

In mid‑April 1976 Headquarters of the First KGB Main Directorate conveyed that 
two dead drops for New York (nos. 106 and 107) had been provided for “Adrid” and 

117	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Submission on the next work with “RINO” and “ADRID” 9. 4. 1976. 
118	 Ibid., Operation “RINO”, 13. 4. 1976. All quotations are from the document referred to.
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another two dead drops for Washington (“Alpha” and “Delta”).119 Another report 
of 23 April 1976 contained a request to deliver a new set of questions to “Rino”.120 

Meanwhile Hana Koecher, who was on a business trip via Europe to India (to pur-
chase diamonds), called, in espionage terminology, for “an extraordinary meeting” 
which took place on 23 April 1976 in Vienna. Capt. Zítek learnt that the Koechers 
had settled in a new apartment in Manhattan in New York, which had cost rough-
ly 40,000 dollars, half of which they had paid in cash. He conveyed thanks from 
Prague for their joint work and in doing so underlined the fact that headquarters 
considered them “an indivisible unit” and that one without the other would not be 
capable of “realising the whole operation”. In response to that, the “contact person” 
[Hana Koecher] said how pleased “Rino” was with the “medal” they had received.

“Adrid” asked for a joint meeting to take place in the autumn. A serious reason for 
their journey to Europe was her husband’s state of health and she used this argu-
ment in an application to facilitate the visits to the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, 
where he would have a complete check‑up. She thought that it was the result of 
exceptional mental tension in the preceding year; Koecher was already extremely 
exhausted by the whole of America, tired out and depressed, and every journey to 
Europe gave him new strength for his further work in the USA. A trip to Europe and 
a visit to Czechoslovakia would certainly help to renovate his mental powers and 
[would add] flavour to his further work…

Capt. Zítek had other questions for “Adrid” to ask “Rino”; above all, he must tell 
them what his likely future would be, and to look in to the question of another 
contract or other work in the agency. Zítek asked Koecher to transfer a continuous 
stream of information about the situation in the CIA after George Herbert Walker 
Bush was appointed director121 (and, where relevant, other intelligence agencies), 
including tips about the data of the people he met. ADRID promised to remember 
all these tasks and to pass them on to RINO.122 

Three days later a  consultation was held with Maj. Gen. Hladík in which 
Col. Nyedosekin also took part and at which the new assignments for Koecher were 
brought up to date before being handed to his wife in New York on 5 May 1976. 
Headquarters consented to the agent’s arguments, cancelled the instruction not 
to travel to Europe, and confirmed its interest in making use of the situation for 
a meeting in Gmunden in Austria (on the 7th or 8th September). Count with perhaps 
a week for discussions. The suggested possibility of a visit to the Czechoslovak Social-
ist Republic was deleted with the explanation that a “solution” would be decided 
on the spot.

119	 Ibid., Report on handover “ADRID” written confidentially according to “RINO”, 14. 4. 1976.
120	 Ibid., Report on meetings with “ADRID” and “RINO”, 23. 4. 1976.
121	 See WEINER, Tim: Dějiny CIA. V zajetí vlastních iluzí. Argo, Prague 2010, p. 352. In English WEINER, 

Tim: Legacy of Ashes. The History of the CIA. Doubleday, New York 2006.
122	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, Official note from meeting, 3. 5. 1976. All quotations are from 

the document referred to.
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By the time of the handover meeting in July, “Rino” had to find out the CIA’s re-
action to the topical affair of Pavel Minařík and the Bulgarian spy from Radio Free 
Europe,123 including security measures taken, other pieces of information on his 
workplace and the CIA as a whole.

The organisation, nature of contacts at the workplace, their cover names, address-
es, telephone numbers and so on, and further to description of the type of secret 
materials he was working with. Tell us whether you already have information about 
the branches and personnel of the CIA in New York.

The Head of the Directorate decided that the resident in New York should be 
informed that the whole system linked to the years 1976–1977 had already been 
decided with the Headquarters of the First KGB Main Directorate. The documenta-
tion on the dead drop should not be given to “Adrid” until October after returning 
from Europe. Tell the Friends that this is a definite decision.124 

On 30 April 1976 the First Deputy Head of the First FMV Directorate, Col. Dovi-
na, personally handed a written report about the latest development of the case 
containing information about the key moments of the extraordinary meeting in Vi-
enna to the secretariat of the Soviet representatives. Hana Koecher confirmed that 
the list of Soviet literature handed over had helped “Rino”; nevertheless, he still felt 
that headquarters could help more effectively, including the provision of some orig-
inal ideas. He was nevertheless convinced that his work was worth worthwhile and 
anticipated that he would be given a new contract. Insofar as RINO’s observations 
concerning our help in processing his analytical work are concerned, we maintain 
our original standpoint and do not intend to intervene in his work in any way.

However, the most important part of the communication concerned the 
agent’s deteriorating state of health. RINO is ill (stomach trouble, rheumatic and 
nerve problems) and after 12 years abroad is asking for a  thorough medical ex-
amination in the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic. ADRID would likewise welcome 
a medical examination after this time. She reminded Czechoslovak Intelligence of 
her preceding health problems which – according to her – were reflected in family 
relationships.

While recognising this application to be a very important issue, the leadership 
of the First FMV Directorate preferred, with regard to the seriousness of the case, 
a considered solution taking into account the principles of security and the meas-
ure of risk in exfiltrating the two agents to the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic. 
We cannot give a full guarantee today saying that we would succeed in legalising 

123	 Pavel Minařík (Agent “Pley“) was exfiltrated from Radio Free Europe at the same time as his col-
league at the First KGB Main Directorate Yuri Michailovich Marin. See TOMEK, Prokop: „Objekt 
ALFA“. Československé bezpečnostní složky proti Rádiu svobodná Evropa. ÚDV, Prague 2006, pp. 140–
143; ŽÁČEK, Pavel – KALOUS, Jan Kalous: Případ „PLEY“. Infiltrace československé redakce Radia 
Svobodná Evropa po roce 1968 – see https://www.minulost.cz/?q=cs/pripad-pley (quoted version 
dated 22. 12. 2022).

124	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/029, Proposals KC – New York, 26.–27. 4. 1976. 
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maybe a 10 day stay for RINO and ADRID (not even for one of them). I do not think 
that the measure of risk corresponds to the importance of the whole case. We intend 
therefore to hold a discussion in September with RINO on Austrian territory where 
the impossibility of entering the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic will be explained 
to RINO (underlining in the original – author’s note) – the security situation, the 
significance of our joint work, and so on. Because it was impossible to give them 
any other answer, they wanted to guarantee Koecher a check‑up and possible treat-
ment with doctors in Europe (Austria, Switzerland), with the Czechoslovak side 
covering the cost.

At the same time the Headquarters of the First KGB Main Directorate were in-
formed why nothing was delivered to the dead drop on 23 April 1976, also that its 
assignments were in the instructions for “Rino” which “Adrid” was to obtain in New 
York at the upcoming handover meeting. A request was moreover sent to Moscow 
to inform the Soviet residency about the handing over of a complex system of con-
necting with the help of dead drops after their return from Europe in November. 
We ask likewise that cooperation between our residencies in Operation RINO be 
focused exclusively on our residency in New York. If some dead drop operation has 
to be carried out by your residency in Washington, I propose a direct connection 
with our residency in New York. Our residency in Washington is not informed about 
Operation RINO, nor do we intend to reveal Operation RINO to our Washington 
residency in the future.125 

On 4 May 1976 Maj. Gen. Hladík finally handed over a detailed twenty‑page re-
cord of the meeting with Hana Koecher in Vienna to the Soviet Friends.126 

Meanwhile Maj. Havlík and a senior officer of the residency Capt. Jan Fila (“Štur-
ma”) who was the new case officer for the contact person “Adrid”, discussed the 
preparation of the handover meeting, the route, the double signalization of secu-
rity and all the counter‑surveillance measures with Maj. Gen. Drozdov (“Sasha”) in 
detail. Even though the discussions with “Sasha” took place in a secure room of 
the residency of the First KGB Main Directorate in the premises of the Permanent 
Mission of the USSR to the UN,127 not a word passed between them concerning the 
time, data or names; everything essential was communicated in writing on a piece 
of paper.

At the same time the Czechoslovak resident informed Maj. Gen. Drozdov about 
the new organisational link with the agent. However, he had not in the meantime 
received any direction from Moscow. He ordered the last valid instruction to be 
inserted in the prepared container of instructions with the plans of the four dead 

125	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Operation “RINO”, 30. 4. 1976.
126	 Ibid., Operation “RINO”, 4. 5. 1976.
127	 The premises of the “Friends” in Riverdale became another place for regular consultation. ABS,  

f. Main Intelligence Directorate – personal files of staff members (I.S-3), reg. no. 39434, Provisional 
report about activity with Comrade Maj. E. HLAVSA at the residency New York along the line of the 
52nd section, 16. 8. 1976. 
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drops serving alternately in Washington and New York for the months of Septem-
ber, November and December 1976, and February 1977. It was not until 4 May 1976 
that the Headquarters of the First KGB Main Directorate confirmed the handing 
over of instructions at the November meeting. “Sasha” reciprocated by communi-
cating that the material from the handover on the fallback date was sent to Mos-
cow the day before.128 

After exhaustive preparation in the evening hours of 5 May 1976, Capt. Fila car-
ried out the handover meeting. I gradually ruled out suspicious persons and cars 
and gained the feeling that I was “clean” by a  soothing method increased by the 
technical assistance of the Friends. The assignments for “Rino” hidden in the packet 
of Dunhill cigarettes were passed to “Adrid” without problems.129

In the middle of the same month, the Headquarters of the First KGB Main Di-
rectorate reported on the contents of the dead drops delivered and collected on 
30 April 1976.130 

On 19 May 1976, Lt. Col. Švestka came to the conclusion that Koecher’s further 
involvement had to be fundamentally solved at the meeting in the summer. The 
question remains whether this aim can be achieved by a meeting outside the territo-
ry of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, a meeting to which the case officer would 
be sent, who could, although with difficulty, be entrusted with a power of attorney 
with ultimate validity in the question of determining [Rino’s] future […] and ar-
ranging things would require a  longer time, consultation with headquarters and 
then meetings in the awkwardness of the A[gency]O[perational]E[nvironment] in 
the USA. The Head of the 52nd Section evidently preferred a meeting in the Czecho- 
slovak Socialist Republic, which would – in cooperation with the First KGB Main 
Directorate – enable a consistently broader collective consideration on the basis of 
an authentic recording of the discussion.

Having read the text, Maj. Gen. Hladík rebuked the Head of Section for his sub-
jective approach in his evaluation of the situation and the person of Rino, which 
apparently did not correspond at all to the content and nature of his report or 
even to the May handover [through] the dead drop.131 The following day the Head 
of the Directorate forwarded a copy of the agent’s report to the representative of 
the First KGB Main Directorate,132 in which “Rino” evidently prepared Headquar-
ters for the variant that he would not stay in the CIA. Even if he work [the source] 
writes is acceptable, it will not lead to him being offered any interesting new position. 

128	 Ibid., f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/029, LK/ZA/5/76 New York. RINO – recording from discussion with 
the Friends, undated.

129	 Ibid., LK/ZA/5/76 New York. ADRID, Official note from Fixed Meeting and and the handover meet-
ing, 5. 5. 1976. 

130	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, Report on confidential operation after partial materials from 
“RINO”, 14. 5. 1976.

131	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Operation RINO, 19. 5. 1976. All quotations are from the document 
mentioned.

132	 ABS, file reg. no. 44503/050, Operation “RINO”, 20. 5. 1976.
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In the best case he will get a new contract for new theoretical work with restricted 
approach to materials, which are not however interesting in any way and this situa-
tion will just drag on and on and on.

Koecher admitted he had exhausted all the possibilities, and for him to be able to 
continue his efforts, he proposed taking the situation on to another level. He said he 
was sure that the CIA still had complete confidence in him, and that they assumed 
he was thoroughly committed to the idea and practice of the American way of life. 
He therefore asked “Headquarters” to help him with some combination, maybe 
even for Prague to show some interest in the source [i.e. “Rino”], without however 
the CIA suspecting that he really is cooperating with them. In considering his fu-
ture, the agent began from the conviction that his cooperation with the CIA had 
compromised him so much it was completely out of the question for him to obtain 
a teaching position in any kind of decent American university.133 

At the end of May 1976, the 52nd Section compiled a fourteen‑page critical analy-
sis of some aspects of cooperation with “Rino” and suggested it should be forward-
ed to the Soviet Friends to supplement their knowledge of the case.134

The analysis noted that in the last eleven years no less than 18 officers had shared 
in the management of the agent at headquarters and abroad (and another three 
impersonally) and considered this to be a serious threat to security. The purges 
after August 1968, during which half these case officers left the security service 
could be identified as a critical moment. The inadequate opportunities to vet the 
married couple of spies were also perceived as a negative aspect of the case. The 
product that RINO has handed over from the renewal of cooperation in 1974 to the 
present day, and which was handed in its entirety to the Soviet Friends shows his 
reliable approach to cooperation. The veracity of RINO’s reports and documents was 
confirmed in practice both by our services and by the Friends who have a high opin-
ion of his work. Even so, at the discussions with the representatives of the First KGB 
Main Directorate, the 52nd Section suggested an appraisal of further suitable forms 
of vetting the married couple including checking their home. We would welcome 
an assurance of the possibility of vetting the agent from the Soviet Friends; we do not 
have these possibilities at the present time.135 

On 7 June 1976 the Headquarters of the First KGB Main Directorate forwarded 
the seven‑page original of the agent’s report that “Rino” had delivered to the dead 
drop on 30 April.136 

In the middle of June 1976 the 52nd Section presented a document, which fol-
lowed on the decision of the Head of the First FMV Directorate of 26 April 1976. 
In view of the challenging nature of the operation, Lt. Col. Švestka proposed that 

133	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/029, from the point of view of the source; handed over by ADRID 5. 5. 1976 
in New York.

134	 Ibid., RINO, 31. 5. 1976.
135	 Ibid., “Rino” – Analysis of some aspects of cooperation, 31. 5. 1976.
136	 ABS, file reg. no. 44503/050, Report “RINO”, 7. 6. 1976.
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preparations for the September meeting should be initiated, recommending that 
a decision had to be made above all about the venue. In the variant of exfiltrating 
the two agents behind the Iron Courtain, the operational section would count with 
“Rino” and “Adrid’s” visit to Czechoslovak Socialist Republic for one week as a max-
imum. At the same time he recommended that the representative of the First KGB 
Main Directorate be invited to Prague in the second half of August to examine and 
specify the programme of the meeting.137 

In his record Capt. Fila described the share of the residency of the First KGB Main 
Directorate in New York in the preparations for the course of the meeting on 7 July 
1976:

On the basis of a direction from headquarters and in view of the operative sit-
uation, due attention was devoted to preparation in cooperation with Comrade 
Resident and with substantial technical help from and consultation with the Soviet 
Friends who this time took part also in the counter‑surveillance. […] The opera-
tive situation and the effort to run things as effectively and reliably on the day of 
the meeting requires at the present time several days complex preparation of the 
route and adapting the daily regime to its needs/various combinations of leaving 
and returning home, similarly movement through New York and also on other 
days and months, the choice of route after checking against being followed so 
that it did not have to be “jettisoned“, of links and of places where an effective 
check is carried out, and other measures of a psychological and technical nature. 
As a current operative situation I consider this complicated, time‑consuming, and 
technologically challenging approach to be the only possible one. The creation of 
the conditions for the successful course of the route (which is physically challeng-
ing and which, taking into consideration the signalling and now also the counter
‑surveillance, requires sufficient exact time synchronisation) before the day of the 
meeting requires adequate time for the securing of the meeting not to be a one‑off 
matter. […]

Taking into consideration the complexity of the operation, I prepared a  route 
which crossed Manhattan, the Bronx, Queens, Brooklyn and Newark in New Jer-
sey. The route was in two places interrupted by a security signal from the Friends. 
After 4 hours a 25 minute section of counter‑surveillance was inserted into the 
route which was prepared and secured by the Friends’ residency. The entire route 
was covered technologically by the Friends. The route lasted 12 hours at a dynamic 
tempo, with changes of various types of transport, and of the nature of the sur-
roundings and with a number of checkpoints for detecting possible following by 
a pedestrian and by car. (A large number of changes, the routes of buses between 
 

137	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/013, Operation “Rino” – Proposal for the leadership of the meeting, 14. 6. 
1976. 
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the Bronx and Queens and buses in Brooklyn traveling by routes for the detection 
of cars, a number of checkpoints requiring the display of cars and persons, and so 
on. The composition and the length of the route was very positively evaluated also 
by the Friends.)

After a period of movement on the route I gradually ruled out suspicious persons 
and cars, I did not notice any pedestrians or any cars following me. The technical 
check carried out and the counter‑surveillance of the Friends likewise did not reg-
ister any following or suspicious circumstances. […] However this operation at the 
same time served to develop knowledge of the Agent’s Operative Environment in 
New York and in a practical way shows the efficiency and value of the cooperation 
with the Friends.138 

Preparation for exfiltration

Meanwhile, the 22nd Section (Section for Analysis and Planning) prepared a detailed 
analysis with the intention of assessing the likely outcome from 1973139 to May 
1976.

The entire “Rino” case was considered extremely problematic. From the materials 
studied many points stand out which would correspond to the fact that RINO is be-
ing operated against us (problems of direction, outcomes up to 1973, RINO’s lack of 
discipline), but elements also appear which would refute this (involving a fundamen-
tal assessment as to whether the US service [deliberately] sacrificed the information 
and materials RINO handed over to us) to strengthen our trust in him. Although he 
supplied a number of highly interesting findings and materials, according to the 
analysis their quantity did not correspond to the length of the agent’s operation in 
the TU department. Moreover, they dealt with a limited circle of questions, and all 
the persons about whom he provided information were under the control of the 
CIA; he more or less avoided information about regular employees. If we assess the 
information handed over from the angle of the interests of the CIA in obtaining our 
complete trust in RINO and his prospects, they may have sacrificed some assumed 
well‑known operations (Tunis, Accra, Bogota and so on.). After considering they had 
given enough for us to trust RINO, they would lead him away from the source of in-
formation and employ him as an external colleague in the political research section.

Inadequate review measures in the last four or five years make it impossible to 
state unequivocally that Koecher is “clean” and […] without operative risk, and thus 
admit the possibility that he could in some way […] be operating against us. In the 

138	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/029, LK/ZA/8/76 New York. ADRID: Recording from Fixed Meeting and 
Information Meeting, 8. 7. 1976. 

139	 The complex agency operative situation internationally in 1973 was mentioned, significantly influ-
encing the liquidation of the First KGB Main Directorate residency in London and the expulsion of 
Soviet intelligence agents from Great Britain. 
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course of managing an agent of the “Rino” type, the First FMV Directorate has to 
count on him having a relationship with the CIA […] with a possible underpinning. 
Given the quality and aggressiveness of the style of work of the American special ser-
vices it would be illogical and operationally hazardous not to take into consideration 
a number of signals from the past which have to arouse the interest of the FBI in the 
person of RINO.

The author of the analysis from the 22nd Section, in considering all the known 
facts of the agent’s relationship to Czechoslovak Intelligence, evaluated him as in-
sincere and declarative. He recommended from the professional point of view that 
they should take as a starting point the fact that “Rino” has been assigned to us 
with the aim of penetrating the apparatus of Czechoslovak Intelligence. He recom-
mended that, with the aim of verifying his real relationship to the First FMV Direc-
torate and revealing the CIA’s possible other intentions, a meeting should be held in 
Austria on 7 September 1976 at which Koecher should be told that Headquarters 
had taken into consideration the report that that his previous possibilities with 
the CIA had been exhausted to their full extent. He proposed their only reaction to 
his request for a medical examination and a visit to his mother should be that this 
depended on his exfiltration to the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic in the course of 
the following five to six months.140 Maj. Gen. Hladík decided to make a fourth copy 
of the above analysis for the First KGB Main Directorate.141 

On 27 July 1976 the 52nd Section finally obtained a ten‑page statement from the 
headquarters of the First KGB Main Directorate, in whose heading the Directorate 
Head wrote: Comrade Dovina. 1) Study carefully and confront with the results of our 
analysis. 2) Prepare our proposals for consultation with the Friends. The analysis, 
which from the Soviet side summed up in great detail the whole history of Koech-
er’s cooperation as an agent with State Security, in its conclusion repeatedly drew 
attention to several suspicious aspects and the need for in‑depth review. They had 
not for example succeeded in verifying the wire‑tapping of the military attaché in 
Lebanon; the residency in Bogota revealed only the violation of some norms used 
for verbal dangles for Soviet citizens (that is, the KGB had not yet found the agent 
who had been recruited); similarly, no operative technology had been discovered 
at the embassy in Kabul (however, the radiotelephonic communication of Soviet 
experts could be intercepted). The CIA’s  internal instructions, photographs and 
characteristics of 36 employees of the CIA were unequivocally described as being of 
operative interest to the Soviet service. In four cases, processing which should have 
successful results had been initiated on the basis of the instructions. The informa-
tion about recruitment in Iran had led to the probable identification of one person 
who had been taken into active agent‑operational processing.

140	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/029, Analysis of RINO Case, undated.
141	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/014, Analysis of RINO. Supplement to ref. no. A-00336/22-76, undated.
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Soviet headquarters concluded that it was still impossible to come to an unequiv-
ocal conclusion about “Rino’s” honesty. They doubted however that the American 
specslužba (Special Services) would release information about the personnel struc-
ture of their employees and intelligence operations they performed. In particular, 
they were unable to explain how the two agents were able communicate with rela-
tives in the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic and Switzerland (let alone the parents 
visit New York) and their regular trips to Europe. The Soviet opinion was that the 
FBI could not have known about these visits. Nevertheless, in spite of a number 
of things were unclear it was valuable information of serious operational interest; 
they would need however an in‑depth screening which was in many cases impossi-
ble (inter alia because it could lead to the detection of the agent).

In brief, the First KGB Main Directorate doubted that, in the case of a “dangle”, 
the CIA would hand over material serious enough to threaten American interests. 
It therefore supported the view that the agents should be dealt with openly and 
a meeting organised on the territory of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic. The 
Soviets advised that at the turn of August and September they would send their 
own operrabotnik (operational officer) to Prague to coordinate the work and help 
Czechoslovak Intelligence. They also recommended that a hidden camera should 
document the whole meeting with “Rino” and “Adrid”, above all the passages fo-
cused on specific activity against the USSR and the countries of the Socialist camp.142 

The same day Col. Žlábek acquainted the Head of the 52nd Section Lt. Col. Švestka 
with the viewpoint of Maj. Gen. Hladík on holding the meeting with the agent in 
the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic. A detailed analysis of the case should be pre-
pared by the set date and consulted with the Soviet Friends who, it was assumed, 
will probably take part in the meeting. The Head of the Directorate ordered that 
a decision should be made the about the further focus of “Rino’s” work before ex-
filtration to Czechoslovakia; it was counted on that it would only be made tighter 
and more specific at the meeting.143 

At the same time the Deputy Head of the Directorate summoned Capt. Zítek to 
discuss selected points for the preparation of the meeting in Czechoslovakia. In 
the context of the official reception the two agents should be presented either to 
the Head of the Directorate Maj. Gen. Hladík, or to one of his deputies, Dovina or 
Žlábek. Whether they will appear as deputies from the Interior Ministry or as repre-
sentatives of Czechoslovak Intelligence will be decided. It was assumed that Koecher 
would be awarded the Medal for Service to his Homeland and Hana Koecher the 
Badge of the SNB (National Security Corps). Should a question arise as to appro-
priate sum payable for their previous cooperation, the amount was ascertained as 
128,000 crowns.144

142	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/050, Report, ref. no. A-00869/12-ZS-76, undated.
143	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/029, Record, Lt. Col. Jiří Šimovič, 19. 7. 1976.
144	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/051, Record, Capt. Hořejší, 5. 8. 1976.
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On 28 July 1976, the 52nd Section informed the leadership of the First FMV Direc-
torate in writing of a verbal communication from the First KGB Main Directorate 
that an unsuccessful attempt had been made in Indonesia to contact Kazakov who 
after this had probably been moved back to the USA. Reacting to this, Lt. Col. Švest-
ka proposed that, for security reasons, “Rino” should be informed about this at the 
meeting in New York. The formulation explaining the Soviet activity which was to 
be passed to the agent was approved by Col. Dovina on behalf of the Head of the 
Directorate: Concerning Kazakov, we took measures from our side without success. 
More in personal contact in September.145 

The day before the meeting, the New York residency received a lightning cipher: 
For your information – an attempt was made to contact K[azakov], […] but without 
success. […] verbal communication to ADRID that it concerned KAZAKOV.146 

In connection with the handover meeting on 4 August 1976, Capt. Fila reported 
that it was prepared with the Soviet Friends, who secured it technically by means 
of a double safety signal at the middle and the end of the route. The route lasted 
12 hours at a dynamic tempo…147 On 12 August 1976 Lt. Col. Švestka ensured with 
the Head of the Directorate the use of a secret villa in the parish of Čtyřkoly on the 
banks of the river Sázava.148 Six days later the first version of the programme of the 
working part of the meeting emerged. The set task for the meeting planned from 
9 to 13 September 1976 was to ensure the future prospects of Koecher’s work, 
i.e., the stabilisation of his situation, the maintenance of his present position in 
the CIA, and maximum efforts to lead to the further consolidation of his position 
at work. Developments however have shown that the situation is not developing as 
straightforwardly as RINO anticipated. Although RINO wrote the work, he will not 
know up to his departure to Europe what will happen to him… The 52nd Section 
thinks that likely variants include his signing a contract with the Policy Research 
Office, his location to the branch of the CIA in New York, or his dispatch to Europe, 
probably to the CIA unit in Munich. He has however to count with the extreme 
possibility that he will not be offered another contract.

The document anticipates that “Rino” will try to implement relocation to Eu-
rope. It will be necessary to persevere in insisting on our tasks […] – it concerns 
the fundamental task of Czechoslovak Intelligence to continue in the work [against] 
the USA […]. Detailed argumentation will be prepared. A solution should be – un-
derstandably in cooperation with the Friends – a meeting in a third country, with 
Finland or Morocco being proposed. The most suitable time for the official recep-
tion was thought to be the end of the working meeting, when a comprehensive 

145	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/029, RINO – approval of information for RINO, 28. 7. 1976.
146	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/051, Extract from code no. 33, sent 3. 8. 1976 RADIO – URGENT, GIVE IM-

MEDIATELY to the residency in New York, 3. 8. 1976.
147	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/031, LK/ZA/8/76 New York. ADRID: Official note from Fixed Meeting and 

Information Meeting, 5. 8. 1976. 
148	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/051, RINO – Object for the realisation of the meeting – request, 12. 8. 1976.
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evaluation of the results of the cooperation up to that point, its future prospects, 
and the significance of the work for the lands of the Socialist community would be 
carried out. Joint photo‑documentation would be prepared with the leadership of 
the Directorate during the meeting, with regard to the compromising of the two 
agents.149 

In the course of the preparation for the meeting, the First KGB Main Directorate 
forwarded a  list of sixteen questions to Prague, supplemented by another eight 
enquiries. They understandably wanted to clarify “Rino’s” future prospects, the 
possibility of his employment in Munich or Vienna, of gaining further data on CIA 
employees including former colleagues from the TU, information about the branch 
of the CIA in New York, and the establishing of data for new relationships. They 
were interested in their investment: R[ino] acquired an apartment in N.Y. so that 
he could welcome guests and invite acquaintances. Who has he invited so far, and 
which of them have been on a visit. What suddenly made him feel he had no future, 
and have ideas about returning to Czechoslovakia? One of the questions concerned 
Brzezinski, whether “Rino” was in contact with him; and what in his opinion was 
the possibility of working with Jimmy Carter.150

Čtyřkoly and the ending of cooperation

The Foreign Counter‑intelligence Head of the First KGB Main Directorate, Maj. Gen. 
Oleg Danilovich Kalugin,151 travelled to Prague accompanied by one of his subor-
dinates, Abdulchalik Gadzhiev, who was convinced that in the case of “Rino” they 
were dealing with a  double agent. According to Gadzhiev’s  evidence there was 
a controversy during the meeting with the chief KGB representative at the FMV 
Maj. Gen. Yelisey Tikhonovich Sinicyn152 and Col. Nyedosekin. Sinicyn conveyed an 
order from the Head of the First KGB Main Directorate Lt. Gen. Kryuchkov not to 
contact the agent personally, which however Kalugin refused to obey.153

On 7 September 1976 the Koecher couple were contacted in Vienna and the next 
day moved to the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic with the use of false diplomatic 
passports. ADRID was spontaneous and demonstrated evident joy, and was similarly 

149	 Ibid., Topic of programme of the working part of the Instruction Meetings A – RINO and ADRID,  
18. 8. 1976.

150	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050, Issues concerning a meeting with “Rino” 8 September s. g.; Sup-
plementary issues concerning “Rino”, undated.

151	 In the text incorrectly rendered as Kulagin. For the service career of Maj. Gen. Oleg Danilovich 
Kalugin (born 1934) from March 1973 to 15. 11. 1979 Head of Directorate “K” (foreign counter-espi-
onage) of First KGB Main Directorate, see KALUGIN, Oleg – MOUNTAIGNE, Fen: The First Directorate. 

152	 On the service career of Maj. Gen. Yelisey Tikhonovich Sinicyn (1909–1995), from 1970–1981 the 
chief representative of the KGB of the Council of Ministers of the USSR at the FMV ČSSR, cf. KOLPA-
KIDI, Aleksandr – PROKHOROV, Dmitri: Vneshnyaia razvedka Rossii, pp. 353–355.

153	 See GADZIEV, Abdulchalik: Česť imeju! Zapiski diplomata i razvedčika. Časť pervaja. Izdateľstvo  
“Jupiter“, Machačkala 2003, pp. 274–275.
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touched on crossing the border. RINO remained quite cold.154 The aim of the visit to 
the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic was an in‑depth extraction concerning the CIA 
and “Rino’s” work, a screening of his seriousness and “honour”, an assessment of 
the veracity of the material he had handed over, and a clarification of his further 
prospects.155 The two agents were driven to the secret house in Čtyřkoly, where the 
extraction began on the morning of 9 September 1976. “Rino” said inter alia that 
he did not know whether he would get a new contract with the CIA; essentially he 
ruled out being offered the post of a staff member in the Policy Research Office. Maj. 
Gen. Kalugin visited the villa for the first time from 15.45 to 17.50, accompanied by 
Col. Žlábek. Even in front of “Alex” (Kalugin), “Rino” elaborated on ideas of how to 
make himself interesting to the CIA, inter alia coming up with stories of how they 
could support him with some diplomat, for example, or another Czech who would 
be a contact for him. He also proposed to start a career in the USA as a journalist, 
saying he would start writing critical articles about the CIA in the USA.

On 10 September 1976, Maj. Gen. Kalugin came to the villa at 14.40 to contin-
ue a personal conversation with the agent.156 During the discussion Koecher was 
apparently unable to describe his preceding workplace in the Pentagon, or even 
the deputy PRO, although he had met him.157 According to later analysis, howev-
er, the most interesting passage concerned Kazakov. It is may have been that the 
purpose of the conversation was not to warn RINO about KAZAKOV (who refuses 
to be in touch with the Friends), but to distract RINO from [his] person, […] while 
the Friends succeed in building a closer relationship with KAZAKOV.158 At 19.00 Maj. 
Gen. Kalugin, Col. Žlábek, Capt. Zítek, “Rino” and “Adrid” sat down to supper to-
gether.159 Kalugin, who thought Koecher’s replies had been evasive, was convinced 
he was a double agent working for the CIA, and advised Maj. Gen. Hladík and Col. 
Žlábek to end their cooperation with him.160 

After two days of extraction and instruction and a medical examination, as well 
as visits to Prague, Ještěd and Macha’s Lake, it was probably Capt. Zítek who draft-
ed the proposal for the next approach. It offered either to allow “Rino” to return 
to the USA and continue cooperation with him or to keep him in the Czechoslovak 
Socialist Republic and to carry out active measures against the CIA with him from 
there. In the first case the in‑depth screening could be continued, all the more if 
he were to be relocated to Europe. If it were a question of a “dangle” on the part 

154	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/051, Recording from Operation RINO. Contact and Instruction Meet-
ing in Vienna, 27. 10. 1976.

155	 Ibid., Proposal for further approach in Operation RINO, 13. 9. 1976.
156	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/052, Overview of recordings, 30. 11. 1976.
157	 Ibid., Official note from Instruction Meeting with agents RINO and ADRID, 24. 11. 1976.
158	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/106, Analysis of agency case RINO carried out in connection with the 

realisation of agents RINO and ADRID FBI on 27. 11. 1984 and proposal of measures, 8. 1. 1985.
159	 Ibid., Official note from Instruction Meeting with agents RINO and ADRID, 24. 11. 1976.
160	 KALUGIN, Oleg – MOUNTAIGNE, Fen: The First Directorate, p. 188; GADZHIEV, Abdulchalik: Česť 

imeju!, pp. 275–276.
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of the CIA, it would be possible to “elaborate” an intelligence game. To rule out any 
risk impersonal contact only was assumed on both sides. We will move to personal 
contact only if the agent obtains a position in the CIA, and only in a third country.

Another variant, after considering political expediency, allowed the implemen-
tation of an operation to compromise the CIA in the USA and other capitalist and 
developing countries. Apart from a small amount of usable propagandist materials 
there were fears of a  possible sharp reaction from the CIA and the subsequent 
deterioration of the operational situation for Czechoslovak and Soviet intelligence 
agents in the USA. The fact that the agent would remain in the Czechoslovak So-
cialist Republic without being able fully to clarify the background to the case, while 
the operational contact to the CIA would be lost, was regarded as negative. It is 
possible we could be playing a role in fulfilling the CIA’s future intentions, that is, to 
settle a long‑term agent in the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic.

The last possibility was to expel Koecher and his wife from the Czechoslovak So-
cialist Republic as agents of the CIA, trying to penetrate our top‑secret institutions. 
Insofar as they were agents of the CIA, wrote the author of the proposal, Czechoslo-
vak Intelligence could prevent the measures of “the enemy” and use the materials 
acquired to compromise the CIA. However, the serious weakness of this measure, 
he continued in his observation, “is that if it is not a dangle on the part of the CIA, 
we will be the initiators of their investigation and their acquisition of compromising 
materials against Czechoslovak Intelligence with a possible impact […] on the Soviet 
Friends. He therefore recommended solving the situation according to the first 
variant outlined.161 In the evening Col. Dovina, Col. Žlábek and Capt. Zítek took part 
in a consultation with the Head of the Directorate Maj. Gen. Hladík, during which 
they summarised the previous information and discussed tactics for the follow-
ing day.162 The official part of the meeting began at 11.15 on 14 September 1976. 
Maj. Gen. Hladík presented the Koechers with the awards for Service to the Home-
land. After lunch, the Head of the Directorate first delivered an ideologically mo-
tivated address focused on the alleged economic successes of the Czechoslovak 
Socialist Republic, and then gave the following speech:

Hladík: We have made a preliminary evaluation of the current situation. So what 
is the state of it, how do we evaluate the situation? […] Most recently, intelligence 
results in the key field we need are very weak. That is clear to both of us. Evidently 
we did not adequately estimate the possibilities of the last workplace. […] How-
ever, we counted on the fact that in the course of [writing] the work, access to 
certain classified materials which could represent our interest would be granted 

161	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/051, Proposal for further approach in Operation RINO, 13. 9. 1976.
162	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/052, Official note from Instruction Meeting with agents RINO and ADRID, 

24. 11. 1976.
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to us. In that we made an inadequate estimate of the possibilities. […] Because we 
were interested in what they knew about the Soviet Union. […] I think it is com-
pletely clear. […] I think that my Soviet colleague already stated the standpoint of 
the Friends at our meeting. In the opinion of our specialists the work is of a good 
level. […] Nevertheless as your conversations here lasting several hours showed, it 
seems from what I can gather that the work does not yet create preconditions for 
a clear further perspective. It all remains very hazy to us and we are exposed to the 
whim of fortune, or of good luck […], that is the starting situation for our decision 
making. […] We are aware that the work in the [United] States represents a great 
risk, for us and for you. Perhaps we are more aware than you. […] At the same time, 
keep in mind that we are responsible for you, for your work, and for your lives. […] 
So plainly the work represents a great political risk for us. […] We also have an op-
erational risk there, over and above the political, that it could give rise to another 
scandal which will be keenly exploited and there again damage the treaties that are 
coming up for signature. It is also dangerous for you personally. […]

Hladík: Karel, I’m saying this because now was a time we expected certain re-
sults, now we have a  time of stagnation, expectation, and at the same time we 
don’t know how to get out of it. We don’t know where to focus our forces and 
therefore we have necessarily to pose the question whether we are undertaking 
that risk reasonably and responsibly. […] Starting from this situation, the leader-
ship will decide on the next approach today after our conversation. We have two 
variants prepared. […] The first variant is for you not to return to the States at all, 
for you to stay here. That is for us, I admit, an easier variant, that will save both you 
and us from any sort of risk and obviously not one that will let you grow moss here. 
I understood that you were interested in some sort of harsh operation against the 
Americans. In a few weeks we would be capable together with you, […] you would 
be established there in the chief role – of preparing a harsh operation to uncover 
some trends of activity and specific facts of CIA activity. […] Plainly there would 
be political criteria for that moment in time. Because in the pre‑election campaign 
we would have to weigh up very much who would be helped by this operation 
and who would be damaged by it, whether it would be the current government 
administration. […]

Hladík: […] We have an idea for this, it would be a large‑scale operation in the 
media, on television, on foreign broadcasts, on all channels where we have means 
of influencing people outside, where we could apply these things, and we are not 
short of them, the Friends would obviously help us there with their means of in-
fluence. […] You would not be damaged at all. I emphasise that, you would come 
to no harm. […] The second variant is to continue working with an awareness of 
all the risks and so on and with all the awareness of all those uncertainties. We can 
continue with you working there provided one fundamental condition is fulfilled. 
That is, you obtain either a long term contract or a permanent position in the CIA. 
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Because there is no intelligence value in you just staying there. It’s risky for you, 
risky for us, and nothing more than that, and we don’t get anything out of it. I’ll 
say it again, we don’t care, I repeat, we don’t care about the dollars. But […] when 
we speak now of a contract or permanent employment, I also have in mind on the 
territory of the States, headquarters, or in Europe. In this case Austria or Germany 
would really be exceptionally interesting for us as in many ways it would ease our 
work because thanks to the European environment, everything works better for us 
in Austria and Germany than in the States where with these issues of connection 
and everything, every change causes unimaginable organisational difficulties. […] 
It’s a conundrum, you must realise that for yourselves. Our intentions are the best. 
Either continue the work and get the most out of it, or don’t gamble with the good 
name of the republic and your own safety.163

The deportment and behaviour of the two agents, up to now calm, underwent 
a striking change. After the officials of the First FMV Directorate left for Prague 
they remained in shock. During the afternoon this state gradually turned into open 
nervousness and irritation. In the evening […] RINO gave way to an emotional out-
burst… The next day the mental state of the couple deteriorated. RINO and ADRID 
went so far as to say in their conversations that Czechoslovak Intelligence had de-
stroyed their illusions and left its mark on their entire life. […] RINO commented 
that the alternative, to stay in the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, was an unconsid-
ered decision made at the last moment, which the Soviets, if they knew the real state 
of affairs, could never agree with. In that context he said that the best thing would 
be to find a route to the Soviets who had greater experience in intelligence work.164 

In the evening another consultation took place with the Head of the Directorate 
after which Capt. Zítek was sent to Čtyřkoly to find out how the two agents had 
reacted. Koecher declared that he considered the proposals to be fundamentally 
unfair and hasty. He turned on the leadership of Czechoslovak Intelligence very 
harshly, using extremely vulgar expressions and saying that for the last eleven 
years they had failed to advise him in any way or create better conditions for his 
career, on the Federal Ministry of the Interior for its share in his persecution in his 
youth, on Maj. Gen. Hladík for his way of communicating over lunch, and finally, 
on his case officer. He wiped the floor even with “Alex”, nevertheless commenting 
on him positively as the only one who understood that from the beginning he had 
wanted to work with the Soviets.

According to the recording, Koecher showed a deep mistrust of cooperation with 
the bodies of the Interior Ministry. Apparently the screening had fulfilled its aim: 
It clearly showed that neither RINO nor ADRID had the slightest interest in carrying 
out the intended measures of Czechoslovak Intelligence, through which they exposed 

163	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/051, Tape no. 6. 
164	 Ibid., Official note from Operation RINO, 29. 10. 1976
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their relationship to their homeland and to Czechoslovak Intelligence. RINO showed 
himself to be a powerful individualist, disregarding collective reason, and both of 
them to be petty bourgeois, who had taken the western lifestyle to heart much more 
and who did not want to lose it…

On the morning of 5 September 1976 the leadership of the First FMV Directorate 
discussed how to continue. At noon “Rino” offered a solution to the situation when 
he and “Adrid” handed in their written resignation of cooperation with Czechoslo-
vak Intelligence. Half an hour later they withdrew their resignation; nevertheless, 
at the evening consultation with Maj. Gen. Hladík it was accepted. Col. Žlábek sub-
sequently told the two agents that the leadership of Czechoslovak Intelligence had 
accepted their resignation because it was disappointed with their reaction, suspi-
cion and lack of seriousness; “Rino’s” potential had showed itself as very small. The 
Deputy Head of the Directorate nevertheless thanked the couple for the work they 
had carried out and told them they could leave for the West. However, he made it 
a condition that they would never try to get into contact, and accompanied it with 
the warning that if they decided to undertake something against Czechoslovak In-
telligence, they [the Czechoslovaks] had sufficient proof in their hands to put the 
Koechers in an American prison. Koecher signed for 1000 dollars for the journey.165 

The next day before they flew from Prague to Vienna, they signed a statement 
that their cooperation with the Federal Ministry of the Interior had come to an 
end, which included a warning about the possible consequences of its disclosure. 
They confirmed by their signatures that they would not try to make any contact 
with Czechoslovak bodies.166 In evaluating the conclusions of the meeting, Capt. 
Zítek stated: RINO handed over a considerable amount of intelligence information 
and materials, of which the larger part was confirmed as truthful and described by 
the Friends as valuable. In the course of the meeting RINO confirmed knowledge 
of the TU and of some persons. On the other hand, above all in conversation with 
Gen. KALUGIN and during RINO’s attempt at a statement it appeared as though he 
had forgotten the elementary information that he had handed over, even though in 
the course of the meeting he again referred to his brilliant memory. […] If we add 
it to the list of these facts, and his failure in the KAZAKOV case and if we take into 
consideration the given quality of RINO, these facts are suspicious. In conclusion he 
suggested that after the end of cooperation the file A‑RINO be prepared for archiv-
ing.167 At the end of December 1976 Col. Žlábek had the task of preparing a brief 
and accurate final report about the “Rino” case, also intended for handing over to 
the First KGB Main Directorate, and thus concluding the cooperation.168

165	 Ibid.
166	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/031, Declaration, 16. 9. 1976.
167	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/051, Official note from RINO, 29. 10. 1976.
168	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/052, On the report about the leadership of subsequent meetings with RINO 

and ADRID in ČSSR in September 1986, 27. 12. 1986.
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Conclusion

In the middle of March 1977, the 22nd Section prepared the concluding report in 
which a quite purposeful attempt was made to interpret Koecher’s behaviour dur-
ing the discussions in Čtyřkoly: He downgraded the CIA in a vulgar way and also 
the regular employees of the CIA (he called them scouts) by saying that they swallow 
anything he thinks up. After interviews with Maj. Gen. HLADÍK and Gen. KALUGIN 
he became aware that the situation was not developing in his favour and immedi-
ately overrated his options and went to such extremes that he compared himself to 
SORGE,169 saying that he will work in Europe, and offers Czechoslovak Intelligence 
the use of a safe house for confidential meetings, one which he had bought in Austria 
with the help of his uncle and money from Czechoslovak Intelligence. Nevertheless, 
Head of Section Lt. Col. Karel Šimůnek (code‑named “Šener”) was forced to admit 
he had not succeeded in obtaining any clear proof during the operation that would 
confirm that “Rino” was working for the CIA, even though from the problematic 
course of the cooperation one could deduce his possible conscious cooperation 
with the American antagonist. It could however be stated quite clearly that RINO 
and ADRID’s lack of seriousness, careerism, self‑importance and capacity for fraud, 
and quite simply their political and moral alienation with regard to the Czechoslovak 
Socialist Republic, that they are our class enemy.170 After the final report had been 
approved, a copy was handed over to the Soviet Friends by Maj. Gen. Hladík and 
Col. Dovina.171 

It could seem that the case was at an end. However, Czechoslovak and Soviet 
Intelligence in time reassessed the “Rino” case and renewed cooperation.172 After 
the Koechers had been arrested in November 1984, a  new analysis stated that 
in September 1976 Headquarters had been influenced by the analysis made by 
22nd Section, an analysis that did not capture a number of essential circumstanc-
es. It subjectively assumed that RINO had been tasked by the CIA with processing 
Czechoslovak Intelligence, and suppressed other possible variants. […] The analysis 
significantly influenced the course of the 1976 meeting in the Czechoslovak Socialist 
Republic, when the undisciplined and negative characteristics of the A[gent] were 
again confused with treachery which led to the interruption of cooperation.173 

169	 Richard Sorge (1895–1944), German and Soviet Communist, 1927–1929 employee of Comintern, 
1929–1933 member of Soviet military intelligence GRU, 1933–1941 resident of the illegal intelli-
gence in Tokyo, 1941 arrested and executed in Japan. Hero of the USSR (1964). See e.g. GAVRILOV, V. 
A. (ed.): Vojennaja razvedka informirujet. Dokumenty razvedupravlenija Krasnoj armiji, janvar 1939 
– ijun 1941 g. Meždunarodnyj fond “Demokratija”, Moscow 2008.

170	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/014, Final report on the RINO case, 17. 3. 1977.
171	 Ibid., file reg. no. 44503/102, Final report on the case of RINO, 17. 3. 1977. The “Rinat” file was ar-

chived also by First KGB Main Directorate. GADZHIEV, Abdulchalik: Česť imeju!, pp. 276–277.
172	 A decision was made to renew cooperation with “Rino” in December 1981, but in the time before 

the two agents were arrested by the FBI on 27. 11. 1984 this did not reach the preceding level. Cf. 
PALEČEK, Pavel: Podivný příběh komunistických špionů Hany a Karla Köcherových, pp. 47–71.

173	 ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/106, Analysis of the case of the agent RINO carried out in connection 
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The surviving operational documentation in the cases of “Rino” and “Adrid” made 
it possible in this specific case to reconstruct the cooperation of Czechoslovak and 
Soviet Intelligence, both at headquarters level by means of the liaison officer of the 
First KGB Main Directorate Col. P. J. Nyedosekin, and on the territory of the USA at 
the level of the New York residency. It was successful in confirming the inequality 
of the relationship between the two intelligence bodies, specifically in document-
ing the form of management and assignments of the leadership of the First FMV 
Directorate, its headquarters, residence in the country of its main enemy, even spe-
cific agents. Moreover, a detailed analysis of the organisation’s intelligence activity 
and “Rino’s” information product opens the path to judging the full extent of his 
treachery towards the United States and questions the hitherto known context of 
this complicated case.

with the realisation of the agents RINO and ADRID FBI on 27. 11. 1984 and the proposal of mea-
sures, 8. 1. 1985.

The building of the CIA secret unit AE/SCREEN at the address 200 North Glebe Road in Arlington, USA 	
	 Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/117
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The Christmas party of the Transcription Unit (TU), secret unit of the CIA AE/SCREEN  
(“Rino” on the right), 1974 	 Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/117

Hana and Karel Koechers, the agents of the Czechoslovak and Soviet Foreign Espionage
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A copy of Karel Koecher’s service card which authorized him to enter the CIA secret unit AE/SCREEN  
in Arlington 	 Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/026
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Report on the retrieval of the “Bridge” dead drop by members of the First KGB Main Directorate resi-
dency in New York on December 5, 1975	 Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050
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A map and a blueprint of the Shopping Center at Georgetown Square in Washington, D. C., prepared in 
cooperation with the residency of the First KGB Main Directorate to establish a contact with “Adrid”	
	  Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/100
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In mid-May 1976, the Moscow headquarters of the First KGB Main Directorate forwarded a report to 
Czechoslovak intelligence about the transfer of materials from “Rino” via a dead drop 
	 Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050
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At the end of July 1976, the First KGB Main Directorate finally sent a comprehensive report to Prague – 
a memorandum on the development of the “Rino” case           Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/050
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The decoration “For Service to the Fatherland” was awarded to Karel Koecher already  
on February 25, 1975	 Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/052

The conferring of the decoration “For Service to the Fatherland” to Hana Koecher was signed  
by the Head of the First FMV Directorate Maj. Gen. Miloš Hladík on September 1, 1976  
	  Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/052
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On September 10, 1976, Karel Koecher had a conversation with the head of the directorate “K” First 
KGB Main Directorate Maj. Gen. Oleg Danilovich Kalugin at a secret facility of Čtyřkoly 	  
	 Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/117
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Before dinner at the secret facility of Čtyřkoly, “Rino” and Maj. Gen. Kalugin were joined by “Adrid”  
and Cpt. Richard Zítek	 Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/117

On September 14, 1976 at a secret facility Čtyřkoly, Head of the First FMV Directorate Maj. Gen. Miloš 
Hladík and his Deputy Col. Zdeněk Žlábek announced to Hana and Karel Koechers their awarding by 
the “For Service to the Fatherland” decoration	 Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/117
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Col. Zdeněk Žlábek  
(code-named “Žemla”), 
Deputy Head of the First FMV 
Directorate

Lt. Col. Jiří Švestka  
(code-named “Šimovič”),  
Head of the 52nd (American) 
Section of the First FMV 
Directorate

Karel Fiřt  
(code-named “Fidler”),  
Deputy Head of the 52nd 
Section of the First FMV 
Directorate

Lt. Col. Václav Králík (code-
named “Kareš”), First FMV 
Directorate resident in New 
York and Deputy Head of the 
52nd Section, a case officer of 
the agent Karel Koecher

First Lt. Richard Zítek  
(code-named “Hořejší”),  
a case officer of the contact 
person Hana Koecher

Maj. Emanuel Havlík  
(code-named “Hlavsa”),  
First FMV Directorate resident 
in New York

Cpt. Jan Fila  
(code-named “Šturma”),  
a second case officer of Hana 
Koecher 

Col. Ondrej Dovina,  
Deputy Head of the First FMV 
Directorate 

Lt. Col. František Vlček 
(code-named “Petřina”), 
Deputy Head of the First FMV 
Directorate

Source: ABS, f. Personal files, and Personal registration cards of former members 
of Czechoslovak Ministry of Interior
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Maj. Gen. Miloš Hladík, Head of the First FMV Directorate, 1978 
	 Source: ABS, f. Main Intelligence Directorate, ISF 052

Alexander Dmitrievich Ogorodnik (1939–1977), 
Soviet diplomat in Bogota, who was recruited  
by CIA as an agent “Trigon”  
Repro: PERETRUCHIN, Igor: Agenturnaja klič-
ka – TRIANON. Vospominania kontrarozvedchika. 
Centrpoligraf, Moscow 2000
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Deputy Head of the First SNB Directorate Lt. Col. Vilém Václavek (code‑named „Kainar“) with Hana and 
Karel Koechers after their exchange at Glienicke Bridge (Bridge of Spies), West Berlin, February 1986	
	 Source: ABS, f. I.S-4, file reg. no. 44503/117

Chief KGB representative at the FMV ČSSR Maj. Gen. Yelisey Tikhonovich Sinicyn (second from the left), 
Foreign Counter‑intelligence Head of the First KGB Main Directorate Maj. Gen. Oleg Danilovich Kalugin 
(fourth from the left) and First KGB Main Directorate representative at the First FMV Directorate Col. 
Pavel Yefimovich Nyedosekin (seventh from the left) at the secret multiratelal meeting in Prague, 1978	
	 Source: ABS, f. Main Intelligence Directorate, ISF 052
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Organisational hierarchy of the KGB of the Council of Ministers of the USSR  
and Ministry of Interior of the ČSSR for managing the agents “Rino” and “Adrid”

Name Function From To

Yuri Vladimirovich Andropov
President of the KGB of the Coun-
cil of Ministers of the USSR

18. 5. 1967 26. 5. 1982

Jaromír Obzina Interior Minister of the ČSSR 30. 3. 1973 20. 6. 1983

Lt. Gen. Vladimir Alexandrovich 
Kryuchkov

Head of the First KGB Main 
Directorate

13. 1. 1974 30. 9. 1988

Col./Maj. Gen. Miloš Hladík Head of the First FMV Directorate 1. 1. 1971 20. 2. 1980

Col./Maj. Gen. Vladimir Pavlovich 
Burdin

Head of the 11th Section of the 
First KGB Main Directorate 

21. 1. 1967 July 1982

Maj. Gen. Yelisey Tikhonovich 
Sinicyn

Chief KGB representative at the 
FMV 

March 1970 March 1981

Col. Pavel Yefimovich Nyedosekin
Deputy Chief representative of the 
KGB at CM of the USSR at FMV 
ČSSR

? ?

Col. Ondrej Dovina
Deputy Head of the First FMV 
Directorate

1. 7. 1974 30. 4. 1984

Col. PhDr. Zdeněk Žlábek  
(code-named “Žemla”)

Deputy Head of the First FMV 
Directorate 

8. 3. 1971 14. 6. 1980

Maj. František Vlček  
(code-named “Petřina”)

Deputy Head of the First FMV 
Directorate

1. 8. 1972 11. 7. 1974

Maj. Gen. Oleg Danilovich Kalugin
Foreign Counter-intelligence Head 
of the First KGB Main Directorate

March 1973 15. 11. 1979

Victor A. Chernyshev
Head of Section 1 of Foreign Coun-
ter-intelligence of the First KGB 
Main Directorate

? ?

Lt. Col. Jiří Švestka  
(code-named “Šimovič”)

Head of the 52nd Section of the 
First FMV Directorate

1. 7. 1972 9. 7. 1977

Lt. Col. JUDr. Karel Fiřt  
(code-named “Fidler”)

Deputy Head of the 52nd Section of 
the First FMV Directorate

27. 4. 1974 14. 5. 1976

Lt. Col. Václav Králík  
(code-named “Kareš”)

Deputy Head of the 52nd Section of 
the First FMV Directorate

1. 4. 1975 30. 11. 1977

Maj. Gen. Boris Alexandrovich 
Solomatin

First KGB Main Directorate resi-
dent in New York

1971 June 1975

Maj. Gen. Yuri Ivanovich Drozdov
First KGB Main Directorate resi-
dent in New York

August 
1975

October 
1979

Lt. Col. Václav Králík  
(code-named “Kareš”)

First FMV Directorate resident in 
New York

1. 11. 1969 7. 9. 1973

Maj. Emanuel Havlík  
(code-named “Hlavsa”)

First FMV Directorate resident in 
New York

29. 12. 1973 9. 7. 1977

First Lt. Richard Zítek  
(code-named “Hořejší”)

Officer of the First FMV Directo-
rate New York residency

29. 11. 1971 5. 8. 1975

Capt. Jan Fila  
(code-named “Šturma”)

Senior officer of the First FMV 
Directorate New York residency

28. 8. 1975 22. 9. 1981
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