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transactions. One of the documents adds up the 
money paid to KEL as amounting to altogether over 
30,000 Austrian Schillings over the entire period of 
collaboration. The documents also prove the close 
personal relationship between KEL and case officer 
Janků, often couched in deciphered messages on 
meeting places and gifts, in one instance even to 
KEL’s mother. Even though KEL’s importance as 
agent for Czech interests was typically down-played 
upon his capture in February 1971, the documentation 
for the years before proves that he was considered 
a small agent but an expandable asset. There were 
even plans to blackmail him into heightened activity 
for Prague. The idea was simple: first assist him in 
the acquisition of valuables like a chandelier taken 
out of Czechoslovakia and then threaten him with 
smuggling charges. The record seems to prove that 

Czech intelligence actually paid for that chandelier.18 
It also shows that agent “Atašé” was only slowly 
built up. Over the first couple of years he was mainly 
hosted at Prague’s restaurants; then his rewards were 
raised by adding purchases of alcohol (for example 
to the order of 268 Austrian Schillings in May 1964) 
and by 1964/65 significant amounts of money were 
transferred, usually in connection with submitted 
reports, but occasionally in view of information ac-
tively demanded. For example, in March 1965 alone 
there were three meetings in Prague; at the last one 
on March 30 KEL was handed over 5,000 Austrian 
Schillings. At least so the records claim. That month 
a joint vacation in Yugoslavia was discussed; it seems 
really to have taken place in August 1965, apparently 
in the region of Pula.

The financial records also provide insight into the 
broad range of KEL’s topics for his Czechoslovak 
masters. To name just a few, mentioned in the finan-

Agent activity and payment listing (XI/1964 to XI/1965) for KEL. The categories used are (left to 
right): date/activity/reports received/tasks given/payment.

cial records, but here listed in random order: Austria 
and the other Neutrals; Austria’s attitude towards the 
German Democratic Republic; Austria’s nationalized 
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industries; France in the EEC; interviews with Franz 
Olah and Josef Klaus; Federal Chancellor Klaus in 
Washington; Meeting of German Chancellor Erhard 
with French President De Gaulle; Austria’s relation-
ship with Socialist states; Issues in connection with 
Austrian neutrality.

The ZS/GŠ kept a meticulous record and accoun-
ting of its dealings with KEL. There is little reason 
to believe that these are not genuine or accurate. 
However, there are no signed receipts among the 
Atašé-documents. One of the most enlightening 
documents on the KEL-case is the damage analysis 
undertaken by ZS/GŠ already on March 1, 1971. 
It shows that in the course of “Normalisace”, the 
so-called normalization process after the failed 
“Counter-Revolution” of 1968, the Atašé-operation 
was actually to be de-activated by the end of 1970. 
Janků and practically all ZS/GŠ personnel who were 
involved with the KEL-case or knew about it, had at 
that point been eliminated from Czechoslovak military 
intelligence, and in most cases were dispelled from 
Communist Party membership.19 This proves that there 
was a mutual scaling down of the Atašé-operation 
already by mid-1970. A last meeting was discussed 
for Christmas 1970 in Prague, but KEL never showed 
up. Instead he was arrested soon thereafter.

ZS/GŠ looked for potential contributors to the 
unmasking of KEL. Among these, it was surmised, 
could have been emigrants like the TV-journalist Jiři 
Pelikán, his wife Jitka Frantová or the Slovak author 
Ladislav Mňačhko. Other sources of betrayal, it was 
assumed, could have been the former spy Adámek, 
an employee also of the Bundespressedienst, or the 
former Rozvedka-officer Ladislav Bittman, who 
had defected to the Americans in late August 1968 
and knew about the Atašé-operation.20 It was even 
considered possible that former ZS/GŠ-officers, 
by then already demoted, may have had a hand in 
KEL’s discovery. In any case, the Viennese spy af-
fair about KEL was seen as a political propaganda 
ploy, deliberately timed and staged by the Austrian 
Government or its secret services in pursuit of 
ulterior motives and goals. And even though KEL 
was again characterized as an agent of “little worth 
[...], though honest and responsible”, the damage 
assessment by the ZS/GŠ was to be brought to the 
attention of Gustav Husák, the General Secretary of 
the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia. In the final 
analysis, the leadership of ZS/GŠ was confident, 
that very little damage to Czech intelligence could 

result from KEL’s capture and trial, as nothing much 
could be proven “against us, unless the agent himself 
divulges the information.”

WHO’s TRUTH?

Interviewing KEL was informative, fascinating and 
for this intelligence historian pure pleasure. He comes 
across as a genuine, balanced and widely knowled-
geable human being. Though his health may betray 
his age, his mind and wit do not. He readily admits 
to having made mistakes, having been naïve and 
guileless, and having been too kind and trustful to 
his Czech friends. And today he claims: “Schuldig 
fühle ich mich nicht” (“I do not feel guilty”). But is 
this the whole story? Is it possible that intelligence 
organizations create documentation full of deceit and 
swindle? Where did these microfilms come from? 
Who copied these documents? And what about all 
these elaborate financial records, in all their details 
and over the span of all these years? Could it really 
be that most of this money of not so insignificant size 
was taken by Czech intelligencers, case officers like 
Janků and Štér or other ZG/GŠ-employees? Why is 
financial memory so distorted?21

In contrast to Zilk, KEL had bad luck.22 He had 
enemies who found him out and reported him to au-
thorities. To this day he is convinced that a Socialist 
wanted his job at the Bundespressedienst and that even 

Excerpt from payment history March 1965, referring to 
a transfer of 5,000 Austrian Schillings and the purchase 
of a chandelier for 2,300 Czech Crowns by ZS/GŠ.
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the presiding trial judge was politically biased; and 
most importantly, that his reports to Janků were not 
of such quality as to have been of damage to Austrian 
national interest. Given the Cold War climate of the 
late 1960s and the frequent spy cases of this time 
period in Austria,23 it is difficult to understand and 
to believe that KEL was merely a victim of human 

good-naturedness and political naiveté. The court’s 
argument appears to have been on target: “If only on 
account of his high intelligence the defendant should 
have known that Janků was not a harmless civil 
servant, but the employee of an intelligence service, 
particularly in view of secret meeting plans and some 
of the questions which Janků put to him”.24

Front page of ZS/GŠ-evaluation of damage caused by the discovery of KEL.

Judged by the entire available evidence KEL was 
quite unlucky about the manner and the timing of 
his arrest, but he was certainly not just a victim. 
His perpetration would be punishable by law also 
today, under legislation only slightly changed since 
1971.25 With ten months in jail KEL paid dearly for 

his mistake(s). He insists that at the office he was 
always considered an outsider and “an oddball” and 
that therefore he had enemies, not least because of 
his “eccentric” life style: translating books at the 
side, taking frequent trips abroad and owning sporty 
cars, like a Jaguar. Helmut Zilk, on the other hand, 
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always had a knack for being “one of the boys” and 
apparently he did not have enemies. His deeds were 
similar to KEL’s. To his end the former Mayor of 
Vienna professed innocence. The Prague records 
tell a different story, for Zilk and KEL. Zilk could/
should have had his time in jail also.

For KEL it was surely bitter then that he lost his 
secure job, but he eventually found a calling, or se-
veral callings, for the rest of his remarkably full life 
since. His was a victory over self-inflicted adversity. 
Today he calls this episode “grotesque and bizarre” 
and is convinced that most people around him knew 
“that I was not a bad man”. Nevertheless, legitimate 
questions remain and keep this case open, but only for 
historians, for KEL has served his term. We can be 
confident that he will keep these academic concerns 
in proper perspective.

KEL in 2008 (Bildarchiv Siegfried Beer).
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STRENG GEHEIM!
1. März  71
Verhaftung Dr. Karl Erwin Lichtenecker    NZS/GŠ [Zpravodajská správa Generálního štábu = 
Nachrichtendienst des Generalstabs] 		  Oberstleutnant Lad[islav] Holub 
(Agent Atašé [= Attaché]) – Auswertung             Generalmajor Brož		  Leutnant Kravar

Heute, am 26. Februar 1971, traten in der Abendsendung des österreichischen Fernsehens der Chef 
der österreichischen Staatspolizei (STAPO) und der Leiter der Presseabteilung des österreichischen 
Außenministeriums mit einer kurzen Nachricht auf. [Sie sprachen] über die Verhaftung des Dr. Karl 
LICHTENECKER, Angestellter in der Presseabteilung des Regierungsvorsitzenden (Bundeskanz-
leramt) in Wien und bezeichneten ihn als Agenten des tschechoslowakischen Nachrichtendienstes.
Am zweiten Tag brachten sämtliche Wiener Tageszeitungen die Nachricht von der Verhaftung. Durch 
alle [ziehen sich] Sensationsmeldungen, die keinerlei Konkretes über die eigentlichen Spionagetä-
tigkeiten anführen. Sie stellen ihn als einen von vielen Spionen dar, aber mit minimaler Bedeutung, 
weil er – wie sie zeigen – keinen Zugang zu irgendwelchem geheimen Material hatte. Verhaftet 
wurde er am Mittwoch, 24.2.1971 auf Basis des Materials, das vermutlich auf seinem Bürotisch 
aufgefunden wurde. Dieses Material fanden seine Mitbeschäftigten vor und es handelte sich nach 
der einen Version um einen Brief aus der  ČSSR und laut den anderen Nachrichten um ein Blatt 
Papier mit Aufzeichnungen. 
Die Zeitungen teilen mit, dass er durch die Vermittlung eines Diplomaten gelenkt wurde, der aller-
dings bereits nicht mehr in Wien wirkt. 
Es handelt sich wirklich um einen Agenten unseres Nachrichtendienstes, geführt unter dem Deck-
namen ATAŠÉ.
1.) Persönliche Angaben des Verhafteten
Dr. Karl LICHETECKER [sic!], geboren am 20.4.1929 in Wien, wohnhaft ebendort. Ab dem Jahr 
1962 Angestellter im Vorsitz der Regierung (Bundeskanzleramt) in Wien bis zum 15.8.1967, als er 
mit seiner Familie in die USA auswanderte. Von da an wirkte er bis zum August 1969 als außeror-
dentlicher Professor für Literatur und Nationalökonomie in Buena [Vista] […]

Appendix: German translation of front page of ZS/GŠ-evaluation, March 1, 1971.

 


