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than so much to rescue Thssan brom: his weapons
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by Morton H. Halperin

One of the most extraordinary mectings in the
continuing investigation of the abuses of Lthe in-
telligence agencies touk place early last year in the
office of the then Deputy Attorney General Laurence
Silberman. His visitor was Director of Central In-
telligence William Colby. Colby began the meeting by
alluding to a long-standing secret agreement between
the C1A and the Justice Department under which the
CIA was not obliged to report evidence of possible
violations of the law by its emplovees to the Justice
Department. Silberman stated that he had never heard
of such an agreement and the two men guickly agreed
that it could not be valid. Colby then presented to the
Deputy Attorney General evidence in his possession
suggesting that Richard Helms, his predecessor, had
committed perjury in testimony before Congiress.
The exact nature of the evidence Colby presented
about Helms that day is not known; it is known that it
is the subject of a continuing investigation by Justice.
There appear tu be three areas in which testimony by
Helms under vath misled the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee and may have constituted a violation of the
perjury statute: Us intervention in Chile, CIA domestic
surveillance and the CIA role in Watergate. Helms was
questioned on all three subjects during the hearings
held February 5 and 7, 1973 prior to his confirmation as
ambassador to Iran. When evidence was made public
casting doubt on Helms” testimony, the Senate Foreign
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Relations Commiltee called him back to explain, Hirst on
May 21, 1973 and then on Januwary 22, 1975 On bath
oecasions Helme’ "|‘\[l|.‘||‘l.-'||iul‘|s-” appear o fave bern
deliberately aiisleading and possibly perjurious

The bulk of this article s devoted to presenting in
some detail the original testimony by Helins, o Lates
testimony, and vhat is known from the public record
that casts doubt on Hlelms' veracity.

Helims testificd betore the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee on his fomination Lo be ambassador to Tran in
public session on February 5, 1973, He was not swvorn,
the questioning v as polite and very brief (running 1o
pages allogether o printed form). Thesole reference Lo
Chile was a passing comment ina question pertaining
to the International Telephone and Telegraph Com-
pany. Helms assured the commitiee that the CTAs
relations with TIFT were “for the purposes ol the
acquisition of intormation and thivgs of this kind

Then a storv appeared in the press alleging that the
CIA had trained e police Forces of abouta dozen aties
and counties in the US. The committee called Hlelms
back for an execuive session. This time he was sworn
and the questioni g went on for some two honrs. The
departing CTA i cctor was pressed on a number of
subjects includin Watergate, domestic surveillance
and the CIA role 1 Chide during the Allende period.

At the time o the hearing nothing was known
publicly about the  [A%S activitios in Chile: Administra-
tion officials were lenving that the US was involved in
any way and Hioims repeated those denials inan
exchange with Sen. Stuart Symington (D, Mo

Sew. Sumanetor: Dl you try in the Central Intelligence
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ageney Lo overthrow the povermment ol € hile?

M Hlelins: Wo, sir,

Sews Swmmetion: TR vour have any otoney prassed o e
opponents ol Allende?

Mo Helws: Nov, sin

Se Sunrigton: So the stories vou were ivolvid i that
WAr are wrong?

Vi Helms: Yes, sir. T osaid bor Sen, Fulbright many
months ago that il the ageney had really wotlen in
behind the other candadates anil spent a ot of money
and  so forth the election miyht have come out
differently.

When Helms was called back to testily almost 1o
vears later on January 22, 1975 the letter wrilten by
Rep. Michael Harrington (19, Mass.) summa izing
Colby’s testimony on CIA activities in Chile had been
made public. The committee asked Flelms to explain his
previous Lestimony i light of Calby’s description of
intervention in Chile after Allende canie to power. The
cammiltee now knew that some money had been given
to political groups in Chile during the election
campaign. Helms explained contritely his previous “no”
answer b the question, was “any money passed to the
opponents of  Allende™: “perhaps 1 should have
answered it in a much more extensive way. May Isay,
right here and now, that [ think 1 made one mistake in
that testimony; maybe it is a serious mistake, but |
should probably have asked either to po off the record
or asked to discuss this matter in some other forurm.”

Helms said he had thought that Symington’s
question related to the two men who had actually run
against Allende in the presidential election of 1970,
Helms noted that the CIA had given money directly to
Allende’s apponents in the 1964 election and he
assumed the question related only to such direct
transfers. The former CIA director testificd that as far
as he knew no assistance had been given to political
parties in 1970.

The question relating to overthrowing the sovern-
ment of Chile was more difficult For Helms to field, and
he needed help from fricnds on the committee: “By the
testimony | wish you gentlemen would help me because
I have a sensation here sometimes | am walking into a
bog, that maybe somcbody has come up and said
something else, which makes it seem as through [sic| |
am not being forthright " He then wenton to deny that
there had been anything more than a probe at the
request of the Nixon administration to see what could
be done: -

The Allende government was aot voen in at Hie tinie the probe
was male, just te see if Here were any forces tere b oppase
Allewde's advent as President. 18 was very quickly established
there were wot, and thevefore, wo furtlier etfort was made along
these lhtes, to the best of my knowledge, at least [ hnow of none.
Even though we o beew charged b brwamd fid out, 1 helivoe
it repart came back that there was no way to do this . . .
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he most authontative acconnts ol the 1Y role in
Chile are two reports ol the Senate Totelhvenge
Committee, one on Alleead Ve
Forepen Lvadves, released November 20, 190
Cavert Action i Ulitle [ ops
The Chile report supports Felims assertion thal o
money was passed divectly to political partics running,
candidates against Allende in the presidential cam-
paign. It reports also that the CIA spent same one
million dallars “on covert action to affect the anteome
of the 1970 presidential election,” with about half of the
activities approved by the Forty Comimittee on which
Helms sat. One major activity was o “scare” compaisn
designed to equate an Allende victory with vialence and
Stalinist repression.

The Church committee assassination report peovides
extensive detail on the CIA effart to overthrow the
povernment of Chile after the presidential election of
1970 but betore Allende actually came into office. The
order to do whatever was necessary to prevent Allende
from coming to power was given to Helms by President
Nixon at a mecting on September 15, 1970. As Helms
testified before the Church committee, “1f L ever carricd
a marshall’s baton in my knapsack out of the oval oftice,
it was that day.” He told his staff the next day that “the
President asked the agency to prevent Allende from
coming to power or to unseat him.” The order sent to
the station in Santiago was equally explicit: “Purpose of
exercise is to prevenl Allende assumption of power,
Parliamentary legerdemain  has  been  discarded.
Military solution is objective.” According to the Church
committee  this objective  was implemented in a
program that included creating a coup climate by
propaganda, disinformation and other activities design-
ed to motivate a coup and by informing coup-minded
officers that the US would give them full support.
Helms was fully aware of these activities.

At the time ot Helms' contirmation hearing in
February 1973, nothing was known publicly about the
domestic surveillince programs of the CIA. It was
known that the army had conducted a massive domestic
surveillince program focused on the antiwar move-
ment because of intense presidential pressure. Sen.
Case thus was moved to ask if the CIA had come under
similar pressure and it it had yielded. This exchange
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then?

Ar. Helms: No, sir.

The Chairntan: What s Co Gordon | Idxl_\"b l't‘l.llinl\.‘-hl;'
with the agenee?

Atr. Helms; None,

Uhe Claiviaon: Never?

Ar, Helms<: Never under any circumstances,

e Chatrnmae: e never has been, | see

My Hilnis: Never,

Later at the end of tie hearing, committee chan
man William Pulbright alluded to the tamous “Sullivan
episode.” It seems Willianme Sullivan, o career State
Department ofticial, had testified often betore the
Foreign Relations Committee about Laos but had never
told the commiltee about the seeret war, The massive
American When the
committee Tsally heard about i1, Sullivan was asked
why he had never testitied about the secret war. His
answer was that the committee had never asked the
right guestion. Fulbright asked Flolms: “Is there
something that | should have asked vou aboaut that 1
didn’t to which you might like to reply?” Helms
answered, “Sir, let me in an effort to sort of close this,
about this, Watergate business, you have asked all the
relevant questions. | have no move information to
convey and L know nothing about it. Henestly, Ldonot”.

There was a brief exchange following and then
Helms asked to go off the record. The hearing ended.

Helms was called back to testify in May 1973, just
after the Watergate bubble had burst. The committee
then kiew about the aid to 1 lunt and Liddy used in the
Fielding break-in  (Daniel Ellsberg’s  psychiatrist’s
office), the preparation of the Ellsbery psychological
profile, and the White House effort to get the CIA to
request that the FBI limit the scope of its Watergate
investigation. Fulbright pressed Helms on his state-
ment that Hunt had no relationship with the CIA after
his retirement and that Liddy had never had any. Helms
explained:

bombing  program in Laos.

But, My, Chairmen, in Hie context of the questions | was
answering, Hos lad todowith e agency’s fuluctory or hiring
or ;-m,lmyn' relations with Huor and La‘:h!y, amd | nl?l:iwt’!'('lf
those questions absolutely honestiv.

This man [Hunt] was sot engprloyed by Hhe agercy at the
time he came ont to get these vguipments, He was employel by
the White House.

Noto in retraspect aid i hisdsight ane canstretly Hee oord
“reltianstip” very much more widely Hian [ constrned 18 at
Hhe b becawse all the preceding questions Il to do sorth o
was an e pavroll wud who was not on Hhe paveroll, and nander
what circumstances.

When Helms returned in January 1975, the
Watergate questioning focused on the still unresolved
issue of whether when the CIA cut off aid to Hunt-and
Liddy Helms knew that thev were engaged in a
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o The White House meeting at which the € 1A s
asked o go to the TELand cequest oot ainieat of Hie
Waterpate investipgation.

o The CLA assistance to et g Didds achiaded the
provision ol false ideotification document ol the kind
Found on the Watergate burglars.

e The letters the apency had received Trom conspiratie
James MeCaord warniig that an effort was andeowav bo
cover-up the Watery e burglary and blamwe it on the
CIA.

ald have also wanted 1o Ko
muoney betore the Hoygse Araied

The committee w
that, according to Lo
Services subcomnal coon intelly ence, lelms peer-
sonally ordeved that e MoeCord lettors and the €1
tile on aid to Flunt an | Liddy not be taesod over to the
FBI agents investigati g the Watergate o ase.

he Justice Depar ment has been imvestigating
Helms with perjury in mind for more than a year, Its
current explanation tor the delay is thatit has asked the
Senate Intelligence C ommittee for the information not
yet made available. No doubt other pressures are at
work. For 20 years there was an agreement between
Justice and the CIA never to prosecute CIA people. To
break it retroactivel  may seem unfair. Helms was
hired to lie for his cou itry and no one told him that that
did not include lvin . to Congress. Moreover, in a
criminal prosecution he trial must be in public. Helms
will have every right 0 make public all of the details of
these episodes in an vffort to show that he did not
actually lie. Particulaily in the case of Chile many in the
administration  must  feel  that  such  additional
revelations  would damage the national security.
Beyong these factors Helms is said to have told friends
that if indicted he would not remain silent but would
implicate others. William Salire in a recent New York
Times column suggested that those whom Helms would
blow the whistle on include a senior US senator,
reportedly Stuart Symington, and a cabinet officer.
In these circumstances the Attorney Ceneral's role
becomes exceedingly difficult. He should appoint a
special prosecutor to consider the evidence on Helms
and to decide whether an indickment should be sought,



lo

took place

Sens Ciiser Oncanother matter, back to the CLA i Ly, |
expect the President canask the CEA to doanything he
wants it Lo do. OF course, whether the CIA does itoor
not, [ suppose, depends upon many thngs.

It has been called tomy attention that in 1969 o 1970
the White House asked that all intellizence agencies
join in the eftort to learn as much as they could abouat
the antiwar movesent, and during this peried, US
Ariny Intelligence became involved and kept Files on US
Clblzens,

Do vou know anything about any activity on the part
of the CIA in that connection? Was it asked to be
mvolved?

Mo Helws: don't recall whether we wereasked, bul we
were not invalved becavse it seemed to me that it wasa
clear violation of what our charter was.

S Case: What do you do in a case like that?

Ve, Fiebs: would simply go to explain to the President
this didn‘t seem to me to be advisable.

S Case: That would end it?

Mr. Helms: Well, 1 think so, normally,

When Helms reappeared in Januarvy 1975, the
committee knew nothing about Operation CHAQS
and other CIA domestic activities. Sen. Case recited the
testimony quoted above and indicated the Helms’
answer had turned off further inquiry about CIA
activity and “was disingenuous at least.” Helms offered
this explanation:

Now 1 distinctly rememher ohen 1 iews wsked Hhat that 1
wantnd oery il 1o clear wp wny tmpression. i yonr mind
that we had done like Army Intelligence, that oas adilressing
wiyself to the part of the question where you said, “Awd during
this period LIS Army Intelligence was involved wud kept files
on LS citizens.” [ wanted to correct any impression you mijght
have hud Hiat the CIA was doing the same thing.

And belivoe me, the first part of He question had simply
gone oukof sy misnd avd 28 nry desire b set wour mind sbraicht
on <ameething wihich 1 Hought was very explosive indeed, that
we go out amd take photayraphs of war protestors, dissidents,
and Fhings of that kind beeause we had nat done so.

The Rockefeller commission report on the CIA
provides extensive detail about White House requests
to the agency to learn everything it could about the
antiwar movement. [t shows that, far from rejecting
these requests, Helms directed a major operation that
included keeping “files on US citizens” and taking
“photographs of war protestors.” The Rockefeller
commission report indicates that beginning in the
Johnson administration there was continuous pressure
on the CIA to investigate the antiwar movement. The
CIA responded not by rejecting the demands but by
preparing reports and by establishing Operation
CHAQS. That project produced 7200 personality files
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The Rocketelle: commission reoort states that Helmes
was fully aware o the activities of Operation CHALS,
as well as ather © 1A programs designed to gather and
analyze informat n ahout the antiwar movement. The
report does not ndicate whether he was personally
awire of Lhe phol wraphing ol anitwar protesters. The
Rochefeller o imission  report that
“pholographs also taken  at major
demonsteations i he Washington area and al protest
activibies in the v ity of the White House.”

Helms' testinn v oon Watergale s, for several
reasons, not as +reut and simple to analvze as his
testimony on € e and domestic dissidents, The
testimony is mue more extensive. Flelms had two
chances to explai:  in May 1973 and in [anuary 1975
(when hedealt als: with Chile and domestic dissidents).
Finallv thereis no athoritative account of the CIA role
in Watergate. No ctheless there are exchanges with
senators at the co firmation hearings and the subse-
quent sessions th it raise guestions about whether
Helms told the truth.

Two sets of exchanges in the confirmation hearings
raised questions that the committee explored when
Helms was called back. The first concerned CIA
relations with Watergate conspirators E. Howard Hunt
and G. Gordon Liddy. 1t came at the end of adiscussion
of whether any of the Watergate burglars had been
employees or had other relations with the CIA:

slates
several

The Chairman: Was E. Howard Hunt, Jr., an employee?
Mr. Hebns: He also had been an employee of the agency.
The Chairman: In a similar situation?

Mr. Helms: He also, but my recollection is that he
resigned rather than retired. | am not sure exactly. [t
was one or the other.

The Chairman: About when?

Alr. Helms: About two, two and-a-half years ago.

The Chairman: He had no relationship to the CIA since




