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got a:pumber; of) warnings. front; the oweek .imagazine’s ! Periscope . column. saying. “We realize that th
outlse;m jthat he was beirg Y candlc{ﬂ i uyi.ug'that Rockefeller had asked Col- % ;mp!e:r;ts thathggr.r g:].lo's;: nal:d
inelu ‘ene from. then-Vice Presi=+* “ " €ep,-and 30 nobody here is go
o ) By ”to, 3 stonewall Backefeller'  dn- .1take it amiss if youw feel that tlf
Ford ‘hamed Rockefeller’in January!iiimer vice. président declined yester CS2r8 '“f“ questions you ‘can’t answer;
19754 to-preside: oyer ; the,. executives i day through :a. spokesman to" gobe- -,gm .y See comr,au, Col 1e- {2
gmte as fuuy as. iseem to feel v voud
have to.’ " =
r-f..olhy said he- "‘gut the - messagea
ite unmistakably”. and didn't like
il The vice president of the United]
States he said, was “letting me know
that he didn't approve of my- ap-
pfcach,”; and that he would rather:
Cotby ; begin - “fending off investiga-
tions by drawing the cloak of secrecy”
argund’the: CIA in'the Jname. or..na-r
nal®s

.The 1ormer‘. tor. e

led™ somethjng_ DL proprlate" to
Rockefeller andithen, “went'on to gjve
the commission’ what it"needed to get:
a !alx:,g}ftln'a of CIA's - history:” ?_ 11

a ' TRiter’) Newsweek's™ on'e-paragrap&
i{em.pabout Colby’s’ forthcoming book
‘heared - this . week, “The New York]
@e& publl.thed “additional detail =
erday’s. eﬂﬂom’ﬂ‘%ﬂh S
.alsu'-quoted ‘Richard. E. Snyder'
nresident of Simon & Schuster, whi
publishing the book; as- deplodn
a“front-page-mentality’_that is mak
idg it°difficult to circulate advanc
proofs of. works such as Colby’s..
:‘The Washingtun Post then decided
{o publish an article based on a proo
c¢opy of-the book in its possession:
Snyder could not be reached for ad-
ditional comment.; " .
& Cnltry‘recotmu in-some detml why he
ce]:mse to oust CIA ‘counterintelligence
ief James Angleton in December 1974;
Jjust before publication of The New Yor:k
Th;:u story that prompted the investiga.
tions of the agency. According to Colby;
Zagleton: had an “ultraconxpintorhl
turn of mind,” full of tortuous suspicio




. gated .years earlier .and . the . officer

that Soviet” intelligence ‘agents’ were
planted in the heart of allied and neu-!
tral nations and notlons about false!
defectors being sent here to under-; g
mine American policies. '

d
What really turned. him orf Colby |

said, was the discovery that good CLA;
officers were being hurt as the result of
such theories. On one occasion, he said,-
the head of a friendly liaison service in a
foreign capital “drew me aside on a visit
to confront me-with the fact that Angle~
ton had told- him that our -chief of]
station there was a Soviet agent.” Colby |
said he checked..and found that the:
matter had been’ thoroughly “investi-

“given a. totally dean bill of: health”

Asked ~for i comment; Angletun ex
pressed alarm.last.night'that Colby had
been permitted. to/'make*such “disclos-
ures. He{also- sald that" “he mﬂ&-no
allegation’ of “his own, ‘but meruly “Gon
veyed” informationTfrom " 2" “sensitive]
source™ ‘with- whom‘ the: Fnrcign:Se"

Charging thart Coxby was beh:g ‘per-|
mitted to give out “some of the most|
sensitive couutarlntel.ugence" informa-
tion, Angleton protested that “there'lH]
be at least a dozen people [in Moscow]!

p!orad that the CIA, wplch review:
the “manuseripty: ‘had " permitted> =such
information‘to mmll:hm pReEy
For: his part,; Colby. said he’ el
agenqy- had made too many excisions.

Iz his book, written.with- Iom_‘
Time:, magazi.u conespondent ‘Peter;
Forbath, ' Colby ~says  het felt '"quita,
lonely: in ‘his" attempts ‘to 'be “.‘___ didd
abcut . the  misdeeds :of ‘his - agency
He writes that moat oft the
House- staﬂ,mdrmuch “of f43
gence (;ommunlty,wuulm have ‘prefer-]

as they ‘could get away wil
X t‘he furor. that‘fﬂl]og‘
tion of The. Nevq?m' ek 0
Dec.i2271974,] Colb!'{'dld'awd D
for’ President qut};"usintg

that- hiu report - um_thq i
be released to the'| q_nmedin
but his'advice-y mored. %
Instead, - as' he. ~npnt1nu§d ~<his
own: ‘coursey of: testifying-o 5 Chpito
Hill,: especially~ befores th
created Senate -Intellizence Commjt
tee, Colby recalled: baing, ¢ Q-hlded byl
both Kj.ssingu-*and'smw&rom gm
“Kissinger, in.a sar g
reference to-my-Catholicism,’ erat-k ed,
‘Bill, you know what you do when vou
go up to the Hﬂl’ You. go to confes
sion.” Scoweroft ... . didn't try to be
witty about it; he. ﬂatlyjald 1 shoul
refuse to rapbr to ﬂ:enquesﬂons th
Congress was asking” | o U QU T
Other factors? siich as a new. loo 5
fnr the agency/ may-have ﬂgured'
his dismissal'- by “Ford, but Colby|
writes. T believe T was- .ﬁr&d because
of the’way I went about dealing with
the CTA's crisis; My approach, prag:
matically and philosophically, was. in
conflict with'that of the president and
his pnncipal:dﬂa_gm. L e




