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* ! Former Central Intelligence Agency
director Richard Helms and Jhis sue-’

cessor, William E. 'Colby, carried their

bitter, personal feud Into the open:

yesterday by sharply disagreeing on
what public activities the CIA should

be permitted or directed to undertake,’
The forum for their conflicting

views—which even included the exact

mission of the agency—was a hearing | -
" of the subcommittee on oversight of

' the House Permanent Select Commit-
tee on Intelligence,

The two men, once close colleagues,

r

Public at Hill Hearin

had to testify separately hecause

' Helms refused to be in the same room
. with Colby, according to a committee
ﬂ:’ember. vt '_ o Bt el
. Helms publicly -has accused Colby
of damaging the CIA by turning over
. agency records in 1973 and 1974 to ad- -
- ministration and congressional inves-
! tigators, He is particularly bitter that
"information from Colby launched the

Justice Department investigation into
the allegation that Helms committed

,perjury before a Senate committee
“ when testifying ahout CIA activities

in Chile. He later pleaded “ng con-
test” to two misdemearnor counts of

.

]

failing to testify fully and accurately
" before the committee. i
Yesterday, the focus of their atten-
tion was the future role of the CIA,
although- the immediate subject for
discussion was. whether the intelli-

gence agency should declassify and

release to the public its reports and
analyses. ) Vs

" Helms, the traditionalist, argued
“this ageney [CIA] wasn't established

to keep in touch with the public.” He
said he hoped it would return to the .
old days when its activities were se-

cret.

Colby took the reverse- tack. “The

m;&em .American intelligence com-
munity simply eannot be treated as a
traditional spy service whose very ex-
istence was denied by the monarchs it
served,” he said. ’

To Colby; the CIA has a‘mission to

“know what’s going on in the world |

around us™ and the responsibility to .
pass on its information to “the entire
American government,” including, the

. Congress as well as the president. At
times it’could go even to the Ameri- |

can people. : :

. To Helms, however, the agency’s mi-
sion is “as staff to the president” and
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no more. “Its job is to advise the pres-
ident and the (national security coun-
cil) . . . stay 'out of the limelight and
keep quiet.,” i

Helms agreed “times have changed”

Rep. John Rhodes (R-Ariz.) referred

to Helms' views In gquestioning Colhy
by tactfully attributing them to “one
of your predecessors. ... " '

But Colby, who éntered the hearing
room only moments after Helms' de-
parture, snapped his response to one
question with a barb that indicated he
knew the source,

“Many would like to go back to the
zero secret game,” Colby said, “but
they haven't caught up to what the
new information game is all about.”
tf for add-3 E

Helms . argued that published re-

ports by the: €14 would got help the
agendy's standing with the publie: “T
don't understand why it adds to (the
agency's) credibility to ppt out such
things," he said, adding that it would
involve the ‘agency in polities and
‘could “give insights to the Russians
that they would be delighted to have.”
Colby, on the Gther Hand, said “the
agency needs to do.a hetter jobof ed-
ugating the public”’ Hegguse' “an'in-
fqrmed publie is an esgential element
o%_ any natiena. policy.” For.€olby, the
infelligence, cancept of ‘“need to
know" as:a critgria for allowing some-
one acces§s ta Information "cuﬂgh
the wide distribution” of declassifipd
CIA material.. | _
- Colby went so far as to suggest that
satellite photography of Sqviet mis-
es and othér militiry systems even-
tually should be made public, because
the government already releasés othér
basic data about those weapons.
. One of their basic disagreements
came over the CIA providing material

in response to inquiries from the
press. - s N

Helms said that he believed agency
officials “simply don't provide the in-
formation” when asked, but his an-
swer left -out officially authorized
leaks that occurred when he was at
the agency.

Colby criticized that technique by
which CIA onee gave classified infor-
mation “to those favored journalists
given background briefings.”

In its place, Colby suggested that

the CIA find a way to release “news
item” information, such as finding the
so-called Soviet brigade in Cuba, in a
way that would permit such subjects
‘to be “presented in their-true propor-

tions, and minimize the excess rheto- -

ric from various sources which charac-
terized the (recent) incident.” -
On one aspect of releasing basie

CIA information, the two former di-

* rectors seemed to agree: Economip, in- -
* dustrial and ag cmmﬁgﬁ de.
veloped by OIA should be made pub:

lic through other executive depart:
ments. -

Perhaps the sharpest difference be-

- tween the twp .on what was called the

““post-Watergate UIA" was drawn gn’

" question aboyt how to handle CIA
né - formatien that undermined a presl

" dential policy. ! i
Helms told the subpommittee: I
don't believe 4 CIA director showld
give infgrmation that eould he used to
gppoae"' an a stration policy.
he were asked for such information at
a congressiona] hearing, Helms, with

. his own past clearly still on his

m.ml;l,

said, “at that point a director prays.’
When asked the same guestiap,
Colby giiickly responded that the in-
fofinatidn should be given out “even
if it doesn’t support . . . poliey.” If it is
good information, Colby said, “hope-

fully it will help change the policy.”
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