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LOS ANGELES, March 2—
‘A retired Navy admiral told
the Pentagon papers trial jury
today - that' “nothing the
United States did in Vietnam
had any relation to the na-
tional defense ” :

Rear Adm. Gene LaRocque,
now director of the Center for
Defense Information in Wash-
mgton and.a defense witness|
for Daniel - Ellsberg .and An-|

thony J. Russo Jr., said: that in|:

his - view, “to - defend the
United States, yow have to

have a credible foe against the
United States.”

LaRocque was put. on the
witness stand by the defense
in an-effort to show that dis-:
closure of the Pentagon pa-|
pers and other top—secret docu-
ments duplicated in 1969 by
Ellsberg and Russo had no ef-
fect . on -this'  .country's
“national defense interests.”

_lany. way We were not threat-
“ lened in Vietnam. We went

through a very tortuous period
resolving whether we should
be involved in that adventure
or no

Nissen, who has porttayed
the. Center: for Defense In-
formation as ‘a group that op-
poses a ‘strong’ U.S. defense
posture, repeatedly asked the
admirnl whether he . fad" op—
posed . the American role in
Southeast Asia:: i3 oL 3
.“In 1965, Sir, I volunteered
to serve in Vletnam, La-
Rocque replied at one point. “1
sent my oldest son, to Vietnam
where he was wounded . . .

My next eldest sons is now a
leutenant in the Navy.”™,
‘Defense  attorneys,’ + who
want the war tobe’ lifigated
during the trial, ‘raised 'no ob-

questioning. SR
But as “the

But' for two days now, he
has - ‘been under intensive
cross-examination by the chief
prosecutor in the case, David
R. Nissen, who apparently has
sought to show that LaRocque
has a narrow view of what the
“pational defense” is. ~

The retired Navy man, ea-
ger to return to his ailing wife
in Washington, has become in-
creasingly exasperated with
the presecutor’s questions, but

thas stuck to his opinions.

Today the cross-examination
‘produced exactly what Nissen
declared at the outset should

|not be involved in - this trial—

‘detailed - discussion: in' open
court of the. propriety of US.
jnvolvement in~ the Vietnam
war and other American mili-
tary pollcies. o

. In ‘one’ answer,. LaRocque

‘| told the- jury, “The sending of
‘| roops to: South Vietnam did
I not involve the - national "de-

fense of the United States in

ressed his question ‘again,
US District Court Judge W.
Matt Byrne Jr.- ‘eut in to
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jections to, Nissens line o! :
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“Impose my own objectlon ” |

Turmng to the jury, the
judge ‘said, “Ladies and Gen-
tlemen, we are not here to de-
termine whether someone 0p-
posed: or- didn't.. oppose the
conflict in Vietnam.”. . ‘

Given another ‘opportunity

to question the defense wit-)

ness, Leonard I. Weinglass
Russo’s attorney, asked
Rocque how he had formulated
his opinion that. the’ national
defense of the United States
was not at stake in Vietnam..’

The admxral said he was re-|
lying in" part ‘on the state-|

ments of the late President
Johnson ‘and former Defense
Secretary Robert S. McNamara.

President Johnson “said we
were there to help the South
Vietnamese,” LaRocque ex-
plained, and
“clearly indicated it was a Vi-
etnamese war.”
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