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Wit an 2 1974
Limen Gave
§5 Million to

Nixon Effort

By Austin Scott

Washington Post $taff Writer
Officials and principal
stockholders of 178 oil and gas
companies contributed almost

$5 million of the $60.2 million |

raised to re-elect Richard M.
Nixon in 1972, according to a
study released yesterday by
:Rep. Les Aspin (D-Wis.).

Aspin said that 413 direc-
tors, senior officials and stock-
holders from the companies
contributed  $4,981,840. ' He
compiled his 58page report
{from contributor lists of Com-
mon Cause and the General
| Accounting Office.

The figure does not include
$268,700 given to the Finance
Committee to Re-Elect the
President by former New
York Gov. Nelson Rockefeller
and his brothers, who own
stock in Exxon.

Atop Aspin’s list of contrib-
utions by companies was the
iGulf Oil Co., whose officers
and directors gave a total of
81,176,500. Gulf, along with
Phillips and Ashland, have
jeach admitted illegally donat-
ing $100,000 in corporate funds|
to the campaign. Those con-
tributions were later returned. |

Other companies where in-
dividual gifts added up to
lenough to place them in As-
‘pin’s top 11:

Amerada Hess Corp.,
$261,956; Getty Oil Co,
$179,292; Standard Oil of Cali-
fornia, $166,000; Sun Oil Co.,
$157,798; Pan Ocean Oil Corp.,
$137,035; Phillips Petroleum
Co., $137,000; Exxon, $127,747;
the Williams Companies,
$117,596; Shaheen Natural Re-
sources, $104,000; and Ashland
0il, Inc., $103,500.

Not all major companies
gave a lot. Aspin’s compilation
listed only $1,000 from the
American Oil Co. — given by
James R. Stockton — and a to-
tal of $4,500 from three offi-
cers of Shell, one of the indus-
try’s multi-national giants.

In some cases one or two in-
l dividual contributions
iamounted to most of the total.

| See CAMPAIGN, A7, Col. 4
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Richard Scaife, heir fo the
Gulf-Mellon- fortune, gave

$1,003,000 of Gulf’'s total, with
the rest split among five in(‘:li«
viduals, which had already
been reported.

Scaife is heir to the Mellon|

industrial and banking for-
tune, which in addition to
Gulf 0il includes the Alumi-
num Co. of America and the
‘Mellon National Bank.
! There were some large gifts
Aspin did not list in the top 11
because, an aide said, the rea-
sons for giving might esgsily
have had to do with interests
‘other than oil, although such
reasons were not specified.

The Rockefeller brothers’
zift was in that category, the
aide said, .as well as $109,000
| listed for John Loeb, a direc-
I tor of Texas Pacific Oil, a sub-
| sidiary of Seagrams, Ltd., and
a partner in the investment
firm of Loeb Rhoades.

Another gift in that cate-
gory, the aide said, was $106,-
500 Jisted for Arthur E. John-
son; former chairman of the

Most of the individual con-
tributions had been made pub-
lic earlier. William Broydrick,
the aide to Aspin, said the to-
tals for contributions by com-
pany were arrived ‘at by
matching donations to the I
Nixon committee with thel
names on the American Petro-!
leum Institute’s list of oil com-
pany executives and directors. :

Broydrick said two contrib-
{ution lists were used. One,
published by the General Ac- |
counting Office, lists contrib-
utions made after April 7,
1972, when a new campaign
disclosure law took effect.

The other, disclosed only af-
ter a successful court suit by

Common Cause, the self-
named citizens lobby, lists
contributions made before
that date.

Aspin said the study sup-
ports his claim that “President
Nixon’s hands are tied, pre-
venting him from dealing ef-

fectively with the current en-,
ergy crisis. ‘

“The big oil companies have
‘Mr. Nixon in a double hammer |,
lock,” he said. “After their
massive contributions there is|
little he can do to control
them.”

The Wisconsin Democrat
has introduced legislation that
would clamp an excess-profits
tax on the oil companies, and
has called for forcing them to
increase their production,
eliminating oil import taxes,
and eliminating foreign tax
credits, which he said encous-
ages them to explore for oil
overseas instead of in the
United States.

Aspin’s compilation did not
|speculate on any other rea-:
|sons the individuals + named

might have had for donatingi
to the President’s re-election,
campeign, I

Seven of the oil companies, |
however, showed up on an]

earlier Aspin study sayingi
the directors and officials of |
the 100 top defense contrac-
tors gave $5.4 million to thel
re-election campaign. i

Some of the individuals
listed touch the government in.
several areas of interest. i

Aspin’s list of contributors
from Standard Oil of Califor-,
nia, for example, includes $89,-
500 frem David Packar, a di«‘
rector of the company as well,
as a former deputy secretary
of defense inthe Nixon admin- |
istration, and founder of an|
electrrnics firm that has many j
defense contracts. |

Aspinlisted the total from
Standard of California execu:
tives at $166,000.

The Amerada Hess total in-
cluded $160,000 from Leon

Hess, board chairman.

Asplin said he is turning his
study over to the Senate
Watergate committee, in hopes
it will make a more exhaustive
study of gifts by principal oil
company stockholders.

Such a study . “will undoubt-
edly disclose some pretty
hefty gifts to Mr, Nixon,” he
said.

The. fact that he found
small «ifls, or none at all.
oM s0IMe major companies
“raises questions about pos-
sible  adai%ianal  secret  and
maybe even corporate gifts.”
Aspin said,




