M&ryland Disbars Agnew;
'Court Deplores His Ethics
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ANNAPOLIS, Md,, May 2—The Maryland Court of Ap-
peals ordered the disbarment of former Vice President Spiro
T. Agnew today in:the wake of his no contest plea to a tax-
evasion charge last ‘October.;"™

The state’s highest®eourt; in
'a sharply .worded 13-page
opinion, Held unanitously that
disbarment follows automati-
lcally from a lawyer’s- convic-
tion .on a charge involving
morat—turpitude unless  he
makes a ‘‘compelling exculpa-
tory explanation.”

Mr. Agnew’s lawyers, the|
court held, made no such ex-
planation during the proceed-
ings, which were initiated by
the ‘Maryland /Bar - Association
Nov. 12. Instead, they confined
their arguments, both before a
lower court three-judge panel
jand ~ before the Court of
Appeals, to the severity of the
discipline, They contended that
Mr. Agnew should be suspended
from the practice of law rather
than disbarred.

" In the most scathing lan-
guage contained in the opinion,
which was written by Associate
Judge J. Dudley Digges, .the
court maintained, “It is dif-
ficult to feel compassion for an
attorney who is so morally ob-
tuse that he consciously cheats
for his own pecuniary gain that
government he has sworn to
serve, completely disregards the
words of the oath he uttered
when first admitted to the bar,
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an absolutely fails to perceive
his professional duty to act
honestly in all matters.”

Mr. Agnew was not a mem-
ber of the Federal bar, and his
disbarment -in Maryland pre-
vents him from practicing law
elsewhere.

Last Oct. 10 Mr. Agnew
pleaded no contest to a single
|charge that while he was Gov-
ernor he had accepted pay-
ments during 1967 from con-
sulting engineers. doing busi-
ness with. the State of Mary-
land and hagdinot reported the
|taxable income,

. The plea, which was entered
in United States District. Court
moments after he resigned the
Vice Presidency, came at the -
end of months of public' con:|Beall, the United States At-
gg};’f“‘g.tgnd grwa‘te -fnegotia- torney in Baltimore, . .~

ith a team of prose-| At the same time, Mr; A
cutors working under Georgelagreed to the publicationgonfe‘:
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40-page statement of the Gov-|throughout the United States
jernment’'s case against him,|disciplinary proceedings against
which had been developed dur-|lawyers convicted on tax"
ing an .elght-mopth_permd in a|charges have more often result-
massive investigation of po-|ed in suspension than disbar--
itical corruption in suburban|ment.
Baltlmo.re: County. . |, The court cited seven Mary-
Decision on the Count |land cases, including a com-:
The ‘sbatuis R panion case also. decided yes..
ent of evidence terday, in which it held to the:

had no bearing on the disbar- « i
ment decision, which hingaeI;I E‘i‘ggu?nstﬁggieymg exte:_maﬁngf

solely on the one charge to| «
Ghh MR - "To do other than disbar the
il gnew pleaded 10| respondent in this case,” the

“That crime, which involves|cooit Went on, “would con- .-
mg:l;al turpitude, and is infested ﬁggﬁg’fbiﬁtﬁ?"ew of our re:
génestgra%?éar?ec?é’ and ‘%i_s- Appeal from such a dishar
that caiegcry {hat n;l‘fis” ";étsulll; ;nent decision is possible in two
’I:Iﬁ automatic disbarment when gggﬁd;h;’f ;;;sgediﬁala Dl peal___ i

e respondent fails to demon- the other 'a re terror andl
str_?lte a clear and convincing argument of thg“es f%rffe'
?;fl tizéce a comgellmg Teason|the court. One of ﬁ?sa neeol;e
o sa'fi'giltml‘y;- the appeals lagaéye}x{s, Leon H. A. P?ersgnf‘

. said, however,
m;;l:ebcourt rejected the argu-|that Mr. Agngﬁatwh:uﬁliou:g:g
e by gﬂl‘: Agnew's lawyers|such an appeal. Mr. Agnew was
oth in Maryland ‘andlunavailable for comment.




