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Ex-Gulf Lohbyist‘Disbarred
For Illegal *72 Contributions

By Eugene L. Meyer
Washington Post Staff Writer

The D.C. Court of Appeas
has barred former Guif Oil
Corp. vice-president Claude
C. Wild Jr. from practicing
law for a year for his admit-
ted role in Lhannelmg $100-

000 in illegal corporate cam-

paign contributions to the
1972 Nixon re-election cam-
paign.

The appeals court, uphold-
ing the recommendation of
the D.C. bar disciplinary
board, rejected Wild’s con-
tention that he should re-
ceive no more than the 30-
day suspension imposed on
former Attorney General
Richard G. Kleindienst in
another Watergate-related
case. :

Wild is scheduled to stand
trial here shortly on other
charges of making alleged
illegal campaign contribu-
tions on Gulf’s behalf to two
Senate races. As Gulf’s chief
Washington lobbyist, Wild
has been named in court
records as having disbursed
$5.4° million in corporate
campaign cash during a 15-
year period.

The appeals court. in ifs
opinion Tuesday, acknowl-
edged that Wild -

“some pressure” by Nixon
campaign officials - .
vide .the laundered funds

but nonetheless . “had . en
gaged in “misreprésentation
and deceit” of Giilf share-
holders and the publie~“in
an effort to prevent” public
disclosure of a political 'gift
by a corporation.”

In 1974, WwWild pleaded
guilty in US District Court
‘here to a misdeméanor”
charge of making:illegal cor-

porate contributions and re-”

ceived the maximum fine of
$1,000, but no jail:term from
Chief Judge George L Hart
Jr.

Wild, the appeals panel
recalled, secretly transfer- -

red funds from a,Bahamian

Gulf subsidiary to the Com- -~
mittee to Re-Elect the Presi-
dent and directed Nixon
fund ‘raiser Maurice Stans
to list the contributions as
made by “employees of Gulf
Corporation.”

The action, the court said,

was “a patent effort to cir-
cumvent the law in violation
of the public interest and
the public good.”

The one-year suspension
recommended by :the disci-
plinary board and approved
by the court was less than
the two-year suspension ini-
tially urged by the board
committee that heard Wild’s
case.

Since Wild’s acticrs were
not among specifically enu-
merated “serious . crimes”

‘plea " before
“Hart for making mlsleadlng

calhng for ::iutomatlc sﬁs-
pensmn -the ‘appeals court

" had asked the bar’s dlscipn .

nary board for 1ts recomni-
mendation. | | -

The Klemd1enst case was
handled’ similarly - by the

- court: Kleindienst ~had én-

tered ‘a misdemeanor gullty
Chief, Judge

statements to a Senate comn-
mittee . concerning-: White
House involvement...in - the
ITT anti-trust case. / -

" In Klemdlenst’s case, Hart
had said. - hisi, offense

‘iveflects a.heart that is too

loyal and considerate of the
feelings of others.” Hart

‘gave him 30 days unsuper-

vised probation and a mini-
mum $100 fine. '

The bar disciplinary board
then urged a one-year sus-
pension of  Kleindienst’s
right to practice law, but
the D.C. Court of Appeals in
a split decision, settled on
30 days.

Wild, who resigned his
Gulf position March 1, 1974, °
compared hi§ case to Klein-
dienst’s in asking the Court
of Appeals for a “token sus-
pension” of 30 days. Such a
disposition, Wild had ar-
gued, “would serve as suffi-
cient disciplinary action in
the maintenance of the dis-
tinction between fitness and
punishment.”




