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By Eugene L. Meyer

n Washington Post Staff Writer

| Former Attorney Genral
i Richard 'G. Kleindienst was
i suspended from practicing law
i here for a month yesterday by
i the D.C. Court of Appeals for
“direct and repeated misrepre-
sentations” concerning White
House involvement in the ITT
antitrust case.

A four-member majority of
the seven member panel, in-
cluding three judges nomi-
nated to the bench when
Kleindienst was the Nixon’s
top -judicial - selection officer,
rejected a recommendation by
the D.C. Bar’s disciplinary
hoard for & one-year suspen-
sion.

Three dissenting judges on
the court said thev favored
the one-year suspension.
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Kleindienst Is Given 1-Month Disbarmen

The court ordered the one-
month Ssuspension to begin
Aug. 15, and called Klein-

dienst “a man of high profes-
sional stature, with corre-
spondingly high obligations,
who was caught up in a
‘highly charged political at-
mosphere...”

The majority said it consid-
ered Kleindienst’s “previous,
unblemished and laudable rec-
ord in private practice and
public service,” the decisions
by his home state of Arizona
to merely censure him, and a
federal judge’s panel here to
take no action whatsoever.

Comprising the majority
were Chief Judge Gerard D.
Reilly, - and Judges John W.
Kern III, Stanley S. Harris
and Frank Q. Nebeker. Reilly,

Nebeker and Harris were ap-
pointed to the local bench|
when Kleindienst was deputy|
attorney general in charge of |
judicial selections.

Dissenting were .:Em.mmw
Austin L. Fickling, George R.
Gallagher and Catherine B.
Kelly, who favored the one- |
judicial selections. - |

Judge Kelly, writing for the |
dissenters, said she worried,
that . the 30-day suspension
would be taken “as an indica-
tion-that the Bar is attempting
to impose higher standards on
its membership than the judi-
ciary is willing to accept.”

In imposing the suspension,
the majority also said it took
into account the 30-day sus-|
pended sentence given Klein. |

!sentencing judgment.”

dienst last year by U.S. Dis-;esty, fraud, deceit or misrepre-

trict  Cowrt  Chief Judge sentation” in his March 12,
George L. Hart, Jr. That sen-| 1972 Senate testimony. But it
tence came after memd%msmn_ﬁ?mmm to conclude that his
pleaded guilty to a Bbmgmamm.mnosg:on was “prejudicial to
nor charge, concerning his m:._,::w administration of justice.”
swers 1o Senate inquiries|The dissenters disagreed.

" . i
about the affair. The plea émm,w The matter stems from
Emmz&m:mwmEcmmﬁg%i&m

agreed to after lengthy Emm_

bargaining with the Watergate | ;

special prosecutor’s office. that the White House had
“Any further attempt to pun-iplayed any role in the litiga-

ish in this proceeding,” said  tion against Intérnational Tele-

the D.C. appellate majority, |phone & Telegraph. A White

“inferentially ‘would car ry|{House tape later revealed,

with it an mﬁwmmaﬂmxvnmm&g“,:osm,\mﬁ that then President

of disagreement with Eml‘mzzwxoz ordered Kleindienst to

‘drop the thing.” This Klein-
The majority, reviewing the dienst did not do, the appeal-

charges against him, found!|late majority noted.

that Kleindienst had engaged | “We...donot lose sight of

“in conddel involving dishon- | the need to avoid erosion of

public confidence in the pro-
fession,” the majority said, hui
the bar’s recommended one-.
year  suspension  was
“underpinned by punitive con-
siderations . . . and hence in.-
appropriate.” ) b

The bar’s hearing committee..
recommended the year suspen:
sion as a period “for reflection .
and self-examination,” but %.m;.
court ‘said this was meaning-
less because Kleindienst could
relocate his practice in Ari-
zona or limit his practice here
to federal courts. i

An eighth judge, J. Walter
Yeagley, was a colleague of
Kleindienst’s in the Justice

Department and did not par-
ticipate in the decision,




