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Deal }_
Admiffed '

" WASHINGTON (AP}
Abe Fortas acknowl
edged publicly today ms
agreement with the Wolf-
son family foundatmn
‘&ontemplated” that he
w;ould receive $20,000° a
year for life for his serv-
1des The agreement also |
prowded the payments '
wquld continue to his |
wife, tax attorney Carc
lvn Agger, “in the eve‘ht '
of my death,” he said in

a Hetter yesterday to

Chief Justice Earl War- |
*that was released to—

g his first check; that
sldn’t containue to work
for the foundation and that
the agreement should he ter-
mi d ':.

W YORK (AP)—Louis E.
son, the jailed financier |
8l to the resignation of |
me Court Justice J}be
tas, asked in U. 8.
i of Appeals. today
al. Wolfson, 56, of Mianu _
was cotiviced Sept. 29,
1967, of violating federal se-.|
cnrltles laws and given a one- |
prison sentence in
Fl i"ﬁla :

mtcrceded or taken part. in
any legal, administrative or
judiéial matter affectifig ‘Mr.
Wilfoson or anyone associat-
ed with him.”

That reference was to Louls
E ‘Wolfson, now-jailed. finan-
er and former Fortas law
. Fortas announced ear-
“today his resignation
rom the court amid the up-
roar over the founddtion’s
3204 06 fee to Fortas while
Wolfson..was; ‘under’ a §ecuri-

~See LIFETIME— —Page 5 '

JUSTICE ABE ¥0

%H oTo.

ties anﬁ Exchange Commis-
sion_investigation.

Fortas’ letter alse declared:
“There has been no wrong
doing on my part.”

The four-page letter written
on Supreme Court stationery
marked, ‘““Chambers of Jus-
tice Abe Fortas,” began with
the assertion: “I should re-
sign in order that the court
may not continue to be sub-

di from Froit:Page™ I'the performance o its 1mp0r-

jec_ted to extraneous stress
which may . adversely affect

tant functions.”

THE LOS ANGELES Times

reported in today’s editions
the Justice - Department . has
evidence Fortas had agreed:
to receive the $20,000 a year. ,

Fortas’ initia] explanation of
his involvement with the Wolf-

son foundation made no men-
tion of the amount of fee in-
velved or when he had re-
turned it.

He said on May 4, in the

face "of Life Magazmes dis--

closure, that while the fee had
been ‘‘tendered” he had re-
turned it “with my thanks.”
Fortas also said then: “I
have not accepted any fee or
emolument from Mr. Wolfson
or the Wolfson family founda-

+/ tion or any related person or

Agroup.)l Z .

Life magazine’s account
spoke only of one $20,000 fee
which it said was made in
January 1966 and returned in
December 1966.

Fortas said he had hecome
acquainted with Wolfson in |

1965, before goitig on the
bench, and learned about the
financier's plag to improve
community relations and pro-
mote racial and religious co-
operation,

THESE, FORTAS ADDED,
were “matters to which I had
devoted much time and atten-
tion.”

The justice said as his dis-
cussions with Wolfson pro-
ceeded the businessman asked
him f8'participate and “I told
him I was interested .

After joining the court, For-
tas went on, he again con-
-ferred with Wolfson, in Wash-
ington, about the foundation
and “‘possible association with
it

Fortas said he again ex-
pressed his interest in the
program, in expanding its
scope and that he and Wolf-
son had ‘‘discussed the pos-
sibility of my participating in
the project on a long-term
basis.”

“BECAUSE OF THE nature

of the work, there was no

“It was then my opinion ‘that
the work of the court would
leave me adequate time for
the foundation assignments.”

The letfer continued:

“The board of the founda-
tion met in Decemher 1965,
and approved, by resolution,

an agreement under which I
was to penfnrrq semces for
the foundation.

conflici between it and my |
judicial duties,” Fortas wrote. |




