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Despite the vigor of his coun- |
terattack, Manchester, however,
did not state that specific pas-
sages cited by Epstein were not
in his first draft of the Kennedy
book. He also would not confirm
whether specific passages had
appeared in the draft.

Main Objection

Manchester’s main objection
appeared to be that Epstein’s
article, as a whole, gave what
Manchester considered a com-
pletely erroneous impression of
what he had been trying to do.
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Manchester, on his part, also
claimed errors in Epstein’s
article,

However this conflict turns
out, it was clear that the Epstein
article represented the first
publication of a number of
sharply critical references to
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In addition to the alleged
“octopus” and ‘‘chameleon”
references, Epstein claimed that
Manchester’s first draft also
portrayed the President as ““an

bits of grit into salable pearls”
and as “the crafty seducer with
six nimble hands.”

Manchester, answering ques-
tions about his over-all portrayal
of Kennedy and Johnson, main-
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tained that he had bheen de-
scribing “not two men but two
offices.” Thus, he said, he
meant to contrast the nature of
the presidency and the vice

presidency rather than
I characteristics.
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