
\aet a Co les reporter says 
of e Cowlelp magazine and their 
valuable props ty (col 2),ex:id 
how he takes the after-the-
fact of e:,rialization rights 
to mean RVK knew and agreed 
all sloag. 

It is interestinvz that Alosn 
considers :ienchester "refused 
to be e hack" simply because 
he berme :3 strong -nen-for-c-buc 
buck. At this point, the book, 
good or bed, had been written 

honchester did was demFmd 
a fortune. This 19 what, in 
the 7iilson analysis, ke-ps 
hi:2 from beinT:, 	hack. 

His evaluation of his boss's 
property ie that neither 
historians of the future nor 
Look's readers will's care if 

t:einedy cried, or if 
Lyndon vohnson was misjudgedX. 
T...They only will want to 
know whet har.pened, who said 
whet to who. hen 8 boa- is es 
good as ,aancheoter's is 
written, it is bound to be 
published..." One presumes 
dilson reed the book and thus 
decided it is good, not that 
he said this bec.Juse his bosses 
magazine paid a fortune for it. 

How fro 4-ancheste's book  
anyone would know "what 
har.rened" is what .2iilson did 
not tell his readers. 

This is not inconsistent with 
the i:arlication of the con-
v+- usizx -!onclusion , that the 
i:e..edys do not want the truth, 
for in it he encourages them to 

"relax now and let os much of t 

truth es l'oseiblP come out..." 


