World Jom-nnl Tnbune, New York rk, Tuesday, Febmary 14, 1967

‘JF K’s Aide
Says Author
Broke Pact |

atithor of “Death of . Prest
dmt”mnﬁsedhimthatnone
of the information he gave
Mmehwberwouldbepublished,
before the 1968 election.
.O'Donnell sald In an inter-
Vlow with the  Boston Globe
that he and other aides of the
late John F. Kennedy consent-
ed to be interviewed for the!-
book “only on .the basis that 3‘
none of the information would |
appear” beforothonextpresi- !
denth.l ¢lection, . {
Forhimtoaaynowthatn
the agreement referred to the
‘book and not to megazine anti-
mummmm"o'mn 1
'nolluid i
’ Mmheater“nevm-mntioned
mmnmnnﬁmtome"
O’Domell’oa.id. “This wasn’t
‘any contrect with Sen. - (Rob-
mm Kennedy. This was his| |
‘promise t0 me”: .
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" Seigenthalter,

- Further Cuts Sought
In Manchester ‘Book

By JUDSON HAND
. “ World Journal Tribune Staff
A journalist who represented
Sen. Robert F. Kennedy in edit-~

“ing William Manchester’s con-

troversial book “The Death of

" a President” today declarved the

manuscript should have been
changed more.
“H I'd had my way there

‘would have been a hell of & lot

more changes,” said . John
editor of the
Nashville Tennessean, by tele-
phone. Without being specific,
he indicated he thought the
changes should have been in

. pasages dealing with President

Johnson and with “personal”
réactions of Mra Jaoquel.im

.Kennedy.

Seimmnalﬂberwasrewﬂngto
remarks by Manchester on a
television show Sunday in
which he- sald “overzealous
employees” of the senator and
Mra. Kennedy blew up oontro-
veray over the book.

“Had the Kennedys read the
book last apring I think we
would hsvebmmdmuch.”
said Manchesber. -

NoT MLOYEES
- Seigenthalter - and BEdwin

Guthman, nationsl news edi-

tor of the 1Los Angeles Times,
who also represented Ben, Ken-
nedy, went over the manusoript

" with Evan Thomas, editor-in-

‘cMototHarper&Iwwm
publishing ho
vGuthma.n,

mched by tele-

phone, said “T wish Manchester
had been more specific on the
TV show. I'm not sure I know
what he’s talking about.”

Asked if ho thought he'd
helped “blow up” controversy
over the book,” he replied,
“That’s not the way I'd put .”

Both journalists denied ve-
hemently that they were sms
ployees of the senalor or Mrs.
Kennedy. Both. sald they'd re-
fused all paymem for work on
the book.

Neither would cotnment on
Manchester’s statement that
“the difficulties arose on lower
levels when there were em-
ployees who know they would
be answerable to the Kennedys
and who were understandably
over zealous in their sugges-
tions.” ’

“I don't have any idea to
whom he's referring,” saild
Scigenthalter. L

At the same. time, 'rhomu
said he was “appalied” that a
letter from him to. Seigen-
thalter and Guthman had been
made public. He said he re-
ghrded the lefter as a. "prM-
leged” oonmmﬁcmﬂon. -

The letter, which Manchester
said he'd never seen, ‘was re-
ported to state that the book
was “in part gratultously and
tastelessly insulting to Preal-
dent Johnson.”

Thomas declared that “thc
overall tone of the Jeiter was

thet it was & very good book-—

rboogoodabookmtbobelm-

proved.” -
He sald the letter had ‘said
nothing he hadn't sald . “to

Manchester's face” when the
two were going over the manu-
soript line-by-line.

Seigenthalter said he end|

others involved in editing the
book for the Kennedys had de-

‘clined to present their case.on

& network television show.

““The book’s & best seller be-
fore -it’s been published,” he
said. “Why should I publiolze
it turther?” :

‘However, he sald ho may
speak up later “if there are a
number of inaccuracies in the
book, as I uuspect thm ma/y
m ”»




