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for Mrs. Kennedy in Move to Block Book

Following are the texts of five documents filed in State ||

11! To make certain that the’
objéctives would be achieved,

EZypreme Court yesterday by attorneys for Mrs. John F.| gne jwritten portion of the un-
Sennedy in her litigation to block the publication of a
manuscript by William Manchester dealing with President|
Kennedy’s death. They consist of an affidavit by Mrs. Ken~

nedy; an offidavit by Senator Robert F. Kennedy; Mrs.ﬁ-

Kennedy’s verified complaint in the case; @ letter from Mr.|
Manchester to Mr. Kennedy, and ¢ memorandum of under-
standing between Mr. Manchester and Mr. Kennedy.

Affidavit by Mrs. Kennedy

‘§UPREME COURT
OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
4o SOUNTY. QEENEW YORK

JACGUELINE B. KENNEDY.

Plaintit, .
-againsk- {
AREIDAVIT |
HARPER & ROW, y IN SUPPORT |
PUBLISHERS, INC., OF MOTION |
COWLES COMMUNICATIONS, i
and WILLIAM MANCHESTER,
Defendants,
STATE OF NEWYORK 1 5
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 5
JACQUELINE BE. KEN-

NEDY, being duly sworn, de-
poses and says:

1, I am the plaintiff in this
action and submit this affidavit
in support of a motion for an
injunction pendente lite. (Copies
of the summons and complaint
are annexed to these papers.
Defendants Harper and Cowles
have been served with the sum-
mons.) !

2. This relief is required to
prevent the imminent and will-
ful - destruction of my rights]
under agreements entered into,
hetween my brother-in-law, Rob-|
ert F. Kennedy, and the de-|
fendant . Williamm Manchester!
(hereinafter “Manchester”) un-

der'which, in return for invalu-
able’ help furnished by me to|
deféndant Manchester in|
his preparation of a manusecript;
conterning the death of Presi-|
dent John F. Kennedy, defend-!
ant®Manchester agreed not toy
publish that manuscript until,
he had obtained my express con-,
sent and approval as to the;
mode, time and text of any!
publecation. |

3. In spite of that express|
agreement, which was knownj
to defendant Cowles Commu-:
nications, Inc.  (hereinafter|
“"COWLES"), the publisher of/
LOOK Magazine, and defendant|
Harper & Row, Publishers, Inc.|
(here-inafter "Harper"”), a large|
publisher and distributor of|
books, each of these defendants|
has entered into agreements
‘with dfendant Manchester and|
intend to take actions there-
under in violation of my express:
rights. - |
* 4, The Manchester-Harper ar-|
rangement contemplates publi-
cation of the manusecript in:
book form in March or April of|
next year. The Manchester-
Cowles agreement calls for
publication of portions of de-

fendant Manchester's
seript in serial form in LOOK
Magazine starting in January

| 1967, Both Harper and Cowles
I pefiise to recognize my rights

undér the agreement between,
Manchester and Robert F, Ken-
nedy (even though they were
at all times well aware of them)
and'‘intend to publish without
my ~consent or approval.

5.1 have not given my
consent or approval to any
publication of
manuseript.

6. In addition, my common-

law copyrights in certain ma-
terials are in imminent danger
of Enfringement and my name
has' been conspicuously used in

advertisements promoting the!

sale of LOOK Magazine without,
my permission. -
The Background Facts and
v the Agreement With
A Manchester

i
7. The principal facts under-| |

lying this dispute are not com-
plex, and are set forth at length]|
in the verified complaint, which,/
together with the summons, is
annexed to these papers. They

| are.as follows:

R, After the death of Presi-
dent. Kennedy, our family be-
came concerned about the spate
of sensational and highly com-
mercialized writings which we
kne§r would appear concerning
that event. )

9. In an attempt to make
available to the public at least
onework of accuracy and good,
taste which would be presented
in 1a dignified manner, the
family decided to assist defend-

I ant_Manchester; a recognized:

author, in the preparation of an|
acctunt of the circumstances
and events surrounding the
death of President Kennedy. On
behglf of the Kennedy family,
and after discussions with de-
fenflant Manchester, Robert F.
Kenhedy entered into certain
undgrstandings with him which
are/'described at length in the|
verified complaint,

10. The central theme and
purpose of the understandings|
was | to assure the accurancy,|
gond taste and dignity of the
text® Manchester was to pre-
pare and its presentation to the!
public without sensationalism|
andgxcessive commercialism.

Manchester's|

| 'tion of the Agreement. !
‘14, Manchester was also in-. |

! derstanding (Complaint, Exh.
“AN) which was signed by
Rohert F. Kennedy and by de-
fendant Manchester (herein-
aftér “the Agreement”), specif-
jcally reserved to me, (and to
" Robert F. Kennedy, as well) the
right to approve not only the;
text of Manchester's proposed)
manuscript prior to its publica-
tion but the mode and time of
publication as well. In short, no
publication was to .occur until
after I had expressed my ap-

..~ proval on all aspects. Indeed,’
mani-|

the#disposal by Manchester of
any. ‘rights of publication was
itself subject to my approval.

12 Manchester's full

_ to these principles is well il-
* lustrated by a letter dated
March 9, 1964 (a copy of which
js annexed hereto as Exhibit:
“1"), which he sent to Robert
F. Kennedy prior to his sign-|
ing the written Agreement and
by his concurrence in a public
statement released when the
Agreement was signed (Com-
plaint, Exh, “B"). Both of these|
documents clearly set forth thel

terms and the purposes of the
project. ; '

13, Thereafter, and in accord-
lance with our arrangements
|with Manchester, he was af-
‘forded personal interviews with
‘many of the principal figures,

| including lengthy sessions with

\me and with Robert F. Kennedy..
‘T would not have spoken to.
'him had I not had the protec-

troduced by me and Robert F.
Kennedy to various government
officials, and granted access to
many documents, Without my,
intervention and that of other
members and friends of the late
President's family, Manchester|
would not have been able to|
gather so much pertinent and
personal information. The very,
fact that the family of Presi-
dent Kennedy was cooperating
with Manchester was, of course, !
of immeasurable help to him in
‘his amassing the facts. We gave,
‘him this help because we were
protected by the Agreement
from improper use of the mate-
rial he received.

15. Manchester has apparent-
ly completed his manuscript
which, I am told, is approxi-
mately 300,000 words in length,

The Destruction of My
Contract Rights-

16. In spite of the fact that
each of the defendants always
\was fully aware of my rights
|under the Agreement entered
linto between Robert F. Ken-
inedy and Manchester, they have
lacted in willful disregard of
those rights. I can point to at
least three separate acts of the
defendants which clearly trans-
gress my rights under that con-
tract, Al }

assent .

| The Proposed Harper

! Publication

| 17.In or about April 1964,
Manchester entered into an
agreement with defendant Har-
per in which the defendant Har-
per agreed to act as Manches-
tef's publisher in the United
States. Defendant Harper was
at the time fully aware of the
terms-of the Agreement enter-
ed into between Robert F. Ken-
nedy and Manchester. - Since
then, and especially in the last
few months, Harper has been
repeatedly advised of my rights
by Robert F. Kennedy, by me,
and by my attorneys. Harper
knows that I have not given my
approval to any publication of
Manchester’'s manuscript.

18. Until very recently, Har-

Iper took the position that it
{would not publish the manu-:
lscript until I had given my ap-
'proval, both as to the mode and
time of publication and the text
of the manuscript. Very recent-
ly, however, Harper has changed
its position and has indicated
that it intends to go ahead with
publication in March or April
of 1967, After that change of
position, my attorney, Simon
'H. Rifkind, advised Harper that
I had not consented to the pub-
lication, had not approved any,
version of the manuscript, and|
had not approved or designated|
any publication date for any
iversion of the work. Annexed
mereto as Exhibit “2" is a copy
jof a letter dated December 9,
1966 from Judge Rifkind to
‘Harper so advising Harper.
19, Yet, I am informed and
Ipelieve that Harper intends to
flout the Agreement and to
'commence publication in March
or April of next year, in com-
plete and utter disregard of my
rights.

20. This action by Harper is|
particularly distressing to me/
because defendant Harper was
|designated as the publisher at
‘my request and had been the
publisher of several books au-
thored by President Kennedy,
including “Prfiles In Courage.”

The Proposed Cowles
Publication

21. Defendant Manchester has
entered into a contract with de-
/fendant Cowles (Complaint,
|BExh. “C"") in which he sold seri-
al rights in the manuscript to
Cowles. Their advertisements
(Complaint, Exhs, D" to “H")
indicate that Cowles intends to
serialize portions of the manu-
script in issues of LOOK Maga-
zine commencing in January
1967.

22, The proposed Cowles pub-
lication will consist of a trun-
cated version of ‘the full manu-
seript — 80,000 words of the
300,000 words in the manu-
script. Cowles may also add to
the manuscript with Manches-
|ter's permission. Moreover, the
‘contract permits Cowles to sell
jextracts of the manuscript, not|




in excess of 80,000 words, tol
others. I am advised that|
Cowles has already done so. |

23. Pursuant to the agree-]_
ment with Cowles, Manchester!
is to receive $665,000, g 1

24, Cowles admittedly knew
of Manchester's contractual
commitments to me when it en-
tered into its agreement with
‘him. Cowles has repeatedly been
told of my rights under the con-
tract by me personally, by my
brother-in-law, Robert F. Ken-
nedy, and by my attorneys,

25. Cowles has also been no-
tified that I have not ap-
proved or consented to the pro-
posed serialization. Thus,
August 29, 1966, my attorney,
Simon H. Rifkind, wrote to the.
\Executive Vice President of
|Cowles a letter stating in part
that any proposed publication
in any form required my ap-
proval and that such approval
had not been given. Annexed
hereto as Exhibit “3" is a.
copy of the letter., The same
position is asserted in Judge
Rifkind's letter of Decemhber
9, 1966, a copy of which is
annexed as Exhibit “4",

_ 26. Notwithstanding the
foregoing, Cowles has an-
nounced its intention to pub-
\lish excerpts from the manu-

|script commencing in  Jaru-|
lary 1961, !
The Proposed British

Publication

27. In addition, I am advised
that Manchester has recently
granted to Michael Joseph, Ltd.
of London, England, the right
to publish the manuseript in
book form in England. I have|
never given my consent or ap-|
proval to this publication. |

28. Clearly, mnone of the)
defendants has the right to puhb-|
lish without my consent, and
any ' grant of such a right
from defendant Manchester is|
ineffective, Defendant Man-
chester cannot convey to others
what he does not have — my
approval of the text, time and
mode of publication.

29, The acts of the defnd-!
mnts and th proposed pub-|
lications not only are a willful:
{breach of the Agreement and;
understanding with defendant
Manchester, hut will destroy
their very core,

The Absence of Any Approval
i by Me

30. I have never seen Man-
chester's manuscript, I have not
approved it, nor have I author-
ized anyone else to approve it|
for me, I have no knowledge of}
how much, if-at all, the pro-
posed LOOK serialization varies|
from ' the ‘manuscript as orig-|
inally- - written by defendant|
Manchester or-what portions of)|
ithe manuseript are fo be|
printed. .

31. I cannot be said to have
approved what I have never
seen, and vet, because it is wide|
ly known that I personally
(and the Kennedy family) ex-|
tended so much help to defend-
ant Manchester, it will be only
natural for the public to believe
that the manuseript is pub-
lished with my approval. In-
deed, the advertising material
(Complaint, Exhs, “D" to “H”)
lends support to that notion.
For this very reason, I have in-|
sisted and continue to insist
upon my -right to.approve the!
manuscript. |

i

on |

32, Maoreover, the advertising
material (Complaint, Exhs. “D”
to “G") circulated by defendant
Cowles has generally included
or consisted of extensive quo-|
tations from the introduction to
the book. This, in and of itself,
is an act forbidden by the;
Agreement, for I certainly gave‘
no approval for the publication
at this time and in this form of
an important portion of the
‘manuscript.

The Use of My Name for |
Advertising Purposes and |
the Infringement of
My Copyrights
33. As is more fully de-
scribed in the complaint, the
defendants, in addition to de-
stroying my contractual rights,
are also engaged in vicktions
of my rights under Sections 50
and 51 of the New York State
Civil Rights Act and in viola-
tions of my common-law copy-
rights,
34. The defendant Cowles has|
repeatedly used my name, with-
out permission, in advertise-
ments in an attempt to sell sub-|
scriptions to its magazine, (See|
Complaint, Exhs. “D" to “H".) |
35. In addition, Manchester|
has obtained copies of certain|

| Iamd. that Manchester's purported

| that under those contracts the|

letters that my daughter, Car-
oline, and I had written to Pres-|
ident Kennedy. I also permit-
ted him to record lengthy in-
terviews with me. I believe he
now has both the letters and
the tapes in his ‘possession, I
am informed' and believe that
the manuseript contains long
(quotations from.the letters and
|from the spoken material which
I dictated onto the tapes.

36. I am advised by counsel
that I am the owned of the copy-|
right in all of this material

luse of it in the manuscript-is;
|in violation of that copyright.

37. Finally, the position tak-
en by defendants Cowles  and
Harper is that they have the
right to publish because of the
agreements they made with de-
fendant Manchester, But, at the
time they made those agree-!|
ments, they knew of my rights|
under the basic Agreement be-|
tween Manchester and Robert]
F. Kennedy and the basic un-
derstanding among all three of
us as to the nature of the proj-
ect. i

38. Defendants Cowles and
‘Harper, by making the con-
‘tracts which they did with Man-|
‘chéster have, I am advised by |
‘counsel, induced Manchester to
breach his Agreement with Rob-
ert F. Kennedy, By taking the
position which they now take,
defendants Cowles and Harper
seek to compel Manchester to|
breach his Agreement with Rob-||
ert F. Kennedy by insisting|

‘defendants Harper and Cowles
have the right tq go ahead and
publish without my consent and /|
approval of the mode and time
of publication and the text
thereof and without such ap-,
Eroval from'Robert F, Kennedy.|

Conclusion i

39. Under the Apgreement be-;
tween Robert F. Kennedy and
defendant Manchester, defend-|

ants are not permitted to pub-| "

lish without my approval of the
text, time and mode of publica-
tion. The disposal of publica-
tion rights to defendant Cowles|
(and Cowles’ redisposal of them

to others), to defendant Har-
per, to Michael Joseph and to
others necessarily is subject to
my approval. All of the defend-
ants certainly were aware of
the terms of the Agreement
which so provide. Publication
of the unapproved manuscript,
in any form, at an unapproved
time, not only is a breach of the

{Agreement which Manchester/

entered into with Robert F.

‘Kennedy and a violation of my

rights, but will cause me great
and irreparable injury. It will
result in  precisely the sensae
tionalism and commercialism
which we — Robert F. Ken-
nedy and I — sought so strenu-
ously to avoid. The threatened
publication is in total disregard

of my rights and, if it goes for-.

ward, will utterly destroy
them. '
40. I respectfully request

that this Court issue a prelim-
inary injunction as prayed for
in the order to show cause
pending the hearing and deter-
mination of this action to pre-
vent the utter subversion of my,
contractual rights and the fur-
ther improper activities of the
defendants. The relative harm
which might occur to defendants
if I am proven to be wrong is
minor, for there will be only a
short delay, if any, in publica-
tion. The injury to me, if the|
injunction is denied, will be ‘ir-'
reparable hecause my contract
rights will have been complete-|
ly and irretrievably destroyed.’
I ask 'only that this Court pre-
serve the status quo, and I have

‘no objections to an immediate

trial. ;
41, No prior application has:
been made for the relief request-,
ed herein. % : !

JACQUELINE B. KENNEDY. |

Associated Press The New York Times |
OPPOSE ‘SENSATIONALISM': Senator Robert F. Ken- |
nedy and Mrs. John F. Kennedy will be balked in efforts
to fight sensationalism and commercialism in accounts of
the death of President Kennedy if book by William Man-
chester is published, according to Mrs. Kennedy's plea.




| Affidavit by Robert Kennedy

SUPREME COURT
.. OF/ THE 3TATE OF NEW YORK

| JACQUELINE B. KENNEDY,

Plaintift,
-against-
[HARPER & ROW, AFFIDAVIT
L IsHERS, INc., 1 SFEORT
| COWLES COMMUNICATIONS, OF MOTION
{and WILLIAM MANCHESTER,
" Defendanfs.
STATE OF NEW YORK "1 (s .
COUNTY OF NEW,YORK § ™"
Robert F, Kennedy, being

duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. On or about March 26, 1964
I executed the agreement dated
March 26, 1964 with the de-
fendant Willlam Manchester
(hereinafter “Manchester”)
which underlies the present ac-
tion, I am fully familiar with
jall of the facts and circum-
stances relating to the making
of that agreement and with the
events which have precipitated
the present action,

2. I make this affidavit in
support of a motion by plain-
tiff, Jacqueline B. Kennedy, for
an injunction: pendente lite en-'
joining defedant Harper & Row,
Publishers,  Inc. (hereinafter!
“Harper”), defendant Cowles '
Communications, Inc. (hereinaf-
| ter “Cowles”) and,a defendant'
Manchester from violating plain-
tiff's rights derived from the
agreement in question.

3:' T have read the affidavit
of Mrs. Kennedy, sworn to De-.
cember 16, 1966, and I am in
accord with, and adopt as my,
own, the statements made there-|
in. |

malking this affidavit is to ans-
wer certain contentions which
the defendants have stated (in
th_e press and elsewhere) they
(will assert in opposition to
| plaintiff’s motion. .

I" 5. Thus, defendants have as-

serted that I'have consented, on
my own behalf, and on plain-
tiff's behalf, to the publication
of the Manchester manuscript
(herinafter the “Manuscript”)
by Harper and to its serializa-
tion by Cowles. I categorically
state that at no time did I ever
give my approval or consent to
the text of the Manuscript, to
‘any publication thereof, or to
any time of publication; nor did
I ever say or do anything from
which the defendants could rea-
sonably have helieved that I
did. To my knowledge, neither
did plaintiff,

6. Defendants apparently rely
lupon a telegram dated July 28,
{1966, to support their conten-
|tion. The telegram makes no
|statement approving either text
|or time, or mode of publication,
It was sent at the urging of
defendants Manchester and Har-
per. I was told by Harper’s rep-

|pecoming ill from an obsession
{with the thought that the book
|might never be published, Af-
Iter repeated requests to send

this fear. I sent the following
telegram to him and to Harper:

a message which would allayj

|historian and a reporter. I un-
derstand others have plans to
publish books regarding the
events of November 22, 1963,
As this is golng to be the sub-
ject matter of a hook and since
Mr. Manchester in his research
had access to more information
and sources than any other
writer, members of the Kennedy
family will place no obstacle in
the way of publication of his
work, - :

“However, - if Mr. Manches-
ter's account is published -in
‘segments or excerpts, I would
. expect that incidents would not
be taken out of context or sum-
marized in any way which|
.might distort the facts of or|
the events relating to Presi-
. dent’s Kennedy's death.

Robert F. Kennedy."”
T. A careful reading of the
{language shows that the. tele-
|gram contains neither a waiver|
lof any of the approval rights
lof plaintiff or myself nor an|
approval of the mode or timing
{of publication or of the text of
the Manuscript, Both before and
after the sending of that tele-
gram, Evan Thomas of Harper
land defendant Manchester re-
peatedly assured me and others|
associated with me that nothing|
would be published without the
approval of Mrs, Kennedy and|
myself, These assurances from)
Manchester _ specifically  in-|
cluded advertising for any puh-
lication of the Manuscript as|
well as the text of the Manu-|
seript itself. !

8. It has always been my in-|

tention, as well as plaintiff's,|

4. My primary purpose In'yp.¢"ina facts concerning the’

death of the late President Ken-
nedy should be published and
available for all to read. We
retained the contractual right
to approve the Manuscript only
in order to assure the accuracy
land good taste of ‘the text and
the dignity of its presentation.
|Certainly, we .did not 'render
|so much help and assistance
[to Manchester merely to have
/{the Manuscript written and
‘withheld without ever seeing
the light of day.

9, On July 29, 1966, I had a
telephone conversation with ‘de-
fendant Manchester in which he
specifically and emphatically|
assured me once again that
there would be no problem
‘whatsoever concerning his per-
{formance of his contractual
lobligations; that nothing would
‘be published which did not have
the approval of Mrs, Kennedy
and myself.

10. If further confirmation of
the fact that we never con-

Manuscript or of the fact that
at least as of Algust 4, 1966
defendant Manchester was pur-

'porting to abide by the terms

| resentative that Manchester was| of his contract with us is re-

quired, it can be found in a
telegram which I received and:
.which. was signed jointly by
Evan Thomas, the Executive
Vice-President of = defendant
Harper and defendant Manches-
ter and my reply of August

| “Should any inquiries arise
re the manuscript of .your book

n

g:
“While I have not read Wil-
!liam Manchester’s account of
the death of President Kennedy,
I know of the President's re-
spect for Mr. Manchester as an

iL would like to state the follow-|

5, 1966 to that telegram. .

| 11, The telegram from Mr.
\Thomas and defendant Man-
! chester stated:

“Homer Bigart of Times is on,
[to bhook and serial story and:
|has gathered many facts in-|
cluding price of sale. We have|
‘been evasive in our replies re-|

sented to any publication of thef|’

3

igarding money. Under existing
iterms we expect book to be
llarges . [sic[ single contrbutor
ito library and are delighted
'with that prospect. In the ab-
sence of any further discussion
we must assume that original
‘signed agreement prevails,”

T made the following reply:

"Re telegram where you say
quote in absence of any instruc-
tions signed agreement pre‘{:‘ails
unquote. Agree, and that pro-
{vides that Mrs, Kennedy and I
|must give permission for pub-
Tication of book and' that®has

not yet been given.”
The term “publication = of
book” which appeared in my re-
ply was used by me as including |
anv and every publication of the|
text of the Manuscript, in whole
or in part.. | i
- 12. In spite of the written
|agreement and all the previous
| promises.and assurances, it now
appears that neither defendant
Manchester nor defendant Har-
per nor defendant Cowles in-
tends to abide by the agreement
made by me, on my behalf and
on behalf of plaintiff, with de-
fendant Manchester; that they
intend to publish the Manuscript
in book form and excerpts there-
from-as a serialization in LOOK
Magazine without any approval
from plaintiff or me; and that
defendants, - similarly without
lany consent or approval, have,
undertaken to assign further
publication rights in the Manu-
script to others. )
i 13 Defendants may assert)
‘that, because certain of Mrs.
Kennedy's friends and my
‘friends read portions of th_e[
Manuscript and made sugges-
‘tions as to its text, Mrs. Ken-|
|nedy and I have somehow ap-|
proved the Manuscript, But the;
fact is that no one who read
the Manuscript had authority
to approve it on behalf of Mrs.
Kennedy or me. Nor did I have
authority from Mrs. Kennedy to
approve it on her behalf. I never
asserted such authority. I am
informed and believe that no one
asserted that he had .such au-
thority to speak for me or Mrs.

| Kennedy, and there is no basis
'for any of the defendants to be-

lieve .that anyone other .than
plaintiff and I'were in a position
to approve for each of us re-
spectively. i
14. Neither I mor Mrs. Ken-|
nedy has ever seen the text as|
written by defendant Manches-
ter. Moreover, neither of us has
any knowledge of how much, if
at all, the proposed text of the
book or of the magazine se-
rialization varies from the ma-
terial - originally written by
defendant Manchester. We can-
‘mot be said to have approved
what ‘we have never seen.
15.°And yet,- because it is
widely known that the Kennedy
family has given so much help,

| to defendant Manchester, it will

be only, natural for the public
to believe that the Manuscript
has Mrs. Kennedy's and my ap-
proval. Indeed, the announce-
ment of the serialization of the
Manuscript by defendant Cowles
in The New York Times of Sep-|
tember 1, 1966. and the adver-’
tising material thereafter circu-
lated by defendant Cowles (an-
nexed to the Complaint as Ex-
hibits “D"”-to “H,” inclusive) all
lend support to that notion. For
this.very reason, Mrs. Kennedy
and I have both insisted and
continue to insist upon our con-

| tractual rights to approve the
! text of the publication as well

as the mode and time thereof.
ROBERT F. KENNEDY

i The New York Times
TO RULE ABOUT BOOK:
Supreme Court Justice Saul
S. Streit ordered hearing
Dec. 27 on action to block
publication of the book.




- Complaint by

Mrs. Kennedy

SUPREME _COURT i
OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
vusvnaan COUNTY OF _NEW, ¥ORK

JACQUELINE B. KENNEDY,

Plainfift,
bt VERIFIED"
[HARPER & ROW, COMPLAINT
! PUBLISHERS, INC.,
COWLES COMMUNICATIONS,
NC.,
and WiLLIAM MANCHESTER,

rights may bhe disposed of by
defendant Manchester, with the
approval of plaintiff, Jacqueline
|| B. Kennedy, and Robert ¥, Ken-
inedy, though it.is not the inten-
[tion to prevent the sale of seri-
lal option rights to a responsi-
|ble publisher. (Paragraph 4)
! D. The book may not be pub-
llished before November 22,

Defendants.
© Plaintiff, by her attorneys,
Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton |

& Garrison, Esgs., for her com-
plaint, respectfully alleges:

‘As and For a First Cause of
| Action Against All of the

| Defendants

|1, Upon information and be-
llief, defendant Harper & Row,
Publishers, Inc. (hercinafter
|"Harper"”) is a’ corporation or-
!zanized and existing under the
laws of the State of Illinois and
‘maintains an office and place of
business at 49 East 33rd. Street,
New York, N.Y. Said defendant
iIs'in the business of publishing
rand distributing books.

| 2, Upon information and be-
lief, defendant Cowles Commu-
‘nications, Inec.- (hereinafter
“Cowles”) is a corporation or-
ganized and existing under the
laws of the State of Iowa and
maintains an office and place|
of business at 488 Madision Av-|
enue, New York, N.Y. Said de-!
fendant is the publisher of
LOOK Magazine.

The Agreement

3. In or about February
11964, plaintiff, the widow of the
late President John. F. Kennedy,
Robert F. Kennedy, his brother,
and other members of the late
| President’s immediate family
determined to assist defendant
| William Manchester (herein-
after “Manchester'), an author
of repute, in preparing a dtaild
account of the events and cir-
cumstances of the death of

aration of at least one text con-
cerning that event which would

treat that subject accurately, in|i
- " to arrange for the preparation|

depth, and with appropriate dig-
nity and good taste, and hope-
fully, by so doing, to forestall
inaccurate or sensational treat-
ment by others.

4. Robert F. Kennedy and de-'
fendant Manchester executed an’
agreement dated March 26, 1964.
(A copy of the,agreement, de-
nominated “Memorandum of]
Understanding,” 15 annexed
‘hereto as Exhibit “A" and is
‘hereinafter called the “Agree-
iment.")

5. The following provisions
| were included in the Agreement:
! A.Defendant Manchester shall
'prepare for publication an his-
torical account of the events
of and surrounding the death
of President John F. Kennedy|
on November 22, 196. (Para-|
graph 1)

B. The completed manuscript
shall be reviewed by plaintiff,
Jacqueline B, Kennedy, and Rob-
ert F. Kennedy, and the text'
shall not he published unless’
and until approved by them,
(Paragraph 3) : !

C. No motion picture or tele-|
vision adaptation shall ever be|
made based on the book. Other

| prior date, and shall be

President Kennedy. Their pur-|
pose was to assure the prep-|

11968, unless  plaintiff, Jacque-
line B. Kennedy, designates a
’ pub-
lished at such date thereafter
as shall be mutually agreeable
to the contracting parties. (Par-
agraph 6) .

- E. At the request of the Ken-
nedy family, the publisher will
be defendant Harper. (Para-
graph 5) I !

F. Members of the Kennedy
family shall not co-operate with!
any other author who wishes,
to deal with the subject of the
death of President Kennedy.
(Paragraph 7)

G: Robert F Kennedy will, in
his discretion, provide *assist-
ance to. defendent Manchester’
in the form of introductions to
public officials and access to
certain pertinent documents.
(Paragraph 8)

H. Upon the signing of the
Agreement, a brief public an-
nouncement of the project shall
‘be made by Robert F. Kennedy
or by plaintiff, Jacqueline B.
Kennedy, and Robert F. Ken-
nedy jointly. (Paragraph 9)

6. Pursuant to the provisions
of the Agreement, and with the
|approval of defendant Manches-
lter, a Public Statement was is-
sued” on March 26, 1964, an-
nouncing the project and set-
ting forth certain basic under-
standings of the parties which
extended beyond the terms of
the written Agreement. (A copy
of such Public Statement is an-
nexed hereto as Exhibit “B”.)

7. The Public Statement re-
flected the basic understanding
1‘::f-pl'.':l.lntiff, Jacqueline B. Ken-
'Inedy, Robert F. Kennedy and
'Idefenda.nt Manchester that the
objective of the project was|

'and publication of an-authorita-|
‘tive and accurate historical
|work setting forth the events
iand circumstances surrounding
|the death of President Kennedy,
{in good taste and with the
idignity befitting that event. The
|publication was intended to be
|a work of historical significance,|
| free of distortion and published
in a manner which would avoid
sensationalism and commercial-
ism,

| |8 In keeping with this objec-

itive, the parties agreed, as re-
flected in the Public Statement,
that all profits from the pub-
lication of ‘defendant Manches-
ter's work, beyond expenses and
a moderate return on invest-
ment. on the first printing,
would be donated by both the
author and the publisher to the
John F. Kennedy Library at,
Boston, Massachusetts. !

9. Pursuant to tHe Agreement,|
plaintiff and Robert F. Kennedy!
gave exclusive interviews to de-
fendant Manchester, Plaintiff
granted said exclusive inter-
views to defendant Manchester
|in reliance upon the_ provisions

P

and the test thereof. In said
interviews, plaintiff made dis-
closures to defendant Manches-
ter which she would not have
made but for her reliance upon
said right of approval.

10. In addition, plaintiff and)
Robert F. Kennedy assisted de-
fendant Manchester by arrang-
ing for him to interview public
officials and the family and
friends of the late President
and by facilitating  his access
to various documents. Plaintiff
jarranged for said interviews and|
facilitated such access to docu-
ments in reliance upon the pro-!
visions of the Agreement which
vested in her the right to ap-

of the Agreement which vested
in her the right to approve the
mode and time of publication

prove the mode and time of
.publication and the text thereof.
But - for her reliance upon said
right of approval, plaintiff]
would not have arranged such
interviews or facilitated such
access to documents.

. Defendant Manchester has
{written a manuscript concern-
ing the death of President Ken-
nedy which, upon information
and belief, consists of approxi-
mately 300,000 words (herein-
after “the Manuscript”).

The Proposed Harper
Publication

12. Upon information and be-
lief, in or about April 1964, de-
fendant Manchester entered in-
‘to a contract. with defendant
Harper pursuant to which Har-
per was to act as the publizsher
of the Manuscript, ~ :

. 13. Plaintiff 'was not a party
to nor was she advised of the
(terms and conditions of the con-
itract entered into between de-
fendant Manchester and Jefend-
ant Harper. Upon information
and belief, said contract fail to
respect the rights of plaintiff
as set forth in paragraphs 5,
6, 7 and 8 hereof and contlains
no provision protecting the ab-
‘solute right of plaintiff to ap-
prove of the mode and time of
publication and the text thereof.

14, Upon information and be-
lief, defendant Harper has an-
nounced that in or about March
or April 1967 it will publish
the text of the Manuscript in
book form.

15. Upon information and be- .

lief, defendant Harper has pur-
ported to sell to others certain
rights to publish said Manu-
script in book form.

16.. Upon information and he-
lief, defendant Harper had, full
knowledge of the respective
rights and obligations and de-
fendant Manchester with ro-
spect to the Manuseript at and
iprior to the time it entered into
|its  contact with defendant
Manchester, .

The Proposed British
Publication

17. Upon information and: he-
lief, in or about October or No-
vember 1966, defendant Man-
chester purported to sell to
Michael Joseph, Ltd., of Lon-
idon, England, the right to pub-
{lish-the Manuscript in England.

‘The Proposed Cowles
Publication

18, On or about August 11,
11966, defendant Manchester and
|defendant Cowles entered into
a written contract (a copy of
iw:h‘{ch is annexed hereto as Ex-
thibit “C”) in which, for a con=-

sideration of $665,000, defend-
ant Manchester purported to
grant to defendant Cowles cer-
tain rights of publication there-
in defined, including the right
to publish selected material
from the Manuscript in serial
form in LOOK Magazine, Plain-
tiff was not a party to nor was
she advised of the terms and
conditions of said contract pri-
or to its execution. ‘The con-
tract fails to respect plaintiff's
rights as set forth in para-
graphs 5, 6, 7 and' 8 hereof

‘and contains no provision pro-

‘tecting the absolute right: of
plaintiff to approve of the mode
and time of publication and the
text thereof.

19, Upon information and be=~
lief, defendant Cowles had full
knowledge of .the:irespéctive:
rights and obligations:ofyplain-_
titf, aequeline B, Kennedy. Bobe
ert F. Kennedy and defend-
ant Manchester with respect to
the Manuscript at-and.prior te:
the time it entered into its don-
tract with defendant Manches-
ter. 5 o3 2

20. Defendant Cowles ‘has
publicly announced -and adver-
tised that it will publish se-
lected material from the Manu-
seript in a series of' install-
ments commencing in or about
January 1967, Upon information
and belief, the serialized version
to be published in LOOK Maga-
zine will be an abridged or trun-
cated version of the Manusecript.

21. The contract entered into
between defendants Cowles and
‘Manchester further grants to
defendant Cowles the right to
grant to others rights to pub-
\lish excerpts, not in cxcess of
{80,000 words, of the 400,000
iword Manuscript, without the
consent or approval of plantiff.
Upon information and belief de-
fedant Cowles has purported to
{sell such publication rights te
others. s {35 :

‘The Absence of Approval.or
' Consent by Plaintiff.

' 22, Plaintiff, Jacqueline B.
Kennedy, has not approved or
consented to (a) the text of-the
Manuscript, or (b) the proposed
publication of the Manuscript
in book form by defendant
Harper, by Michael Joseph, Ltd.
‘or by others, or (c) the proposed -
ipublication of selected excerpts
[from the Manuseript in serial
\form by defendant Cowles, in’
ILOOK Magazine or elsewhere,
jor (d) the purported grant of
|publication rights in and to the
|Manuscript of defendant Man-
|chester to defendant Harper, to
iMichael Joseph, Ltd., or to oth-
ers, or (e) the purported grant
of publication rights in and to
the Manuscript by defendant

Harper to others, or (f) the
|proported grant of publication
rights in and to the Manuscript

by defendant Cowles to'others
lor (g) any date or dates for
jany publication of the Manu-
{seript in book, magazine or any
other form. )

! 23. By reason of the lack of
approval or consent by plain-
tiff, defendant Manchester was,
‘and is, prohibited from dispes<
ing of any publication rights in
Ithe Manuscript unless such dis-
{position is approved by plaintiff
and unless in such disposition
‘the further rights of plaintiff to
japprove the mode and time of
publication and the text thereof
are appropriately provided for,
‘and  defendant Manchester's
purported attempt to do so



without fulfilling such obliga-
tions is without legal effect and
confers no rights upon either
defendant Harper or defendant
Cowles or any transferee pur-
porting to assert publication
rights from or through any of
defendants, :

24, Defendant Manchester's
purported contracts with de-
fendants Harper and Cowles ar
leach a breach of the terms and
conditions of his Agreement
with Robert ¥. Kennedy, of
which plaintiff is a third party &
beneficiary. : |

25. Upon information and be-
lief, defendants Harper and
Cowles have wilfully induced
jdefendant Manchester to breach:
his Agreement with Robert F.
Kennedy, of which plaintiffisa
third party beneficiary, by in-
ducing him to enter into con-
tracts with defendants Harper|
and Cowles purporting to grant|
to said defendants the right to
publish*the Manuscript without|
making such rights to publish|
subject to plaintiff’s contrac-
tual rights to approve the)
mode and time of publication|
and the text thereof.

26. Defendants Harper and|
Cowles - have been- specifically|
and directly advised of Robert
F. Kennedy's Agreement with
defendant Manchester and of
the rights granted to plaintiff
therein, but nonetheless have
refused to permit plaintiff to
exercise her rights pursuant to
said Agreement and have pur-
ported to assign publication|
rights to -others in violation of}
said Agreement.

27. Upon information -and
belief, the acts and conduct of
defendants Manchester, Harper|
and Cowles are designed to, and|
will, subvert and destroy thei,
entire object and purpose of
the Agreement between Robert
F. Kennedy and defendant
Manchester,” and the rights)
granted to plaintiff therein, and|
of the basic understanding be-
tween plaintiff, Jacqueline B.
Kennedy, Robert ¥. Kennedy
and defendant Manchester, to
plaintiff’s irreparable injury, in
that the unapproved text of the
Manuscript as a book and in se-
rial form at unapproved times

will lead to precisely the distor-| -

tion, sensationalism and ex-||
tended commercialization which|
the parties intended to avoid by

their Agreement and basic
understanding- )
28. Upon information and

belief, defendants Manchester,|
Harper and Cowles intend to,
and will, unless enjoined and
restrained by this Court, pro-
ceed with their proposed iilegal
publications and will, unless en-
joined and restrained by ihis|
Court, continue to make pur-j
ported assignments of publica-|
tion rights, 5
* 29, Plaintiff has no
quate remedy at law.

As and For a Second Causé|

of Action Against All of
“the Defendants

30. Plaintiff realleges para-
graphs 1 thro inclusive
of this Co aint. ;

g endant Manchester in
durse of preparing . the
Mghuseript obtained possession
of copies of letters written by
aintiff and her daughter, Caro-
. to the late President Ken-

line,
nedy:

ade-

32. Upon information and|
belief; those copies are presently|
in the possession or control of
defendant. Manchester,

33..Upon information and be-
lief, -defendant Manchester has|
copied and used such letters,
or substantial portions there-
of, in the Manuscript and, un-
less enjoined and restrained by
this Court, defendants will pro-
ceed with their proposed pub-
lications of the Manuscript, and
said letters will be copied pub-|
lished and used as part of said|
publications. ) |

34, Plaintiff has not given her|
consent to the copying, publica-
tion or use of such letters in.
the Manuscript or elsewhere,

35. The proposed copying,
publication and use of such let-
ters will violate plaintiff's com-
mon law rights of copyright
in and to the said letters.

38, Plairltiff has no adequate;
remedy at law. ;

As and For a Third Cause of:
Action Against All of the
Defendants

37. Plaintiff realleges para-
graphs 1 through 21 inclusive
of this Complaint.

38. Part of the assistance
which plaintiff rendered to de-
fendant Manchester in his prep-
aration of the Manuscript was
giving personal interviews to
hi

m.

39. Defendant Manchester re-
corded such interviews on a
tape recorder and, upon infor-
mation and belief, said tapes,
containing the words and state-
ments of plaintiff, are presently
in the possession or control of
defendant Manchester, i

40, Upon information and be-!

lief, defendant Manchester has |

copied and used the recorded
words and statements of plain-
tiff, or substantial portions
thereof, in the Manusecript and,
unless enjoined and restrained
by this Court, defendants will
proceed with their proposed pub-
lications of the Manuscript, and
said recorded words and state-
ments will he copied, published
and used as part of said pub-
lications. 7

41, Plaintiff has not given/
her consent to the copying,
publication or wuse of her
recorded words and statements
in the Manuscript or elsewhere.

42, The proposed copying,
publication and use of such re-
torded words and statements
will violate plaintiff's common
law rights of copyright in and
to the said words and state-
ments,

43. Plaintiff has no adequate
temedy at law.

As and For a Fourth Cause
of Action Against Defendant |
Cowles Publications, Ine.

44. Plaintiff realleges para-
graph 2 of this Complaint.

45. LOOK Magazine is widely
distributed and circulated in
the State of New York and
throughout the United States,

46, Commencing on or about
September 1, 1966, and up: to'
the present time, defendant|
Cowles, as publisher of LOOK.
Magazine, has knowingly used

Sr'

circulars were widely published
and circulated within the State

advertisement published in.The
New York Times on Thursday,
September 1, 1966, is annexed
hereto as Exhibit “D”. A copy
of advertising material mailed
in or about October or Novem:
ber of 1966 into the  State of

circular mailed in or about De-
|cember of 1966 into the State
lof New York and throughout
the United States is annexed
hereto -as Exhibit “F”. A copy
of advertising - material con-
tained in the November 29, 1966
issue of LOOK Magazine is an-
nexed hereto as Exhibit. “G”, A
copy of further advertising ma-
terial contained in the Decem-
ber 27, 1966 issue of LOOK
IMagazine is annexed hereto as
| Exhibit “H".

48. Plaintiff did not give any

her nanie in the advertisements
and circulars hereinabove re-
(ferred to, or to the use of her
‘name in any advertisements or
reirculars of defendant Cowles,
and such use was entirely un-
authorized and without her con-
|sent. :
|""49. The acts of defendant
Cowles violate plaintiff's rights
under Sections 50 and 51 of the
Civil' Rights Law of the State
of New York. - .
.50, The unauthorized and un-
lawful use of plaintiff’s name
by defendant Cowles to adver-

‘tise and sell its magazine,
LOOK, has caused plaintiff

great emotional distress. )
51, Upon information and be-
‘1ibf, unless enjoined: and re-
strained by this Court, defend-
ant Cowles will continue to use
plaintiff’'s name in violation of
her rights and to plaintiff's ir-
reparable injury and detriment. |
, .. 52, Plaintiff has no adequaté
remedy at law. ; i
1 WHEREFORE, plaintiff re-
spectfully prays for judgment

‘On the First Cause of Action

. (a) Enjoining and restrain-/
ing defendants Harper, Cowles!
and Manchester, and each of]|
them, ‘pérmanently and pen-|

Jdente lite [while litigation con-!

tinues], from publishing, or
granting fo others the right to
publish, all or any part of, the
Manuscript, and from disposing
of any rights in and to the

-Manuseript, or announcing or
| advertising the ‘publication of

'the text of the Manuscript un-
Jless and until plaintiff’s approv-

lal of the mode and time of pub-

lication ' and the text -thereof
‘shall have been obtained.
(b) Enjoining and restrain-

| ing defendants Harper, Cowles

and Manchester, and each of
them, permanently and ' pen-
dente lite, from ' delivering or
transferring to any other per-

‘son any copy of the Manuscript

without plaintiff's consent.
On the Second Cause of Action
“(c) Enjoining and restraining

plaintiff’s name for advertising||defendants Harper, Cowles and

purposes and purposes of trade'
within the State of New York
and throughout the TUnited
Statees in advertisements and!

Mancheéster, and each -of them,

permanently and ‘pendente lite,
from copying, publishing or

circulars designed and intended’
to sell subscriptions to LOOK
Magazine and to promote the
sale of individual Issues of said|
magazine,

using’''any- of ‘said letters, and
from delivering or transferring
said letters or copies thereof to
any person, without plaintiff’s

47, These a.dw_agtisements a.nd_l

consent.
(d) Directing defendants Har-

per, .Cowles and Manchester to!

of New York and throughout
the United States. A copy.of an

New York and throughout the.
United States is annexed here-
to as Exhibit “E". A copy of a|

written consent to the use of

| [re to plaintiff said letters
| |&nd all copies thereof in their
possession or control.  °

On the Third Cause of Action

(e) Enjoining and restraining
defendants Harper, Cowles and
Manchester, and each of them,
permanently and pendente lite,
| from copying, publishing, or us-
ing any of" said: tapes ror the
contents thereof, and- from de~
livering or 'transferfing ’ said
tapes or ecopies:or’transeripts
thereof to any ether person.

(f)  Ditecting defendants
Harper, GoWwles and Manchester
to return:tg plaintiff said tapes
and all copies or transcripts
thereof “in “their possession. or
control. ¥4 A
On the Fourth Cause of Action

(g) Enjoining and restraining
defendant. Cowles, permanently
and pendente lite, from. using
plaintiff's hame for advertising
purposes and purposes of trade.

On All Causes of ‘Action

(h) For’ such other and fur-
ther relief, including compensa-
tory andpunitive, daniages and|
declarations of therights of the
parties, . as .td.the Court, may
seem ‘just and. properiin. the
premised; - together: with'. the
‘costs'and disbursements of this
ia.ction. i W RN (g
Dated: Wew York, New York
g December 16, 1966.
Paul, Weiss, Rifkind,. Wharton
& Garrisom: U0 e g
. Attorneys for Plaintiff
Office & P. O. Address
575 Madison Avenue
New York, N. Y. 10022
MU' 8-5600

The New York Times

ACTS. FOR PLAINTIFF:
Simon H. Rifkind, lawyer

for Mrs. John ¥. Kennedy. |




Memorandum of Understanding

1. Willilam Manchester shall
prepare for publication an his-
torical account of the events of
and surrounding the death -of
President John F. Kennedy on
November 22, 1963.

2. Tentatively, -the book will
cover the period November 20-
25, with an epilogue describing
later, relevant events, s

3. The completed manuscript
shal] be reviewed by Mrs. John
F. Hennedy and Robert F. Ken-
nedy, and: the final text shall

not be published unless and
until approved by them.

4. No motion picture or TV
adaptation shall ever be made
based on the book. Other rights
may be disposed of by William
Manchester, with the approval
of Mrs. John F. Kennedy and
Robert F. Kennedy, though it
is not the intention'to prevent
the sale of serial option rights
to a responsible publisher,

5. At the regest of the Ken-
- 8. At the request of the Ken-

inedy family, the publisher will

understanding, Willlam Man-

ichester has secured a written re-

lease from an option held by his
present publisher; Little, Brown
‘and Company. o

- 6. The book may not be pub-
lished before November 22,
1868, unless Mrs. Kennedy des-
ignates a-prior date, and shall
be published at such date there-
after as shall be mutually
agreeable to the contracting
parties, . It is understood that
publication will take place

promptly after November 22,

11968, unless there is some seri-

0s reason for either party to
withhold his agreement thereto.

7. Since this account is to be
an authorized version, the prin-
ciple of exclusivity shall prevail
until November 22, 1968, That
is, members of the Kennedy
family shall not cooperate with
any other author who wishes to
deal with the subject.

8. It is understood that Wil-
liam Manchester may need in-
troductions to certain officials
and access to certain pertinent
documents. In this matter,
Robert F, Kennedy will provide
any assistance which He deems
wise, and William Manchester
undertakes to treat such mate-
rial with discretion.

9. Upon the signing of this
memorandum, a brief public an-
nouncement of the project shall
be made by Robert F. Kennedy,
or by Mrs. John F. Kennedy
and Robert F. Kennedy jointly,

10. In the event Mr. Man-
chester is unable to complete
the manuscript or if he should
die before " completion, Mrs.
Kennedy and Robert F. Ken-

nedy will have the right to ap-
prove the individual who will
complete the work. ’

11. If both Mrs. John F. Ken-|
nedy and Robert F. Kennedy!

become unable to review -the
completed manuscript and give
final approval thereto, such ap-'
proval shall be given by Sena-
tor Edward F. Kennedy orsome-
nne he designates.
Signed: March 26, 1964
ROBERT F. KENNEDY

WILLTAM MANCHESTER

@

115 High Street

. Middletown, Conn.
7 . March 9, 1964
The Attorney General
|Mr. Robert F. Kennedy
Room 5115 e R
Department of Justice.
Washington, D. C. :
Dear Mr. Kennedy,
~_‘Bince our tfalk of February
26 I have been poring over ac-
counts publishted . during the
last three months and I have
drawn.up a list of some 200
sources—people, scenés, docu-
ments, .- | :

The list, which is enclosed, is,
Of course, ‘highly tentative.
Sources may be added or with-
drawn, depending on. the scope
of the inguiry. I have been
rthinking in terms of (A) a
prologue—the Nov. 20 White
-House dinner for the Supreme
Court; (B) the events of Nov.
21-25; (C) an epilogue. But you
may have some thoughts about
that, )

The morning after our meet-
|ing Pierre
memorandum of understanding
would be drawn up-the follow-
ing Sunday, that a draft of it
would be mailed to-me on Mon-
day, and that I might then re-
turn to Washington for the sign-
ing and an dnnouncement of the
|project. . : ; :
| Lacking word, I gather that
the pressure of events has ‘de-
layed those plans.’ As I wrote
Pierre, I'appre¢iate’—indéed, I
am awed by—the extraordinary
demands on your time. And the
postponement ‘is of no  conse-
quence. It would be presumptu-
'ous of me to suggest that it is.

I would be most grateful,
however, for some idea of what
is expected of me: that is, when
T should begin. It was my un-
{@erstanding that while this is
ito: be a long-termy project; Mrs.
Kennedyis anxious that her in-
terviews be soon.: If that is her
wishy I am ready to leave Wes-
leyan on a few hours notice and
move into the University Club.
My family can come down later,

i Leiitér by Man'éhestéi'

indicated that - a|

at the eng of the academic year.

As to the memorandum-—I be-
lieve we are in absolute accord
there. I agree that it is im-
portant that Mrs. Kennedy and
you should review the manu-
seript. If you had not suggested
this, I would have. I also agree
that no film should ever be
made from the book. That
would be unthinkable.

That leaves (of the matters
which have been raised with
me) only the question of publi-
cation time. I suggest the memo-
randum stipulate that the book
may mnow appear before three
years have lapsed—say, before
November 22, 1966, But that is
only a suggestion, If you prefer
five years, then five years it
shall be. I have complete faith
in ‘your good judgment. My sole
concern is that the hook be
right when it does appear; that
it be a genuine contribution to
history., Anything less simply
would not'do——for me, as for
ou oY ;

An early announcement does
seem desirable, if that is pos-
sible. I believe I have been cir-
cumspect; nevertheless, the pros-
pect of premature, disclosure|
worries ;me. I think you will|
agree that any statement to be/
made should be made in Wash-
ington. From me it would be
impertinent. . _ :

- I am enclosing a eulogy which
I delivered on Decemher 15 at|
an observance with Msgr. Ter-|
ence P. Finnegan, The occasion
was one of thousands being held
all over the country that dark
month—small, Tocal services in
churches, public halls, town.
squares, Everywhere men in
small communities were strug-|
gling to . find words for the
nation’s silent hymn of grief.
This one, like all the 'others,
was wholly @ inadequate, My
only excuse for sending it is
that I would like you to have it.l
) Faithfully,
William Manchester

CC: Mr. Pierre Salinger



