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Manchester Says Charge
Is ‘Both C ruel and Unjust’

EDenies He Broke Faith
' With Mrs. Kennedy by

Use of Interview Data

' Text of Manchester statement
will be found on Page 31.

By DOUGLAS ROBINSON

William Manchester, the au-i
thor of the disputed bhook on the
assassination of President Ken-
nedy, said yesterday that the
former President as a historian
“would have wanted his coun-
(trymen to know the truth of
those terrible days.”

ident,” Mr. Manchester said in
a statement. “To suggest that
I would dishonor his memory or
my association with him is both
cruel and unjust.”

It was the first statement is-

nedy opposed publication of the
book, “The Death of a Presi-|:
dent.” Last Friday, she filed;
suit in State Supreme Court to

is scheduleg Dec. 27.

In her suit, Mrs. Kennedy
said that Mr. Manchester had
exploited the emotional state!
she was in after the death of}
her husband by his use of per-|
sonal recollections obtained in
10 hours of ‘tape-recorded con-
versations.

At stake in the controversy
lare not only the domestic and

rights, but the possibility of pas-

| Continued on Page 31, Column 1 |
sages offensive to P:estdtnt
Iohnson, Senator Robert
Kennedy’'s political future, a.nrl|
Mrs. Kennedy's role in history.
Mr. Manchester's statement|
was issued through Look maga-|
zine, which bought serialization
rights to the book for $665,000.
A spolkesman for the magazine
said there had been ‘‘absolute-
ly no change” in plans to be-
gin the four-part 80,000-word
abridgment of the 300,000-
word book in the Jan. 10 issue.
Mr. Manchester denied that
he had “broken faith"” with Mrs.
Kennedy by taking advantage|
of her confidence or by record-
ing “‘too faithfully” her words|
and emotions.
“Mrs. Kennedy asked me to|
write this ‘book,” the author
said. “I did not seek the oppor-
tunity.
4T did not, indeed could not,
have conducted these interviews|
without her voluntary contribu-
tion. Mrs. Kennedy herself did

| “Manchester “now intends to go

| in her lawsuit that Mr. Man-

John Kennedy was my Pres- -:book Ay not be published o

Hfore Nov. 22, 1968, exactly five
ayea.rs after the assassination.

sued by the author since it :' !
became known that Mrs. Ken-| -

block its publication. A hearing " G

foreign book and magazine| NE
jliam Manchester's adccount' of|

F.| an historian and a reporter, T

| ter of a book and since Mr.

Lor excerpts, I would expect that

-out of context or summarized in
‘any way which might distort
| facts of or the events relating
‘to President Kennedy's death.”|

| by a mernber of the Kennedy -

not ask to see the manuscript|
and still hasn't. If she had, I
would, of course, have given it
fo her.” {

In Washington, Senator Ed-|
ward M. Kennedy, Democrat of
‘Massachusetts, charged that Mr,

:ahead in wiolation of the word
of his agreement, the spirit of]
his arrangements and despite
‘the pain he knows it will give
Mrs. Kennedy.”

Mrs. Kennedy has contended

chester violated her rights with
his plans to have published the
unapproved manuseript of his
‘hook. A memorandum signed by
Mr. Manchester and Senator
Robpert F. Kennedy on March|
26, 1964, says that Mrs. Ken-|

hedy and the Senator must ap-

prove the text of the book.
‘Another clause says. that the

third " clause sa}s Mr. Man-|

.chester may . mot -’ dispose of]
fsubsidiary rights without thef

‘approval of the Kennedys
Teleglam Quoted .

Harper & Row. Publlsher$1
Inc., which plans to publish the
_book in March or April, says

ugha.t Sena.tor Kemedy tolg Mr.

élegram last
i the’ Ken»-

o o

In a fwe-page a:fﬁda 0
support of Mrs. Kennedy s smt
the Senator said that the "tele-
gram makes no statesment ap-!
proving either text, or time, or
mode of publieation.” -

The telegram Efrom Se11ator
Kennedy read::

“‘Should a.ny mqumes arise
re the manuscript of your book
I would like to "state fhe fullow-

g:
‘While I have not’ read Wil-|

‘the death of President Kennedy,
I know of the President's
respect for Mr." Manchester ‘as

understand others have ‘plans
to publish books rega.rdmg the
events of Nov. 22, 1963. As this|
is going to be the subject mat-

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 pubhca.tlon of his work.

“However, if Mr. Manchester’s
account is published in segments

incidents would not. be taken

In his statement. yesterds,y,
‘Mr. Manchestér said that on
July 29, 1966, “I was informed

family that ‘hecause of Presi-
‘dent Kennedy's ‘respect’ for me
‘a8’ ‘a historian and a reponrter

... members of the Kennedy
famﬂy will place no obstacle in
ithe way of publication’ of my
work

‘The Same HlSt‘Dl‘la.Il’

L
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was. in July and the same his-
‘torian and reporter that I was
in 1962 when President Ken-
medy expressed his confidence
4n me,"” ‘the Manchester state-
ment continued.

“I had: hoped my book would
‘be allowed to speak for itself
and I would not have to speak
for it. This is no longer possi-

:ble. The integrity of my book| !

:aand my own honesty as a
twriter and a person have been
‘attacked.”

i Mr. Manchester said that “in
Jife John Kennedy belonged to
all Americans.” He sald that it
was his belief that “some of the
present bitterness comes from
the dark nightmare of his death
and the impotence in the face
‘of death which we felt then and
feel now.”

. He continued:

“T believe John Kennedy who
was himself a historian, would
‘have wanted his countrymen to
know the truth of those terrible
days, and I have dedicated my-
self for nearly three years to
reliving and = reconstructing
them so that the truth could be
faithfully and accurately re-
rorded."”” :

Mr. Manchester also denied
that his work was being pub-
lished -prematurely and that
magazine serialization had not
been contemplated by the Ken-
nedys. He said that the family
had authorized publication of
the book in early 1067, to be
preceded by the serialization in
Look.

| lintegrity, nor the matter of his-

i T believe that T am now—|
’i.n December of 1966-—the same|
.Jnstcman" and reporter that I|

| to: go ahead in violation of the

The author pointed out that
la number of friends and ad-
visers of the Kennedy family
‘had read the book at their re-
quest -and ‘that appropma.te
ichanges” hagd been made in con-
\sultation with these friends.

‘This Is. My Book’

The auther maintained, how-
|ever that “in the final a.nalysm,
{this is my h-oc %

He said:

“Neither Mrs. Kennedy nor
‘any member of the Kennedy
family nor anyone else is in any
‘way responsible for my research
‘or the content of my work. It
iis my responsibility ‘and I am
lconfident that my book «can

|withstand any objective test,
\particularly the test of time. I. 1y

‘only ask that it be given the|
ichance.”

In addition to the $665,000|
paid by Look for serialization
rights, .Harper & Row: con-|
tracted with Mr. Manchester to!
‘pay some $675,000 for the hard-
cover book.. 'Of this sum, the|
author has a.lready - received
$365,000. -

Last week, Dell Books offered'
$1-million for the book’s paper-
‘back rights, a price said to be|
the largest ever tendered for
such rights.

Former Federal Judge Simon

‘H. Rifkind, who is representing
Mrs. Kennedy in the suit, said

about the author's statement: |
“I don’t know how Mr. Man-|
chester escapes from the fact!
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'that’ he made a promise .and
mow has not lived up to his part|
‘of the bargain.”
© "I don't know about literary

tory,” he continued. “They don't
concern me at the moment. But

I believe strongly in a man|’

keeping his word, particularly
when it is in a written memo-
irandum of understanding. There
'lxs.ss been no approval from Mrs.
|Kennedy 1

| Earlier, Mr. Rifkind said he
|knew of no attempt to arrange
'an out-of-court settlement 'al-
|though he added that “conceiv-
ably any case can be settled
iout of court.”

“But my present plans are
‘to be in court on Dec. 2'? )
he said.

In his statement in Washing-
'ton Senator Hdward Kennedy
Irecalled that Mr, Manchester
[had voluntarily signed an agree-
iment promising ‘“to use the
‘material given him by Mrs. Ken-
‘nedy only with her consent.”

“Relying on the protection of
his word,” he continued, “she
unburdened herself of her per-
sonal memories concermng her-
self and her children, in order
to give him some background
for his historical researches.

“I know she - never dreamed
that that material which related
strictly to her private thoughts
and acts—mnone of it part of the!
historical record-—-would ever be!
made public.

“Mr. Manchester now mtends

word “of his -agreement, the
spirit of his arlangemefnts, and
despite the pain he knows it
will give Mrs. Kennedy.

“What is at stake is not his
integrity as a writer mor the
accuracy of history, but rather
the integrity of ‘the commit- |
ment and the promise-he will-|
ingly and voluntarily made.”

Regarding the parts of the
‘book that might possibly. put
President Johnson in a bad
light, Bill D, Moyers, the Presi-
dent’s press secreta,ry, told The
Associated Press in Washing-
ton that he had “not read the
‘book and I have not read any-
thing to the President,” adding
that Mr. Johnson had seen no
part of the manusecript.

Mr, Moyers made the com-
ment . in ‘response to a query
about a statement by James
Reston on the editorial page of
The New York Times yester-
day. Mr; Reston wrote that!
|Mr Moyers had reacl ‘the “of-
Ifending passages’. and had no
doubt informed the President.

- Asked whether he was deny-|
ing that he had read e},cerpts of |
the book, Mzr. Moyers replied: |

“No, I'm not denying that and|
I'm not confirming: it either.
This is a tragic enough case
already without the White
House getting involved in it.”

From Austin, Tex., it was
reported that some associates
of President Johiison know what
is in the hook and believe that
it gives a biased and inaccurate
account of his attitudes and’ac-
tivities in the assassination per-
iod."

They are reported to possess
evidence that rebuts or refutes
some of the material in the|
Manchester book but do not in-
tend to engage in a public dis-
pute about it, They are not be-
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lieved to have participated in
the dispute about whether the
book should be published.

In another development, the
Rev. Dr. Donald S. Harrington,
the paster of the Community
Church in New York, recom-|
mended that the public refuse
to mpurchase the Manchester
material if the book was pub-
uished against Mrs, Kennedy's
wishes, i
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‘Text of Statement by M anchester on Book Dzspute

Following i3 the text of a
|'smtemmzt issued yesterdoay by
unthor of
[the “The Death of PT"CMdeﬂt 2
lin the controversy over its pub«

| Willinm Manchester,

Hication:
On July 29, 1966, T was in-
formed by a member of the

! Kennedy family that because
i of President Kennedy's “re-

spect” for me as “'a historian
and a reporter . . . members
of the Kennedy family will

i place no obstacle in the way

" of publication”

of my work.

I believe that I am now--
in December of 1866--the
same historian and reporter
that I was in July and the
same historian and reporter
that I was in 1962 when
President Kennedy expressed
his confidence in me.

I feel that I am the Same,
yet elearly circumstances are
not. A legal obstacle is spught
to he pla.ced in the way of
publication of my book, “The
Death of a President.”

I had hoped my book would

be allowed to speak for itself,
and I would not have to speak
for it. This is no longer pos-
sible. The integrity of my
book and my own honesty as
a writer and a person have
been attacked.

In life John Kennedy he-
longed to all Americans, His
cruel murder deprived us all.

.1 cannot help but feel that
some  of

the present hitter-
ness comes from the dark
nightmare of his death and
the impotence in the face of
death which we felt then and
feel now, -

John Kennedy was my
President. To suggest that I
would  dishonor his memory

or my association with him.

i both cruel and unjust. His
standards of excellence have
guided me throughout this

“work. I helieve John Kennedy,

who was himself an historian,
would have wanted his coun-
trymen to know the truth of
those terrible days, and I
have dedicated myself for

nearly three years to reliving
and reconstructing . thém 'so
that the truth could be faith-
fully and accurately recorded.

It has been, said that my
work is being published pre-

- maturely and that magazine

serialization was not contem-
plated by the Kennedy fam-
ily. This is mot so. In the
summer of 1966, authorization
was given by the family for
publication .of the book in
early 1967, to.be preceded by
serialization in Look maga-

.zine,

It has been said that I have

.broken faith with Mrs. Ken-

nedy, that I took advantage
of her confidence in me and
that I, recorded too.faithfully
her words -and emotions. I do
not believe this to be so.

Mrs, Kennedy asked me to
write this book; I did not seek
the opportunity. Mrs. Ken-
nedy gave me 10 hours of in-
terviews; I did not  indeed
could mnot, have : conducted
these interviews without her

voluntary cooperatmn. Mrs.
Kennedy herself did not ask

fo see the manuscript and

still hasn't. If she had, I
would, of course, have gwen

it to her.

Instead, the Kennedy fam-
ily ask_ed to have the book
read by a number of friends
and advisers, This was done,
and approprlate changes were
made in consultatlon with
these distinguished friends.
Mrs. Kennedy asked to hdve
yet another friend read the
hook. This, too, was done and
yet more changes were made.

Howewer, in the last analy-
sis, this is my book. Nmther
Mrs. Kennedy nor any mem-
ber of the Kennedy family nor

" anyone else is in any way re-

sponsible for my research or
the content of my work. »Ity
is my responsibility, andI am
confident that my- book can
withstand any objective test,

particularly the test of time.

I ask only that it be glven the
chance,




