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Inventor offers $10,000

to disprove. au

By Dick Iamilton

In an exclusive interview with The News Mill,
Rick Bennclt, President of Hagoth Corporation
(manufacturer of the Hagoth Scanner — a voice
activated lic detector) announced the offer of a $10,000
reward to Lhe first person, or group, to prove Hugh C.
MeDonald to be a fraud, (McDonald is the authar of
Appointment in Dallas — a recent best-scller that
claims (o have identified the real assassin of John F.
Kennedy )

Ironically, Bennetl's offer stems from his own
frustrated altempts to prove McDonald to be a frand.
Bennett, a resident of High Valley, interviewed
McDonald on June 28. The interview, conducted by
tclephone, was tape recorded and subsequently
subjecled to analysis by the Hagoth Scanner,

Bennelt, hoping to prove the book to be a
fietitious concotion — and thereby receive publicity for
his firm’s lic deteetor, has, instead, convineed himself
of the absolute authenticity of Lhe story relaled by Mr.
MeDonald.

According to Bennett, “The impact of the
realization that MecDonald is totally truthful, and
cortpetent as well . . . is enormous, When a man
writes a hook in which he offers significant evidence
which might lead to capture of the murderer of the
President of the United States, why was he not even
questioned by any official gepresentative of the Uniled
States government?”

Bennett further explained that publicily for his
deviee is now secondary. “The credibility of the device
is no longer in question. Even McDonald is familiar
with the first several gencrations of these devices —
and of their reliability, Bul, what is important now is
what we can learn from the use of the Scanner, Or, I
guess 1 shou Jd say what we have already learncd.
When a hook such as Appointment in Dalls sells over a
million copies, and when the author’s statements can
be validated, and when the authorities don'l even
bother to check him out, whey they don't even ask
about his evidenee about the killing of the President of

{

L] B |

hor

the United States, then this is, at the lcast,
unpreccdented incompetence. At its worst, it could be
ten limes worse than Watergate.”

When asked about the reward, Bennett replied, *1
really hope that people try to claim it. When they do,
they will have to start digging. And when they do
that, they will have to come lo the same conclusions
that 1 have. And when that happens, it won't just be
me asking the government what's going on.”

Hennelt was asked why he is taking such an
unqualified stand on this issue — particularly when, in
the past, he has been less than willing to make a flat
stalement relative to the truthfulness of some
stalements or stories. Bennett replied, “In this case,
McDonald is truly an honest man. When he
exaggerates, he catches himsell and adds the
approprinte qualifiers to his statements. McDonald is
an honest man, His story is true. Beyond that, 1 have
grown more comfortable with the use of the scanner.
My confidence in the unit's reliability is now at 100%.
In fael, il the unit had said that McDonald was a fraud,
1 was prepared to risk a lawsuil in order to say so.”

At this point Bennett reviewed the transeript of
the interview and identified the stress points and his
interpretation of them. A portion of that interview is
as follows:

« . .

RHB: . ... since the book, APPOINTMENT IN
DALLAS, has there ever been an atlempt by
Saul to contact you again?

MCD: No. But I wouldn’t think there would be. I be-
licve, of course, that Saul is alive, and 1 believe
that the Central Intelligence Agency probably
knows where he is. They surely know who he
is. And I would guess they know where he is.

RHB: 1 would be surprised if they didn't.

MCD: So would I,

RUB: Have you been asked to testify before any of
the Senate committees?

MCD: Nao, I have not been. I have offered to all across

the nation. You see the book sold over & million
copics.

RUB: Well, it's probably going (o sell a lot more than
ifil's reprinted.

Yes and 1 was in some sevenfeen cities on
sixty-three major shows and on ecach one of
them T offered and asked for the privilege of
testifying in front of the Commillee, and I have
heard nothing.

%E_vzo: have had no contact from any authori-
ies?

No. No authority wouid contact me. I can
==_an_weu=._ that. I think that the authorities in-
volved are not anxious lo have Saul's story
come out. But it's coming out.

MCD:

At any rate, you do not [eel there is any signi-
of evidence to lead you to believe that someone
was setting you up or puttin gyou on then:

No, 1 have nothing to indicate that at all. The
person who would have done that, the start of
that, would have been Kimsey.

Um hum.
1f his talk to me claney Plaza when I was
with Goldwater wa Tetup, 1 can'l imagine
what his point would have heen. And there's
where it would have had to have started.

OK and then when you, when you got the story
from Saul, the recollection that you went up to
the Hotel Room and showed him the transcript
then was absolutely correct.

That's correct. There's no question. The other
thing is, the problem was only reilerating what
Herman (Kimsey) had told me. He simply con-
firmed it.

OK so in my mind, that really eliminates that
possibility that you were set up which then, of
course, the other possibility is that you had
cither fabricated this or imagined it. And with
your credentials, I guess we'll just have to let
that stand on the record.

Someone has to believe someone, you know.
And you stop Lo consider with everybody in-
volved in the Warren Commission, 1 suspect
that the tendency to believe me is far more
justified than almost anyone else in the investi-
gation.

That's absolutely true,

So, Hell, one of the things that bothers me is
the nerve of any politician, any politician in
Washinglon today questioning my & either
motives or Lruthfulness — there’s a real prob-
lem there.

"Oh, absolutely. Espeeially, when they haven't
gone Lo the trouble to corroborale your story
and go into some depth with you. That, in my
mind, is unforgiveable. And I think you cught
to play it up in the next print of the book.

Yes.

That the book sold a million in copies and yet
you haven't heard from No. 1. So from your
own lips then, you're telling me that this is
truth. Right?

Of course, it's true. That is, the truth of Saul's
gory, 1 .

RHB: That's correct. But the .-, . . .

MDC: But of those circumstances taking me to Saul
and my interview with him are ail true.

RIIB:

MDC:

RHB:

MCD:

RHB:

MCD:

RHB

MCD:
REB:

MCD:




VALIDATION OF APPOINTMENT IN DALLAS

DATE: JULY 2,

HAGOTH CORPORATION, 12350 206th Place SE

ISSAQUAH, WASHINGTON 98027
COPYRIGHT * 1976 by Rick Benneu

1976

INTERVIEW ANALYSIS

INTERVIEWER:
TALKING TO:

BACKGROUND:

CONCLUSION:

VALIDATION:

“ilE ANALYSIS:

Yo
—

Rick Benneu. President, HAGOTH Corporation
Hugh C. Mc Donald. Author of APPOINTMENT IN DALLAS

In his book APPOINTMENT IN DALLAS (Zebra 2, 1975). Hugh C. McDonald claims to have
tracked down and interviewed the man who really shot President John F. Kennedy. The story was set
forth as fact; non-fiction! Rick Bennete, president of HAGOTH and co-inventer of the HS | Scanner set
out to prove Mr. McDonald a fraud. On June 29, 1976 Bennett conducted a telephone interview with
McDonald and. without his knowledge or permission, subjected McDonald's story to thorough analysis
by the HS/ 1. The HS: ! has been widely reported and Has been validated by newspaper and television
reporters many times. THE HS'1 IS A REMARKABLY ACCURATE “LIE DETECTOR™

Trying to be as objective as possible in looking at McDonald's story. four possibilities had to be
considered: '
1. McDonald is a psychopath who dreamed up the whole thing and is now totally convinced it
really happened.
2 McDonald is not telling the truth. and the book is a fraud.
3. McDonald was tricked into believing he had found the real killer: there was another
“cover-up” conspiracy.
4. McDonald is teiling the truth. and the book is authentic.

IT IS THE INESCAPBLE CONCLUSION OF THE ANALYSIS THAT McDONALD'S STORY IS
AUTHENTIC. HIGH POINTS OF THAT ANALYSIS ARE INCLUDED HERFEIN.

The HS'!1 is battery operated and the size of a hand-held calculator. it functions equally well from the
television set, the telephone, a tape recorder. or using a microphone. Since it uses the volce as input. it
requires neither the knowledge or consent of the person upon which it is being used. HS 1 results have
been validated by comparing results with the PSE 10! Voice Stress Analyzer marketed by Dekior,

Inc. The HS 1 is one-third the price ot the Dektor unit. works over the telephone tunlike the Dektor

unit). and gives instantaneous and uncomplicated results (while the other unit requires training in the
analysis of a strip chart recording which was produced by 2 time-consuming and frustrating process).

Newspaper and television reporters have publicly and spectacularly shown the accuracy of the HS 1. In
the 5; 17,76 SEATTLE TIMES. Boyd Burchard reported on his demonstration of the HS |. Raymond
L. Andrews, United Press International (6 22, 76), reported in detail how the HS | caught every lie as
he gave it his test. In the 6/9/76 NEWS MILL. Richard Hamilton reported on the use of the HS L.in
proving a California girf's claim that she was kidnapped by “bigfoot™ was a fraud. Of special note are the
television performances. On the 5'4 76 evening news (KOMO-TV., ABC. Channel 4 Seartle) Bennett
accurately predicted the imposters on the show TO TELL THE TRUTH. From video-tapes of each
contestant merely giving his name. the HS. | was infallable in uncovering the liars. On another network
news broadcast (KEPR-TV, CBS. Pasco, Washington, $ 10 76).Bennett used the HS 1 and “caught™
the anouncer when he lied about the amount of money he had in his pocket. The most spectacular
demonstration of the HS/1 occurred on live television (The Ted Warren Show, KPTV . channel 12
Portland. Oregon 6 15'76. where people from the viewing audiente telephoned the station. One caller
challenged Bennett to catch her in a lie. She said: “My name is Ellen. I'm a psychologist, I'm divorced.
I'm female and | have two children.” Bennett replied: “[ believe you're female. but you aren’t divorced.
you don't have two children, and your name is not Ellen.” Her astonishad reply was: “You're nght!™

Keeping in mind the four possible conclusions (from McDonald being a psvchopath to his story being
authentic), following is 2 line-by line discussion of stress in the accompanying interview. Heavy stress 13
denoted by bold type:

» McDonald's first three statements show common “warm-up stress™.
It is his first conversation with Beanett and he's a bit nervous.

¥ Statements 4 and 5 show one last bt of “anticipatory stress™ before McDonald finally relaxes for
the interview.

%  Statements 6 and 7 illustrate a potnt which will come up again and again. McDonald. an extremely
honest man, is very uncomfortable with any kind of speculation. In discussing whether or not he
was “set up” by someone who wanted McDonald to believe he was talking to the real assassin,

he recognizes it as a remote possibitity . However. he had been in posession ot the full story tor vears,

and he had obtained it from what he considered to be a reliable source ( Herman Kimsey). And he
really did trust Mr. Kimsey. as 1s dzmonstrated in statement number 1§, McDonald learned the fuli
Kennedy assassination story from Kimsey during the Gold water presidentiat campaign, where he
was in charge of security for Goldwater. Thus. it is a ost remote possibility that McDonald was
set up.
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& Statements 8 and 9 are a diversion to get McDonald to relax. They are significant. though. in
proving why it isn't likely McDonald is a' psychopath. Hugh McDonald has impeccable
credentials: .
I He holds the patents on IDENTI-KIT, a composite photograph system used by polic
all over the world to indentify criminals from descriptions given by witnesses to crimes.
2. He was selected by Goldwater (and cleared by the secret service) 1o handle Republican
security during the 1964 Presidential Campaign.
He was Chief of Detectives of the LA County Sheriffs Dept. when he retired.
He has written several textbooks on crirminology and has taught at several universities.
5. He was a contract agent with the CIA and responsible for publicizing Russian germ
warfare in his new book THE HOUR OF THE BLUE FOX.
6. These credentials, together with the predictable and normal stress responses throughout
the interview, leave little chance McDonald is a psychopath who dreamed this whole
story.

&ow

*  Statement 10 is very interesting. The stress here is anticipatory n nature. and indicated McDonald
is taking great pains to qualify this answer. Although Saul (the name McDonald gave the assissin)
may not have been in contact with McDonald. possibly the organization who hired Saui has made
some threatening contact:

« Statement 11 is a re-confirmation of McDonald's belief that the CIA probably knows where the
assassin is today!

Statement 12 may show McDonald's dislike of estimations and in-exact statements, or it may
indicate a “squabble™with the publisher has taken place concerning the count of books sold.

x  Statement 13 is one of the more significant pieces,of information in the interview. The only’stress is
anticipatory in nature, and no stress is evident in either 12 or 13 or 14 where he indicates NO
FEDERAL AUTHORITIES HAVE EVER CONTACTED HIM TO ASK MORE QUESTIONS
ABOUT HIS BOOK. This is unbelievable. A man claims to have significant evidence in the killing
of the president of the United States. and writes a book which is so believabie that it sells overa
million copies. At its best, unprecedented negligence. And at its worst. . . .

x  Statement 14 again shows McDonald is uncomfortable with speculation.
Statements 15 and 16 are of minor consequance.

*  Statement 17 confirms McDonald's belief that he wasn't set up. and also indicates he was friends
with Kimsey and might be very hurt if Kimsey had been involved in setting him up.

Statement 18 confirms the fact he trusted kimsey.
m———

»  The stress in statement 19 is anticipatory: the rest of the comment confirms his faith in his detactive
work in tracking down the real killer.

#»  Stress in statements 20. 21 and 22 seem to indicate McDonald is genuinely bothered by the attitude
of those in power.

% The most significant information of the entire enterview is in statements 23 and 24. Truly an honest
man, McDonald stresses up when he catches himself exaggerating and takes great pains to add
appropriate qualifiers to his statements. Statement 24 is the clincher: HIS STORY IS TRUE!

x Statements 25,26 27 and 28 further demonstrate McDonald's consistency. The stress is light and his

) mind is probably off somewhere else. The slight stress in 28 may be registering some surprise that

Bennett knew about voice stress analysis (remember, Bennett has not vet told McDonald what he is
really up to).

& In 29, the stress on “Well” is anticipatory. perhaps because Bennett might be getting close to a
sensitive area. That stress prompted Bennett to ask question 30. Possibly relieved Bennett missed
some other cue, McDonald relaxed in his response (statement 30).

#  Statements 31 and 32 show McDonald does have concern about his safety. This could be viewed as
a healthy. “un-psychopathic”™ reaction.

* Most of statement 33 couldn't be analyzed because of faulty equipment.

x Statements 34 thru 40 aren’t significant. other than the stress in 39 shows healithy “fear”™,

In conclusion, stress analysis shows McDonald to be truthful. and his competence gives sutlicient
credibility to the authenticity of APPOINTMENT IN DALLAS. Bennett believes we could have
another WATERGATE on our hands and hopes enough people will force the authorities to answer the
following questions:

1. When a man writes a book in which he offers significant evidence which might lead to capture
of the murderer of the President of the United States. why was he noteven guestioned by any
official representative of the United States Government?

2. Kimsey, the man who first told McDonald the details of the plot. left complete files. Upon his
death (as reported to McDonald by a Mr. Davidove) the files were picked up by the FBI
and;or the ClA.

Where are those files?

3. Why did the Senate postpone re-opening the investigation until after the 1976 Presidential
Election?

4.  Shouldn't these questions be answered BEFORE the election?

END.



Interview Between Hugh, C. McDonald, Author
Of APPOINTMENT IN DALLAS And Rick
Bennett, President Of Hagoth Corporation -
6.29 76 '

RHB: Ok. Mr. McDonald. Thank you. Just 2 minute, 1
have 1o clear my throat. Didn’t start talking yet today.

I MCD: Is this for a newspaper magazine or what,
Rick?

RHB: Well, this is - 've got a another business, but we're
just starting a local newspaper here in Issaquah, and I've
also got friends on both United Press International and
Associated Press, and I've been doing some stories. I'm
gaining more credibility with them as far as producing stuff
that they would like to print.

2 MCD: They just, 1 just, you know, the program,
Good Morming, America.

RHB: Yes, I do.

3 MCD: [ was just listening to it. Rona Barrett just cut
loose with a full minute on Appointment in Dallas. Very,
very complimentary.

RHB: Well, you know, ever since 1 read your book
which was. Gosh, I think it just came out near the end of
1975. and from that point on I've been flabbergasted and
looking for something to happen with the authorities
admitting that there is a possibility of some great relevance
there and I just wanted to - I think with the Senate’s latest
action on the Kennedy assassination, | wanted to - I think
it's very appropriate that some great attention be focused
on this again.

4 MCD: Great, you can go ahead and start your
interview. How long will it take?

RHB: Just, say ten minutes or so.
5 MCD: OK, fine.

RHB: Basically, there is in my mind to allow for all
possibilities. there are four possibilities. I think that we
should eliminate at least two of them, There’s always the
possibility that the book was a setup in other words. that
for some reason thal someone set you up to make you
think that this was the story.

6 MCD: | understand that and I recognize that but 1
Jail to see any possible gain from it.

RHB: Well, | think that’s true too and I notice in the
front of the book that a number of the names were
changed, it said. to protect people who are living. Was Mr.
Kimsey's name the real name? .

7 MCD: Yes, that is the real name. Mr. Kimsey's name,
so far as I know. He was buried under that name.

RHB: OK. Well, your credentials are impeccable, and the
book was certinly right there that you have the patent on
the IDENTI-KIT then?

8 MCD: Oh, yes.

RHB: That's very interesting How long did it take you to
come up with it?

9 MCD: Over a period of about three to four vears
totally. The patent, | think, was issued in 196i. But | began
work on it in the fifties.

RHB: Very interesting. Now since the book.AP—
POINTMENT IN DALLAS. has there every been an
attempt by Saul to contact you again?

10 MCD: No. But | wouldn't think there would be. 1
believe, of course, that Saul is alive, and | believe that the
Central Intelligency Agency probably knows where he is.
They surely know who he is. And | would guess they know
where he is.

RHB: 1 would be suprised if they didn't.

11 MCD: So would I.

RHB: Have you been asked to testify before any of the
Senate committees?

12 MCD: No. | have not been. | have offered to all
across this nation. You see the baok sold over a million
copies. :

RHB: Well. it’s probably going to sell a lot more than if
it's reprinted.

13 MCD: Yes and J was in some seventeen cities on
sixty-three majors shows and on each one of them | offered
and asked for the privilege of testifying in {ront of the
Committee, and 1 have heard nothing,.

RHB: And vou have had no contact from any
authorities?

14 MCD: No. No authority would contact me. | can
understand that. | think that the authorities involved are
not anxious 0 have Saul’s story come out. But it's coming
out.

RHB: Well, it's going to come out. but just like
Watergate, the truth is going to come out. and [ think it’s
due to. forgwhatever reason. a lot of conscientious people.
Let me agk you a couple of pointed questions. Then to
reiterate. and. by the way. I forgot to ask that it will be on
the tape that | do have your permission to taperecord the
interview?

15 MCD: Do you have what?

RHB: Do | have vour permission to tape record the
interview?

16 MCD: Yes. vou do.

RHB: OK. thanks very much. In Washington we havea
real funny law. At any rate. you do not feel there is any
significant evidence to lead you to believe that someone
was setting you up or putting you on then?

17 MCD: No, | have nothing to indicate that at all. The
person who would have done that. the start of that. would
have been Kimsey.

RHB: Um hum.

18 MCD: If his talk to me in Delaney Plaza when [ was
with Goldwater was a setup. | can't imagine what his point
would have been. And there's where it would have had to
have started.

RHB: OK and then when you, when you got the story
from Saul. the recollection that you weat up to the Hotel
Room and showed him the transcript then was absolutely
correct?

19 MCD: Thart's correct. There's no question. The other
thing is, the problem was only reiterating what Herman
(Kimsey) had told me¢. He simply confirmed it.

RHB: OK so in my mind. that really eliminated that
possibility that you were set up which then. of course, the
other possibility is that you had either fabricated this or
imagined it. And with your credentials. 1 guess we'll just
have to let that stand on the record.

20 MCD: Someone has to betieve someone. vou know.
And you stop to consider with everybody involved in the
Warren Commission. / suspect that the tendency to believe
me is far more justified than almost anyone else in the
investigation.

RHB: Thats absolutely true.

21 MCD: So. Hell. one of the ‘!hings that bothers me is
the nerve of any politician any politiciam in Washington
today questioning my - cither motives or truthfulness -
there's a real problem there.
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RHB: Oh. absolutely. Especially, when they haven't gone
20 the trouble to curroborate your story and go into some
depth with you. That, in my mind. is unforgiveable. And |
think vou ought to play it up in the next printing of the book.

22 MCD: Yes.

RHB: That the book soid a million in copies and yet you
haven't heard from anyone. So from your own lips then.
vou're telling me that this is truth. Right?

23 MCD: Of course, it's true. That is, the truth of Saul's
story. | cannot attest to.

RHB: That's corréct, But the

24 MCD: But of those circumstances taking me to to
Saul And my interview with him are ail true.

RHB: Ok. did you change the name of the country that
vou interviewed him in?

25 MCD

RHB: OK. | noticed that a good portion of the book and
the interview with Saul was told in first person. Were you
tape recording the interview?

76 MCD: No. lndeed not. No. it was not tape recorded.

RHB: So. this was just from your memory then?
AL AR

27 MCD:  Yes.

RHB: OK. I had a real reason for asking that because i
thought possibly if there were a tape of Saul's, that
someone might attempt to do a voice stress analysis on it.

28 MCD: Yeh, no.

RHB: Have you had any contact from Intelligence
organizations outside the United States that you know of
to ask vou about?

29 MCD: Well the Intelligence community outside of
the United States found Saul for me.

RHB: OK. I just wondered. do you feel that you have
been threatened in any way?

30 MCD: No.

RHB: 1 guess that if you were put away, that would add
credibility to the book.

31 MCD: Of course, | think the book is the greatest
shield I could have.

RHB: Until su.ch a time as the book is - certain facts in
the book are justified.

32 MCD: Then I think there could be some danger.

RHB: How about this bit of evidence that Schweiker's
Committee released about the plane to Cuba being
delaysd for some passenger who didn't have to go through
Customs?

33 MCD: Yeh. Iunderstand. l know nothing - - ( Due to
bad connection this part of the tape is not transcribed) - -
no guestion in my mind that is true. 1 have received enough
information - - (bad tape connection) - -

my analysis of the Warren Commission may have been
somewhat in error simply because they may have been
duped too. In spite of their information ! think men as
brilliant as Earl Warren and other men on that Comission
must have known that, They must have realized that they
were getting a one-sided exposure. But I'm convinced that
the conclusion they arrived at was a foregone conclusion
and a must for them.

RHB: As you indicated in your book. the fact was that
they worked backwards from Oswald and not forward like
an investigator should.

34 MCD: That's right.

RHB: Very interesting. Well. 1 sincerely appreciate your
call, and your book has the ring of truth. And I've been
Tonvinced of that.l think I've got a method for forcing the
issue.

35 MCD: That would be great. The newspapers at the
beginning were very cautious about this story. and I don't
blame them for that. You know. | think they should be
cautious. But as 1 went across country. in the local papers
in the large cities and small cities. | found a great deai of
support among the news media. And | think now with the
information that's coming out from Senator Schweiker’s
investigation, they will be turning more and more to
“Appointment in Dallas™ and understanding that the ring
of truth and probably the seed of truth is there.

RHB: fell, 1 agree more fully for one other reason. and |
couldn't fnake you aware of it before the conversation. I'm
the President of a Company - we've just come out with an
electronic product it's an instantaneous voice stress
analyzer, and as I've reviewed your story. ['ve also had you
on the unit. and I'm convinced that you're on the level. And
I just want you to know that.

36 MCD: That's wonderful.

RHB: And this is going to be the gist of my interview and
the reason that 1 know that I'll get wide circulation is that
I'm going to issue a Press Release indicating that you'rz on
the level based on my machine. And I've unconvered a
couple of frauds. This gal in California who supposedly
was kidnapped by Sasquatch.  called her and interviewed
her and her witness and blew their story to pteces because
during the interegation. | knew where they were lyingand 1
could refine the questions and gat them to contradict
themselves.

37 MCD: Well, that's wonderful.

RHB: And I'll be glad to. as | get. publicity. send you
copies of it. ls there some - should | send itto Zebra Books
or what? ’

38 MCD: No, you can send it to my address, I'mat. ..

RHB: OK. let me get out a pen. I did have some trouble. l>

assumed that you were kinda lying low for pretty obvious
reasons. Because they wouldnt give me vour phone
number.

39 MCD: 1 wouldnt want my address printed.
RHB: OK. well, l'certainly won't do that. I'll write say -

40 MCD: How does it compare with the other stress
analvsis units that O Toole uses.

Conversation closed with a sales pitch on HS'1.



(PAID ADVERTISEMENT)

HARDYH

CORPORATION

July 4, 1976
AN OPEN LETTER TO:

Gerald R. Ford

President of the United States
The White House

Washington, D.C.

RE: ’ SIGNIFICANT AND RELEVANT INFORMATION CONCERNING
THE ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY

Dear Mf. President,

Because of its extraordinary nature, it is groper there be some
public record of this communication. A copy of this letter has been
published in the"NEWS MILL, a newspaper local to the community of
Issaquah, Washington.

In the book APPOINTMENT IN DALLAS (Zebra, 1975), Hugh C. McDonald
claims to have tracked down and interviewed the man who really shot
President Kennedy. According to Mr. McDonald, that man is still
living. Accompanying this letter is substantial evidence that
McDonald's account of the real assassination plot is authentic.

On June 29, 1976 I conducted a telephone interview with McDenald
and, without his knowledge or permission, subjected his story to
a thorough voice stress study. The device used in the analysis
was the HAGOTH HS/l Scanner, a new product from a new company. A
complete transcript with analysis and HS/1l validation is enclosed.

Mr. McDonald makes one very disturbing revelation. TO THIS DAY, HE
HAS NEVER BEEN CONTACTED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, THE FBI, THE CIA,
THE SENATE, OR ANY OTHER AGENCY OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. The
account of the successful assassination of the President of the
United States has sold over one million copies, yet not one federal
agency has seen fit to seek Mr. McDonald's help and testimony. At
its best, this is unprecedented negligence. And at its worst...

Mr. President, it is the purpose of this communication to implore you
to use the power of your office to see Mr. McDonald's testimony is
PROPERLY investigated. I am convinced his is an authentic account
and have offered $10,000 to the person who can prove McDonald is a
fraud. Thank you in advance for positive action.

1n erely,
bk W idsZ

Rlchard H. Bennett,
PRESIDENT

Enclosures

123350 - 206TH PLACE SOUTHEAST ISSAQUAM. WASHINGTON 98027 t2086)235.1258




