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(Date from Tr u man Memorandum) (Date from Vannevar Bush Memo> 
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type in the d t -- P rh ps Juat befora ;oin; to Truman's office 
an Saptemb r 24th, 1947. Thi s , however, cannot be proved, s ine• 
the Remin;tcn P4 numb•~• we re common to s everal dlffarent 
machines in u • • t the time • . <Remington, Underwood and Monarch 

11 had model s which u s ed thi s face, some datin9 from a s early as 
1925. Or. Lloyd Berkner, for e x•mple, had one such which appears 
to have been a virtual twin of the one u s ed by Dr. Bush. Berkner 
was a close associ ate o f Bus h , and was a lso al l e gedly a member of 
MJ-12 . > 

On the ot h er hand~ if th e "TM" i ~. a fc:~bric c:,t.ion 1 then it bec o mes 
difficult to e xplain wh y a fabr i cator would go to the t roub l e of 
employing t wo ma chines~ especially wh e n he (or s he) had a ccess t o 
one si mi 1 ar to that Llsed by Dr . Bush. c One debunk e r· has su,;igest ed 
that the number s d id no t wo r k on t h e mac h i n e used to t yp e t he bod y 
of the text , t hus requiring th~ forger to use a second ma ch i n e to 
p roduc e t he date. Wh y the forger would not simply use the second 
ma c hi n e t o type the entire text was, of course, not addressed.) 

ORIGINAL OR PHO TOCOPY? : 

Ther-e are a number of thi n,:;is about t.hc? 'TM" whic h su,;i,;1e~:;t. tha t it 
is a photograph of an original document and net a paste-u p o r 
photocopy. These are as follows: 

(A) The visible (on the original photo) difference in 
contrast between the caveats an d the uppef and lower 
case letters (as already explained above). 

CB) The complete lack of any visible evidence of · 
paste-up , even under magnification. 

CC) The sharp or crisp quality of the type under 
magnification, indicatin,;i a photograph of an ori,;i inal 
typed document as opposed to a photo of~ xeroxed c opy 
or a carbon . This ,:_;ices for the type produced by goth 
machines . 

(0) The slightly "fuzzed" ed,;ies of the cave c:.,t s and the 
Truman signature when viewed unde r ma gn i fi cation. Since 
these were produced by an ink pen ( in th e cas e of th e 
signature) and inked stamps ( in th e case of the 
cave ts), the process o f t h e wet i nk s oaking into the 
fib rs of the p a p er s ho L1ld create s lightly "fLlZzed" 

d ~e to the l ines due t o the c apillary a c tion involved 
in th b sorbt ion process . Suc h "fLIZ z ed" edges ar·e 

d visi bl e o n t he or i gin a l "TM'' photo. (Technically 
n9 , this s me proces s transpires when the ink from 

IP wr iter- ribbon is transferred to the paper as 
w b u t to a cons iderably lesser degree since the ink 

• s s nti l ly "dry" and since the press1.1re on 
for e 9 the ink deep r into the paper rather 
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lawln~ it to •pread out an th• eurface.) 
r d alin~ h•r• with• photo of a xeroKed copy 
■peci lly one of multiple 9eneration •• •u~~••t•d by 

cartain debunker•> then this very delicate ev.idenc• 
would h ve bean lost in the copyin9 process . 

Film ~rain, in such an examination is easi l y taken 
into account since it produces a rather uniform effect 
all over the photograph. 

(E) The vi s ible c onsis t e n c y a n d continu i t y of fine 
lines . Dur i n g t h e p r ocess cf photoc op yi n g, fine or 
li g h tly c o n t ras~ed lines are often los t entire l y o r 
manifest themselves as visible gap s where the o p ti cs of 
th e c o p y machine (set essentic.,lly for an "average " 
c ontrast) fail to pick up fine detai l . Examination o f 
th e oriqir1c., l · photo Ltnder ma,:;inifi c ation c l ear· ly shows 
consistenc y and continuit y to fine or low- c ontrast •lines 
such as the "e" in "matter· " o n 1 ins one, or the bottom 
of the capj.tc,l "E" in " DEFENS'lE " i n the caption li.ne, 
both o f which a r e lightly struc k letter s. Although the 
problem of film g ra i n comes i n to play h ere a l so, the 
conti nuity of t h e s e fine li nes i s stil l clearly visible . 

<F l Comparat i ve measu r e ments5 of the " TM " te:-: t made at 
several pl aces a n the p age produces a dis tortion facto r 
of >.5½, a f igure wh ich is consistent wi t h tha t obta i n ed 
in a similar e:-:amination of t he "EB". On c e ,,,;;,ain~ i t is 
no t consi sten t with t h e sort of d istortion produced b y , 
certain photoc opiers. 

THE TRUM AN SIG NAT URE: 

By fa r the most controv e r sial aspec t o f t he "TM" is the Truman 
signature wh ich appears thereon. Once a g ai n, i f i t were possible 
to deal with an original document rat he r than a p h otograph of 
same, this controversy could be easi ly so l ved . Unfortunately such 
is not the case-- which leaves the pr oblem of do i ng the best job 
possible with the e v idence at h an d. 

The prob lem i s not so much th e general a ppearance of the 
signature , far i t c ertai nly sf!.Q~ to be c.'1.Ltthentic. rr,e 
prob l e m is the ma r ked s imilarity of this signature to another 
Truma n signature on another document-- a short letter from Truman 
to Va nnevar Bus h dated October 1, 1947. While the two signatures 
ar e not e xactly identical, they are eHtremely §.imilar, hence the 
controversy. (See i l lust'rations on page 85-A.) 



------------------------------------------------------------------ ------

ILLUSTRATION E 
Signature from Truman 

Memorandum <"TM") 

Note wider pen point produces 
heavier lines w/ no skipping. 

ILLUSTRATION F 
Signature from Truman-Bush 

Letter ("T-8") 

Note finer pen point produces 
thinner lines & frequent s kips . 

=====--=---=---------=--==-===------------------------================-= . -

ILLUSTRATION G 
Signature from Truman 

Memorandum w/ Measurements. 

Total of all ten measurement s 
equals 387 .7 mm. 

ILL USTRATION H 
Signature from Truman-Bush 
Letter with Measurements. 

Total of a~l ten measurements 
equals 3 76 .!7 mm. 

NOTE: The illust rat ions s hown here ha ve been r~drawn for clarity. 
and are for purposes of comp arison only . Measurements t ak en from 
th m should not be e x pected to coincide with values given above 
due to distortion created b y th e printing process . All measure­
m nt ar 1n m1 'llimeters. 
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Is i t poss ibl e for some on e who sign s t heir name as many ti mes in a 
d a y as d oes a U.S. president to s ign t wo sign a t u r es whi c h are s o 
s im i l ar ~ or~ as s ome deb unkers c l ai m, a re signatures like 
f ingerprint s and, s nowf 1 a kes in th a t no t wo ar-e ever alike":' Wi t h 
respect to the " TM " , i. t wou l d a p pear that the case f or 
authenti c i t y ~ ises or fal l s upon this point; yet because t he 
orig i nal d o cumen t is not i. n -· hand to be e :: ami ned, we are 1 ef t to 
dea l in u ncertainties. The best that can be done, therefore, is 
to dea l wi t h t he matter on a point-by-point basis, placing such 
evi d ence as there is upon the table and allowing the chips t o fal l 
where t hey will . 

IDENT ICAL SIGN0TURES~ 

Curiously, as f ar as ~an be lear~ed, n_ study has ever been 
undertaken to determine t~e likeli~ood o~ ~dertical. or nearly 
identical si,;,natt.u-r.J:S acc:ur·rj11,;i wi··h i11d1vidu2ls (s:uch as 
president s) who routin ely sign thei.- n~~es hunjreds and sometimes 
thousands of times a day. H3rry S Truman w1s president for 2,840 
days. How many times a d3y he si~r01 h·~ na~e, □ n the average, is 
anybody"s guess. During the 19~8 ~ampaign. ~ne press account 
noted he was si.,;inir •;J 2,uto,:1r·dphc,:; _:,t c:\ D£~rnr'cr·c,l::1c: f1..mdrai-:;er· at the 
rate of more than 500 per hour' B~t e~en if we ~ccept what would 
probabl y be a conservati ve figure of JOO/day, we are left wi th a 
staggering 284,000 signatures. No one knows how many of these 
might be identical or very similar, because no one has ever 
undertaken to study such a question. 

Albert S. Osborn, author of DuE? 0~ti.o.ned Document~; <Alb.:,rny, NY: 
Boyd Printin,:;, Co., 1910; 2nd Ed. 1929), an e>:haustive tome wh ic h 
is stil l regarded as one of the most authoritative sources on the 
subject, manages t o shed some light and a considerable ~mount o f 
g uidance on the mat ter, however. According to Osborn, while 
signatures may ha ve certain c har acteris tics in common wit h 
f ingerprints in that the y can assist in id en tif y ing an indivi dua l , 
they are certain 1 y o_q_'!;_ < as some debunkers have a ll e,:;,ed) l i ke 
snowflakes in that no two are alike. Indeed, h ere is wh a t Osbor n 
h as to say o n th e subject : 

" As ha s b een sa id , no two ,:;,enui ne si. ,;, n atures can be 
e xactly a l i ke, b u t suc h a s t atement shou l d be unders tood 
to b e t r ue spea king mi c roscopical l y, · and no t as th e 
carpenter measures , because by examin ing a grea t numb e r 
o f genuine signatur e s of cer ta i n e x cept ion a l writers 
si g natur es can b e f ound whi c h ar e n ear ly identica l . The 
deg ree o f r esembl a nc e to be ex pected i n a n y case is not 
b ase d on a ny fi x e d gen era l pf incip l es but is a matter 
t h a t depends a l toget h er up o n t h e wr i ting hab i t s of the 
ind i vi d u al whos e s i g n at ure i s i n ques tion . Some persons 
wri t e wi t h mu c h g reater u niform i t y th a n others and 
si mi l a ri t ies in · si z e and ~roportions would, as a natu~al 
r eau l t, be more c ommon i n the i r writing than the same 
si mil • r it i es i n tha writing of one who writes a more · 
e rr atic h a nd. The s ignificance of ident~ ty~ therefo~~~ 
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as bearing on the question of genuineness should be 
determined in every case by the actual circumstances of 
that case." (page 344> 

"If it is contended th a t. .. i de ntity ( i.e . the condition 
of bE:ing e :-:act l y the same ) .. . is " i mposs ible in a ny 
genuine si g n a t u r e wr itten by anyone 1 a nywher e , a t a n y 
time" ~ th e n a t ura l and conclusive answer to sL1c: h a 
c h a ll e n g e is the br i nging forw a r d o f ac t u al si gnatures 
b y other writer s th a t a re as near l y i dentic al a s the 
d i sputed s ign a t ure a nd t he alleged mod e l. I n some c ases 
such si ,:mat u r es can b e f oLtnd." (paqe 346 . Fina l 
senten c e emphasized in the or iginal .) 

Osb or ne goes en to po i nt out tha t what i s imp o r t ant in suc h cas e s 
is not wh e t her si 1:;inatur es appea r to be si. mi. ar o r- iden t ical, bLtt 
r a ther whether they a r e S LlSQi ci ous l y si mil e.\r. The po i nt is a 
good on e, in spite of t h e f a ct that Osborn ' s wor k p red a t es 
ph o tocopying by a good many years and hat the chapter ci t e d here 
was wr itten s pec if ically tc assist forensic experts in de a ling 
wit h "Traced For ,;i e ries " <which is the tit] e of t he chap t er) . 

ThLts the qLtesti o n becomes, are the two Truman signatures mer·e J y 
coi ncidentall y simi ar to one another (and hence bo h genuine>, o r 
ar e they "suspicioL1sly similar", thus SLtggesting a f o r· gery? The 
e vi d ence i s a mb iguous and fascinating; but in the en d it becomes 
stric t ly a judgement call. Consider: 

(1) Visua l examination, bot h by superi mposition on a ligh t 
t a b l e a nd b y ph ysical measurement with a mi c romet e r , clear ly 
shows that the two ~i g natur es are very si mi l a r , but definite ly 
not identical . (See comparative illustrations w / measuremen t s , 
above. Note al s o hat measurements on the sign a tures wer e 
caref ull y redone f or this report with a bet ter instrument, a nd 
thus sho u ld be cons ider e d mor e accurate th a n those previ ous ly 
p ubl ished. ) 

(2) Th e d i f ferences made apparent by the meas ur i ng of the two 
si g na t ures a l ong with the a bsence of any ot h e r s upporti n g evidenc e 
wou ld s eem t o e ffective l y rule out the possib i l ity that the 
s 1 gnatur e on the " TM " is si mply a trac ed cop y o f th e s i ,;in a ture on 
the Truman - Bush l e tter . 

( 3) As a l ready n o t e d, t h er e is n o ev i den c e what s oever t hat 
the s i gnat ure on the doc ume n t was produc ed by means of a photoc opy 
p aste- up procedur e. In deed , sever a l poi nt s speak stron gly agai n s t 
his : 

(a ) Un d e r magn i f i c a tion , the demarcation l i n e betwe en 
the blac k o f t he s ign a ture and the wh ite o f t h e page presents a 
"fuzzed" a ppea rance indic.~tive of a si ,;Jn a t u r e s i gned in "wet" ink 
<i.e . from an old - sty l e f oun tai n p e n) , wh e r e in the ink has soaked 
into the fibers of th e paper t hr ough capi ll a ry action and thus 
"fuzzed " the e dges. If t h e si •~n a tu r e we re a photocopy transferred 
via paste-up, t h is f uzzi nes s would be los t in the process and the 
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demarcation line would take on a q ui te d i fferent appearance. 
• Cb) While photocopiers c an increase the c ontras t and 

density of things cop i ed on t h e m, t ey cannot add-in de t ai s which 
are not on the or i gi na l. With this . no ice t he pen 
lines of the s i gnature on the et er ( I . F o e 
are •;-Jeneral 1 y th in and conta n " g ps" 1~here 
apparentl y f ai l ed to apply ink tote paper 
certain pl aces. Take particula- o o f 
the "H" , the " hook" on t he uppe rig t t 
in the " loop" of the "H" as it protr-u des to 
vert i c a l , and the l ong 1 econ ect i n e bo 
th e op of +-he "T". Comp a re t e s e r d i l y v1s i 
1 i nes of the si :-inat u re o n t e 11 ( us. E 
and hea1y, and con a1n n sue 
p hotocopying tends • i 
the signature from 
the " TM" 1-JOLtl d t a f•e 1 

the orig inal, and a second 
the ev ' dence her e too is 1 
hypothesis. 

(c) Ac cor ·ng to on of h n 1 
critics, the process f p otocopying n 
Truman-Bush et ter would produce n 
with each successive c py due to op cl char c eris 
is claimed, are "nherent 1n phot □copi rs. Thus. if 
on "TM" were the product of a photocopy pas·e-up. i 
been recopied e:·actl, '.2.41 imes in order ·o prodL1ce '"'.Q'")'l. 

overall variati o n in the rel tive si=es of the wo i na u res as 
shown in the above illLLstration. <In other words, such n 
argument is ridicu lous on its face . > 

(4 ) Various poi ts del ineated as "!" hr oLtgh " 11 in t e 
illustrat ions set forth on pag e 88-A address S l / addi ion issues 
wh ich have been raised: 

(I) It has been al 1 eged that the "hook" at t e top of 
the Lipper righ ver-tical of the "H 11 is an indication ha he 
signatur e on the "TM" must have been copied from the one on 
Tr uman-Bush because such an anoma l y does not appear on other 
Truman signatures. This, however, is not true since other 
e xampl es o f Truman signatur-es have been found wit h th e same s or­
of "hoo k ". 

(J) A similar al l ega ion made a bou t t he s mall gap which 
appears between t he "r" an d the "y " o f "Harr y " i s al so with out 
fo u ndation since si mi lar g a p s c an be f o und in other signatures . 

<K> One noticeable difference between the two signatures 
is the fact that on the " TM " , the lower- left portion of the loop 
of the "a " in "Harr y " virtual 1 y touches the 1 ower r i •;}ht portion of 
the ri ,;,ht vertical on the capital "H", while on the TrL1man-Bush 
l~tter there is a distinct gap visible between the two letters. 

(L) Another visible difference is the existence of a 
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FliLARGED 141% 

TRUMAN MEMORANDUM ( "™") 

ILLUSTRATIONS "I II TiffiOUGH 11U11 AS ID.71.ffiEl lCED rn TEXT 

ffiLARGED 141% 

TRUMAN-BUSH LETTER (T-B) 

OTHER EXAMPLES SHOWN FOR PURPOSES OF COMPARISON 
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smal 1 " ,;il itch " in the top part of the 1 oop of the capital "H" on 
the "TM" signature. This "glitch " does not appear in the 
Truman-Bush signature. 

CM) A th i rd difference i s v isible in the ink-filled part 
of the bottom of '\:he " y " . On the Truman - Bush letter , this 
covers 2.64mm ., whi l e o n t h e "TM" 3 .40mm . a r e filled. Note that 
on both a men isc us is c l earl y v isib l e, precise l y a s e xpected in 
an y bl o t c aused by " wet " fountain pen ink. On the othe r han d , i f 
t he l ar ,;ier filled area visi b le on " TM" is an a rt i f act of mu l ·i p l e 
p hotocop yi ng <as c ertai n de bun ke rs h a ve all e ged) , th en no suc h 
meniscus sh ould b e visi bl e. 

CN) Ano t her a r gument wh ich has been r a · sed i s th at the 
th i nni n ,;, of the 1 i n e on the crossbar of the "T " j ust t a t h e r i g ~1t 
of where it j cins the vertical may be due tb the use o f wh i t e-out 
(or s imil a r co~rec t ion fluid) in order ta remove p o r tions.o f h e 
" s" a~d " ~ 11 wh ich i ntersec:t the si gnat Lire c1t his poin t on the 
Tr uma n - Bush letter, befo~e it could be successfu lly cop i e d an d 
tr a nsferr· ed to the " TM " , While this is a parti c u l a rl y ·nter estin ,;i 
observat ion~ an effec·ive counter-argument (in the a b s e nc e c f a ny 
ev i denc e to the contrary> is that the thinning of the line h ere i s 
due to noth ing mor e han the uneven f low o f ink f r o m t he point o f 
the pen t o t he paper caused by Tr um a n ' s beginnin g to move t h e p en 
f a ster at t hat moment in order t o comple te t h e crossbar on the "T " 
wi t a bit o f a floLlrish. (Notice a si mil a r " thi nn i n g " on the 
vertical stroke cannectinq t he bott o m o f t h e " y " wi th the top o f 
the cap ital "T'', j L1st pas t the poi n t whe r e t he line intersec t s t h e 
upward-left sweep o f th e "T " .) Whe t h e r t h i s part i c ular a n o maly is 
11 susp i c i ous" e n ow;ih ta b e regar- de d as p roo f of f a br i c a t ion is thus 
r e n d ered moot. • 

(5 } At th e very l e a st , th e pos sib i li ty that T~uma n could have 
signed two nearly ident i ca l sign atures c a nno t b e dismissed out of 
hand for several very valid reasons: 

Ca) Wh ile -t h e premise that "no t wo s ignatures are e ver 
ali ke" or that " no one e ver s i g n s hi s name th e same way twi c e " may 
be cansi dered reason a b 1 y v a l i d und er so·-ca l 1 ed " norma l" 
circumstan c es wherei n t h e p e r s on invo lve d only sidns his (or her) 
name·on th e a v era,;,e o f o nce o r t wice a day, th e r e seems t o be no 
known measure of i t s va l i d i t y jn cases wh er e a n i n~ividua l 
routinely si g n s t h ings a t a r ate a h u ndred or more t i mes gr eater 
than that. In addition , i t i s conc e ivable t hat t he li ke l ihood of 
i dentity n s i g natures ma y well be increased i n case s wher e th e 
signatur e i nvo l ved i s compos ed mos tly of a seri e s of r hyth mic 
u p-an d-down s t r okes (a s is Truma n' s } ra ther th a n numerous loop s , 
swirls and flourishes wh ich leave more room for variation . 
Truman's reg ular , r hythmic signature s eems t o h ave been preci s ely 
t he sor t o f han dwri t in g A.S . □~bor n h a d in min d when h e wrote on 
p a g e 3 45 o f th e work c ited a bove : 

11 As we h a ve seen, if c □mp ari son is ma de of al 1 the thoL,sands 
of signatures t hat c ert a in uniform, r hythmic writers have 
written there can b e found, b y pi c k i ng out here and there 
the most fa v orabl e ex amples , s ome that.are quite similar to 
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each other .... " 
He goes on to note that what woulg be truly suspicious about such 
c ircumstances would be if two nea rly i dentical sign a tures were 
found which had allegedl y b e en "wr i t t e n in successi on". Absol u te 
impossibility, howeve r , s hou ld o nly b e consi dered i n c a ses where 
"three or four pr ac t i c c:1l ly i d enti c c:11 suc ces si v e s i ,;;1n a t u res " are 
claimed a s genui ne. 

Cb ) Anot her possibi l ity h e re~ a lthough ad mitted l y 
somewh a t remote, i s that both si gnatures were pr oduced by a n 
a utoma t i c signature- writing devic e kno wn as a Cam- Wr i ter . Although 
on e suc h d e vice wa s insta lled i n t h e Wh ite House a s ear ly a s 1J42 , 
Truman repor tedl y had a d islike for the mac h ine and rar el y used 
l t, 

(c) Al though neither the time nor the resourc e s wa s 
ava · lab le to conduct a major survey of Truman signatures, a s mall 
scale e f fort was undertaken which resulted in the comparison of 
a bout 75 sampl es . Wh ile no two complete si~nat ures were fou nd 
whic h p ossessecj such a high de,:;iree of simil.-::,rity, six partial 
ma t ch-up s were discovered <two pairs of signatures and one pair o f 
in i tj a l s) . In ight of the small sample used, this must be 
c o nsi d e r e d highly significant in that it is illustrative of 
p r ec isely what Osborn was talking about above when he noted that 
"some p e r s ons write with much grec.,ter uniformity than others. " 
These are illustrated on the nex t page (90-A) and are explained in 
the captions. ' 

Th e point to be made here is that if partial si milarities 
of t hi s na~ure can be found by surveying such a small sample, 
ther e is room for the possibility that other sets of nearly 
iden t ical complete signatures cou ld exist a midst the probably mo re 
t h an ha l f- mil l ion which Truman must have written over the space o f 
hi s a c ti ve political career and many years of retirement. 

(6 ) On e oth er objection raised against the " TM" is the 
c ontention tha t Truman invariably placed his signature close t o 
th e tex t of the documents he signed. (25) Supporters o f t h is 
a rgu men t cl ai m tha t using the distance b~t ween the top of the 
second vertical of th e "T " and the bottom poi nt · o f t h e ~5 ame J. i ne 
as a radius, a c i rcl e thus inscribed wil l a l ways cut i n to the body 
of the tex t at some point. The problem wi th t h i s assertion is 
that those who ma ke it used o n ly l etters si gn e d by Tr u ma n as the 
b a s i s f o r their s t u dy. Wh en ot h er- types of doc uments signed by . 
Truman a re taken into account, th e argument p r oves fal s e. (See , 
for e x ample , Tr u ma n's c oun t e r -sign a t u re on a Memorandum from 
Forresta l dated 27 Febru a r y 1948, ) 

(7) The possibility, as suggested by Fr i e dman , that a 
cut - and - paste or penned fabricatio n o f Tr u ma n" s si gnatur e was 
placed on an unsigned copy of the do cument at some later point 
either b y th e CIA o r by whomever "1 eaked" it, is i nteres ti n,;;i, but 

hould be consi de r e d h ighly s pec ul a t ive. 
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ILLUSTRATIONS R-1 ~ND R- 2 

R-1 : Ltr. from Tr u man to Ic kes 
April 16, 1951 

R- ? • -· Ltr. from TrL1man to Ic ke s 
July 10, 1951 

Note the close similarities of 
the portions of the signatures 
within the boxes. 

ILLUSTRATIONS R_ -:: ·-· AND R-4 

R- 3 : Ltr. from TrL1man to Ickes 
January 24, 195 1 

R- 4: Ltr. from Truma n to Ickes 
January 2 6, 19::'j 1 

On c e again , the por ti ons of the 
signatures within the bo xes are 
closely similar to one-another. 

-••==~================================ ===================================== 
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ILLUSTRATION R-5 ILLUSTRATION R-6 

Note th c lose s 1milar1 tv o f th e "T "s t a ken fr o m two " H. S . T . 11 

in i tia l ed memo r a nd a to Lo u i s Johnson dated Jun e 2 8. 1950 <R -5) 
and Augus t~ . 1950 <R-6 >. i 

,--~-~-------------------------------------------------- - - ----------------1 
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SUMMARY: 

In the final anal ysis, questioned documents e x p e rt Albert s . 
Osborn (whos e opinions certainly should be acceptabl e to eve n th e 
most diehard d e b unkers since it was one of their number who first 
cited hi s work) has essenti a lly sett led the two most controver s ia l 
points with res pect t o the q Lt e sti o n o f t he "TM ' s " aL1 t hent 1 c1 t y: 

( 1) I t is possi b le for two signatures to be e.: treme l '>' si mi 1 ar 
to one-another and both be authent ic . Furthermore, the ch a nces of 
such coincidence s occurring i s greeter if: 

(a) The person invol ed writes his (or her signatures 
in a "uni farm, r ythm c:" hand, and 

( b ) The signatures 1n que tion ~"ere no t 1-Jri ten "in 
succession" to one-c::nother. 

(2) The old saw that "no two gnctures can be e:H:1ctly c::like" 
i s t r ue o nly when "spee\kin,~ micr cCJpically and net as th e 
c arpenter measures." In other words. if th two Truman signc\tures 
i n question here were e:·actl y i den ti cal ir every deta11 <.'In 
a r g ument tha t bo·h mi~ht b authentic would be almost impossible 
t o defend. As has been demanstra ed, however, while the signatures 
appear ta be e .: tremel y si mi 1 ar ta the unaided eye (i.e. "as the 
carp enter measures''), they are clearly dissimilar in a number o f 
ways when e:-:ami ned "mi croscapi call y". Indeed, given the width of 
the lines, they cannot even have been written wit the same pen; 
n or are there an y unusual tremors visible which, according to 
Osborn, would be clear evidence of a traced or hand-copied 
for ,;,er· y. 

This leaves only the question of whether the two signatures ar e 
"susp ic ioL1sly" similar. "Susp icion" , implying as it does, doubt 
or mistrust without proof, is a difficult concept to deal with i n 
a study such as this . Certainly those indivi d ua l s wh o blindly 
deb u n k anything having t o d o with UFOs wi ll con t inue to claim that 
the "TM" must be a fa b r i cat i on because o f the "suspi c ious " nature 
of the signa t ure thereon. Ot h ers , recogniz ing t ha t debun kers are 
naturally s u s pi c ious of a n yt hing t hat cha llen ges their 
narrow- minded con cep t s of r e a lit y , will no doubt s ift the evidence 
carefully and find no reason for s u s picion whatsoever. Yet, if 
suspicion impl i e s d oubt, then given the circumstances it doe s n o t 
s e em unreasonable to retain certain doubts about this documen t. 
Only th e a vailability of an original for expert e xamination could 
di s pel these , and that , unfortunately , is something which we do 
n o t h ave . 

ADDITIONAL FACTORS: 

On ly thr ee a ddition a l things r emain ta be said here. The first is 
t h a t t he all e ,;ied nL1mber, "092447", of the "Special Classified 
Exec Lit i ve Order" which. accor·di n,:;i to the "EB" is SLtpposed ta be 
the "TM" document, is ~ssentially a nan-number. While is is 
generally conceded that certain executive orders do exist which 
have never seen the light of day due to their continued security 
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classifications (most of these~ however~ from the Johnson 
administration during the Viet Nam War era ) , and wh i le it is 
equally conceded th a t there i s no r eal r eq u iremen t that e x ecut ive 
orders be numbered a cc or d ing to any sp e cific system ~ t h e 
particular me t hod o f nL1 mb er in ,;, witnessed with respect t o the "EB" / 
"TM " s i tua t ion is certainl y u n ique to an yone's knm~ledge in the 
public s e ctor . Of cou rse, i t r e ma in s possibl e th a t e .· traordinary 
c ircumstances caus ed Truman to go outside the estab l ished s stem , 
bu t in th e absence of e vidence this must b e considered • 
s pecu l ation. 

Secondl y, a cur ious comment made by one of the quest i on e d d ocumen t 
e xpert s who was c o nsulted during the course of this in est igat i o n 
see ms to bear r e peating here. Accord ing to this indi , idual, the 
poss ibi l it y that the information in the "TM " is correc ~.,ihil e 
th e d o c ument itself may be a fabric~tion should not be ruled out. 
Ap par ent l y in cases involving lea~s of sensiti e'information , t he 
r et ypi n g o r recasting of docume ~ t • not et'p cia ly uncommon to 
t he ~wocess . 

Fin a l ly~ two points of videnc suggest thct ome hing occurred 
on Sep tember 24~ 1947 which seriously upse Secre·ary of Defense 
J a mes Fon·estal.. Th e f • rst is that when penning n en ry 1 nto his 
p e rson al diary concerning his meet · ng ·hat dcy at the White House 
wi t h President Truman and Dr. Buh, he erroneously gave the date 
as Sep tember 25th and referred to Dr. BLlsh as "Mr.''. "25 Sep t. 
1947 , 11 he wr·ote, "Saw the President today with Mr. Bush . " While 
both mistakes seem odd for the usually meticulous Mr. Forrestal, 
what seems even more significant is that within a hour or so after 
l eav i ng his meeting at the White House, he presented himself at 
t h e District of Col umbia's Metropolitan Police Department and 
secared a permit to carry a concealed personal firear m < mith & 
Wesson revolver). (26) 

***** 
T HE CUTLER - TWININ G MEMO <JUL- 1985 ) 

The s tory of the c irc u ms t ances leadin g t o the discover y of the 
Cut ler - Twining Memor a ndum ( "CT" ) is a l en,;ith y one, most of whic h 
i s better saved fo r an other f orum because i t is no t d i rectly 
per t in en t to thi s report . S i n c e our pur pose i s to pres ent a n 
an al ys is of the document itsel f , coverage of backgroun d ma t erial 
s hould n e c e ssa rily b e limited to only those facts a nd even t s whic h 
d i rect ly contribute to that o bj ective . With t hat in mind , the 
ess ential s ar e these : 

From rou ghl y Aug us t, 1979 t h r ough mid-1 987, Moore maintain ed Post 
Of fice Bo,: 189 in De wey, Arizona as a corre spondenc e address . 
Following his move to Cali fornia in earl y 198 3 , this a dd ress s aw 
considerab l y less use, bu t Moor e cont i nued to main t ai n it anyway 
and t o check its cont e nt s once e ver y few months during trips to 
visi t h is ch i ldren then living in nearby Prescott. Occasionally, 
Wh en periods of sever a l months had passed without his bei~g able 
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to visit Dewey, Moore would phone the local postmaster and ask if 
any first class mail had accumulated. If some had, Moore would 
then arrange for the postmaster to place it all in a large 
envelope and forward same to him in Californi a . Such was the case 
in the early part of March, 1985. 

Th~ packet a r rived sever a l days l a t er. Amon g the various items 
ther e in was an unusua l postal card wh ic h , based u p o n the stamp, 
had been mailed from Ne w - ealand, but (accord ing -o h e fine 
print) had been procured from the E hiopian Tourism Commissi on , 
Bo,• 189, Addis Ababa , Eth iopia. (Note thc.,t the bo}: n Lt mber < 89 > 
i s the same a Moore ' s P.O. bo:-: in Dewey.) I t was impossib l e t o 
determine when or from what ci -y the card had been mailed si n c e 
th a t part o~ the cancellat i o n h~d run o ff th e edge of the car d. 
<A second , simi l ar card whi c h arrived severa months later , 
however, was postmarked Chr i stchu r c h . ) It was a l s o net possi b l e 
to determine when the c ard had a r ri v e d , except to say ha t i mus t 
have been sometime between t he Christmas ho idays of 19~4 (when 
Moore had last checked t e box > a nd t e t i me th a t Moore ca ll ed t he 
Dewey postmaster. 

The message on the card was typewritten and en i gmatic . 
it read: 

"When doors wo n't o pen , se.,,r-ch for wj. ndows. 

Pa r t of 

Add some zest to you r t r ip o Wash ing ·on; Tr y Reece 's pieces. 
For a stylish l ook, shop Suit Lan d . " 

At the time the c ar d ar r i v e d , Moor e a nd Sh a nder a we r en't planning 
any trip to Washin g t on b u t , as co incidence wou ld h a v e it , Friedman 
was already there. Moor e called Friedma n a t h is mo tel an d read 
the card to him over the phone. Both concur red that the reference 
to "Reec,e's pieces" probably meant Ed Reese , who was a s sociated 
with the then Modern Mi l itary Branch of the National Archives and 
whom Stanton had plan ned t o see a n yway . <It took Shandera to 
point out that Reece's Piec e s wa s t he cand y th a t Elliott gave to 
E .. in the movie.> Sui tland , of COLtrse, is the site of a large 
federal documents repository ass oci a ted wi th the Archives. 

When Friedman checked with Ed Reese , he was informed that 
arrangements had been made by the Air Force to dec lassify a large 
block of f iles which h a d originated with the Intelligence 
Directorate between 19 46 and 1955, and that many of these had 
originally been Top Secret. Curiously, according to Reese , t he 
Air Force seemed to be giving some priority to this pro j e ct a nd 
was taking some unusua l steps in the process-- like sendin g over a 
n umber of declassi f icati on officers directly fro m the Pentagon to 
handle he ·ask . Th e re was also a bloc l: of old Air Tec hn i c a l 
In elligence Center (ATIC) record s from Suitland wh ich 
ep-c i f ically dea l wi h former Air Force UFO projects <mos tly SIGN 

nd G UDGE) , whi ch were also being re l eased as part of this 
roe Friedman ma de arrangements to be kept i nforme d o f the 

pro;r ~ of the declassification process . 
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The origin a l plan was for Moore~ Shandera and Friedman to go to 
Washin g ton as s oon a s the document s were available for inspection, 
but as th i n gs work e d out only Moore a nd Shander a were ultimately 
a b l e t o mahe th e trip. Th e y dep a rt e d on Monday, July 15, 1985, 
ab o u t a week a ft e r th ey h a d been i n for me d th a t the document s we r e 
ready . On Th u r s d ay , Jul y 18 , a ft e r h avi n g s ear c h e d through near ly 
100 bo:{es of matE~r-i c:~l, Sh a nd e r- c::\ di. scovered th e "CT". I t was in 
bo.· number 1_89 ( ! ) o f Rec o r d Gr oup :341 , immed ia t ely c.'l. d jacent t o 
file folder 4-lg46 . <M o o r e a nd Sh a nder a have plans to pub l ish a 
fLtl l account of th e c:i r c: umst,.rn c:es l ead in,;, u p to t h e f indin•;:J. o f t he 
"CT" at a l a ter- d a te. Me c:rn wh i l e , readers wi ll find a few 
additional det ai l s i n Fried man " s rep ort. ) 

PHYS I CAL APPEARANCE: 

A cop y of the "CT" memor·andwn is r·eprod uc:ed herei n a s Ap pen d i >: I. 
I t is an u nsigned~ faded -b l ue carb o n cop y cf a n ori g ina l o n 
oni on sk i n paper- whi c h bear s the wab,?rmarks " Dictc:l.t ion Onionskin " 
and what appear s t o b e "Fa:•:.". Very sl i •;1ht r a i. s ed impres s ion s of 
some of the type (es pecially periods) can be obse rved o n the bac k 
side, indicating that it was likely generated as the first o r at 
most t he second carbon copy benesth the original since visi b i lity 
of such impression s decreases markedly on carbons af t e r- t he th i r d 
layer. The blue ink is faded and the impres~ions a r- e ra th~r dense. 
The paper itself shows signs of age. Ye l lowing is ob vious a nd 
u niform an all edge s to a depth c f about 1/8 '' inward , wi th ma x i mu m 
aging at the outermost edges. This suggests t he page had been 
part of a vertica l stack for many ye a rs an d t h us uniform l y e x posed 
t o the air around al l ed ges. The diagona l l in e s tr ic ken thr ough 
the caveat f rom lower lef t to upper r ight is in red pencil. When 
Shand e ra an d Moore f irst di s c overed the d ocument , it was not 
folded; n o r does i t a ppea r t o h ave b ~en folded whe n several 
member s of th e a rch i ves s taff look e d at i t s ubsequen t ly Ca t l east 
none no t ed it as suc h which s hou ld h ave been do n e i f fold marks 
we re e vi d ent) , However, wh e n the d o cument was e x a min e d by 
Maccabee and other s on Januar y 12 , 19 87 , it bore two prominent 
cr eases indicating someone had fo l ded it in t o t hir-d s . Wh o or wh y 
has never been e x plained. 

THE PAPER: 

As noted above, " CT" is on ye l 1 o we d p ap e r b ec:~r i n ,;;i the water mar ks 
"Di c tation Onion s kin " an d "Fa ►: " . Both o f these c:1r· e trade marks of 
he Fox Ri ver Pa per Co mp a ny o f Appleton, Wisconsin. According to 
h resu l ts o f a n i n q uiry in i t i ated by Moore to Mr. Thomas J. 

Lj_on o f Fox Ri ver Paper , Di c tation Onion s kin was first 
m,nuf cured in Janua ry, 1953 and c ontinued to be available from 

h comp ny through the early 1970s, with last d~te of manufacture 
prob bl / aroun d 1970. Furthermore, th e paper was specially 
m f curd for large bid orders, many cf which were U.S. 
~o , ern m n t , a nd was not the sort of item one would normally find 
i n offic s upply and stationery stores. 

TYPEWRITER~ TYPEFACE ANALYSIS• 



Once it has been determined that the paper i s of pr o per vintage, 
the most important aspect of the " CT " analysis becomes the 
question of typewriter and typeface. If the authenticity of the 
memorandum can be ess entially proved beyond reasonable doubt in 
this arena~ then all other q u es tions are a t once remo v ed to 
posi tion s of consi d e r ab ly l ess imp ortanc e . 

Un li k e the "EB", wh ere e :-: a mination o f typ e face l e d o nly t o the 
conc l usion t ha t it was con s i s tent with th e time frame i n que s tion , 
the "CT" actual l y displays numer· o us ch a r c:~c terisit c: s in commo n wit h 
a t y pewriter known to h ave been i n use in Ju l y 1954 i n an of fic e 
demon s tr· a bl y c o nne c:_t E?cl wi th C:ien. Cutl er ' s o f fic i a l b us i.ru?ss ,1t t h e 
t i me! The f acts are these: 

I n J u l y, 1954 , Ge n. Robe r t Cutler wa~ Pres i den t Eisenhower' s 
Special Assistan t ~or National Security. As suc h , he wo rk ed v ery 
close l y with J ames L.F-1y, thE"! E:·0ic::ut.i.s..'f~ ~:;1-;~cret:.1ry o f l:.he Nat ion a l 
Secur i ty Council. Bot~ sh2~ed adjoin1n~ cffices with a common 
ante-room. 

From July 3rd through about Julv ~0th, Cut l er was o ut o f the 
country at the direction cf P~e~i~ent Eisenhower, vis iti ng U. S . 
m i 1 i t a r y i n st a 1 l at. i •:m c;:: i. n F:: L.tr" op ci an c1 I'\! m· ~:. h A -F r· i r: i::\. B €0 f on:> h i. =; 

departure, however, Cutler prepared memo dated July 3rd , 1954 fo r 
James Lay and J . Patrick Coyne (a close associate wh o a c tua ll y 
wor~ed for the FBI>, in which he outlined a few t hings he wou ld 
l ike them to be doi n,;i or· th i. n k i. n•;J ,;ibout in h i~:; ,,,\b~,, enc:e. I t. E:> m " d " 
on his list vias <'3 ·spec:i·fic r·equE?,.:.t to 11 f<ef2p t h in,;is mo vinq ou t o f 
rny basket. " < 27) (Li. 1·-.!:? the II CT 11

, th i. s-, me mo vJc.\~:; c.11. ~,,o unsi. •;Jne c.1. ) 

The "CT " is ess<z?n ti al l y "~ r·outine mf:?mo whi. c: h doE? ~s no thin,;i mo r· e 
than provide notification of a c h~nge o f p lan s wit h res p ec t t o an 
apparently high - l eve l meeting of a very s e c ret grou p. I t i s 
therefore not out o f t h e question tha t Lay or s o meon e i n hi s 
office typed i t i n Cu tl e ,,·' s na. me. Th e ve r y ·f c.Kt tha t it l ac ks a 
signatur e is actua ll y a po i nt in its f avor, s ince t h e p res enc e o f 
one in the a b sence o f Cut l e r wou ld be a most damning f a c tor . 
Also, the fact tha t wh oever t yped i.t wou l d troub l e to ma ke a 
carbon copy sugges t s th a t th e p u rp ose o f t h e cop y was for Cut l e r's 
in f ormation u p o n h i s return. 

Acting upon th e h y pothesis that La y o r someone in hi s office typed 
the memo f or Cu tler, a s u rvey o f documen t s g en e r a ted b y La y's 
o f fice durin g t h e g en e ral time fra me of 1953- 5 4 wa s u nd e rt ak en for 
the purpose o f c omparing typewr i t e rs u s ed to prod uc e official 
d ocumen ts wi th tt1at used to t y p e " CT " . 

Analysis o f the typi-, f ace o n " CT " qui c k l y i d e ntifie_d it as 
Pem in gt c n 13 4A, a f ace use d exc lus ive l y o n Re min g ton machines 
beg i nning in 19 45 . By exami n ing doc um e nt s from Lay's office, it 
did not t a ke l cn~ to di s cover t h at~ l a rge number of them were 
typed on Just such mac hines . Hav ing made that fascinating 
d iscovery, the problem th e n narrowed to trying to determine if any 
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of those machines was the one which produced "CT". This was no 
easy task, for according to the experts, and as svidenced by the 
document s surveyed~ the Reming~on was a durable manual machine 
highl y prone to demon s trating the state of wear of its components 
by producing somewhat un s table lines of type-- a sort of looseness 
i n the ma chine which often cau s ed c onf us ing , non-repetitive 
g li t c hes s u c h as letters f a ll ing a bove o r below the line or 
app e a r ing c l oser o r f a rther a way fro m one-another in inc onsi s tent 
patt e r ns. Sorting out these essentially random g l i t c hes from 
those recurring ones wh ich a ppea red with sufficien freq uen c y 

o be considered vali d " fin,;:ierprints" for· eac h mac hine was a time 
consuming process , but i t even·uall y produced startl i n g resu lts: 

-Based on a comparative survey of documents, t her e 
appear to ave been four Remington typewriter s i n use i n 
Lay•s office in 1953-54. 

- ne oft ese, apparently t,e least used because on l y a 
few documents can be ide tified with it 1 demonstra es no 
l e ss than fourteen pons ir common with the t yp in g on 
he "CT ". 

On t hat basis , it is possible t o conclude thc:\t t h e " CT " is a 
genuine -carbon copy of an official government memorandum typed on 
J u l y 14, 1954 on a typewriter in the office o f Mr . J ames Lay, 
Ex e cutive Secret ary of thD Na t ion a l Secur ity Counc i l; and with 
t h is, a ll o t h e r ar g uments an d objec tions ~gains t its a uthenticity 
fal l b y th e wayside. 

Pages 97-A and 97-B illustrate, side-by-side , an un qu e stionably 
~enu i ne memorandum produced in Lay's office en Apr i l 30, 1954 
(obtained from the Eisenhower Library) 1 and th e Cu tler-Twin i ng 
me morandum of July 14, 1954. • Note the f OLtr-teen points in common: 

(1) "MM" in "MEMORANDUM " : Note thE? i n it ial "M" rises 
above the line , and thc.,t the middle " E " is ja.mmed i n 
bet ween the two "M's " so as to t ouch bot h. 

(2) "DUM" in "MEMORANDUM" : Note t he s pace b e b~een t h e 
"D" and the " UM " . Note also that ttu.~ "U" i ~5 sli,;;ht l y 
canted t o the lef t a n d abuts the "M" c.':\ t the top . 

(3) The top part of the curve o n "S" i n "SUBJECT" i s 
j ust ery slightly flat . Appar·en tly th e " S " on t h i s 
art'cu ar machine was either slightly loose on i t s ar m, 

.or the arm itself was s l i ght l y loos e, t hus prod ucing a n 
o dd "strike" on oc: c c:\s i o n. Compare t h e " S " h e re wi th t he 
11 S 11 in "SECRE T" an the "CT" or th e " S " in " JAMES S. LAY" 
a t t he bo t t o m of the Apri l 30t h doc ument . 

(4 ) " JECT" in "SUBJECT": 
1 n for·med by " ECT" . 

No te the " ,J" f a l 1 s a bov e tt1e 

'51 "E" in " GENERAL" on " CT" a nd " EF~" in " RE FERENCE" on 
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L y1 Not how th • top cf th • "R" ri s e s •bov• and to th• 
r ht of th fl t - topped "E". 

(6) "NSC" 1 Not e th e s ptl'c:e between the "!;:," and "C" in 
mpl s #6, and then c ompare with example 6A on Lay. 

Thi i ~n xampl e of the s ort of anomoly produced by 
t h i n h r nt "1 o o s eness " of t hese R1:~mi r,,:,;,ton machines as 

u tlin d bcve ~ an d is one of t h e reason s a match - up of 
hin s wa s so diffi c u l t. 

"ed" in vari o u s e :-:ampl c~s o n b ot h : Not e? how the " e " 
1 s al wa ys b e l o w t h e "d", and h o w t h e 11 d " cons i s tentl y 
seems tu c ant s l igh t l y t o th e l e ft. 

() The word " s h o L1 l d " i s c:omparable on both documents , 
with the f ini:\l "d" r·i~5 i n,;;i c:\bove t h e bottom l ine of t he 
"l" . Also n o te the ver y sl i ,;:iht ly ·f l c.,tt en r,? d top on b o th 
letters "s"~ wh i ch (as 1<1 i th t t·,e majuscule) fH~£=ms to 
occur only s ome of th e time. (Compare, f o r example, the 
"s" i n "presently " i n t he same linE? on L ay ~ or t he " s " 
in "precise" on line LI, p c.,ra ,;iraph 1 of " CT" , ) 

(9 ) Comp are " revi " of "p rt'!vious l. y " in " CT" with th£= s c:1m e 
combi na t ion occurrin g sever a l places in ~ay . No te 
esp e c ial l y th e re l c.~tic.mship f the " v " t o t h e " i ". 
( Ign ore the -fac t thc.,t t h ey ?.llP.J~'i:.\..C. t a touc: h eac: h oth e r 
on " CT "~ s ;i. n ce this is due to "fL12 :dness~ 11 c a u~;;£=d -b y th e 
c ar b on c.,p er. ) 

( 10) Co mpare capi t a l " A" o f " Assis;t.c::m t " in "CT" with 
c apit a l " A" o f " Ad opt ed", " At t orney " and " Ap1-· il 11 in Lay . 
Note h ow t.he "A" f al l s below thE-> bott o m li r1e oft.ht'? 
following l ower case letter i n each instan c e. 

( 11 ) Comp are the relati o n s h i p o f " 5 " and "LJ. " in the 
date · of each documen t. 

( 12 ) Compare the word s "SECURITY " in each. 

< 13 ) 
h 

Compare "w i " i n "foll owi n,:;:,i' ' and 
"wi" in "h e r ewith " on Lay. 

II Wi 11" on "CT" with 

cm 

Fr 

o f t h i diosyncrasies cf this machine is that 
rs to have d1:: ve l oped a "fl oating" lower case "e" 
ni f s t s itse l f b y dropping below the normal type _ 
m ny instances whil e r emaininQ aligned with it 

Although mo~e frequent on Lay in this 
rtl ul r comparison, th e tendancy is clearly visible 

oth documents , and appears on other examples of Lay 
w ll wh r th is p articular machine is involved. 

o f t h is anomaly seems to vary from document to 
do u . For purpo as of illustration here, w have 
' ridi d Cwi h n rrow) xamplas of "•" b•lQW th• 
n orm i n in "CT" and "•" QJl th• norm ·1 lin• in Lay 



Kee~ in ~ind that the visible fuzziness, the apparent broken 
qualities of . some of the letters, and occasionally the 
running-together of certain letter s which are cl ose to each other 
on the "CT" are 1 ar ,;,e l y due t o t he f a ct th a t we are 1 ooki ng a t a 
carbon her e and not an origi nal. As suc h, none of t hese apparent 
differ ences is a ny r e ason t o disc ount th e authen t icity o f the 
documen t . No r are an y o f the oth e r dif f erences which are 
,;ienera ll y c.,ttribL1table to e i t her t h e in her ent " looseness " of t his 
speci fic mach i ne a s descr t bed above, or, in man y cases, to th e 
~p e e d with which th e typ ist st ruc k the v ar i ous keys on e a ft er the 
other. 

The imp o r tant thi n g h ere is t hat both memos exhibit s o man y po i nt s 
in common t h a t i t s eems vi rtua ll y certai n t h e y we re both t yped i n 
Lay " s off i ce o n the same mac hine. 

MISCELLANE OUS PO I NTS : 

LACK OF SIGNATUrE 

As h a s al r e ady been not e d, the lack cf Cutler"s signat u re on the 
d ocume n t is a sup por ting element. Obviously Gen. Cutler c ould no t 
have signed a document in his office on July 14, 1954 a nd b e e n i n 
Eur ope at the same ti me. Thus, the fact that the docume n t bear s 
n o s i gna t ure does n o thing to discredit its authentici y. 

As to th e ques t i o n of whe t h e r the p r eparer should have signed i t 
in Cut 1 er ·' s name, perhaps thi s w~ done on the or i ,;,i nal, b L1t we 
h ave no way of know ing . I n any case, l ack of signat ures o n 
g ove rn ment me moranda of this t ype is not particular ly u n c ommon, 
Ther e ar e even other Cutler memos on file which h a ve been 
p repared i n this f a sh i on . 

THE DOCUM ENT IS A CARBON COPY 

Two po i n t s here. The f i rs t is the a lr ead y no ted possi bility that 
t he carbon wa s made f o r Gen . Cutl er " s i n f ormation upon his r~turn. 
The sec ond is th e f a ct t h a t t h e only connec tion between the "CT" 
a nd t h e U. S. Air For ce is th e fact th a t A.F. Ge n. Twining was the 
des ignat ed rec i pient o f i t. Yet i t s eems vi r tually cer tain t hat 
Tw i ni n ,;i v-mul d h ave r·ecei ved the or-iJ::U. na l , not a car bon. But it 
was t h e carbon wh ich was found amidst the f iles of t h e Ai r For c e 
Di rectorate of Inte lligence, and not the original . This would 
seem t o beli e those who have argued that Twining"s cop y ma y have 
i~ad vert a ntl y gotten mi xed in with other A.F. recor d s during the 
pr ocess of tr a nsferring thes~ to the Nationa l Ar c hi ves. 

Secon d ly , the f acts that tt,S' "CT" carbon was found in between 
file folders in Box 189, t hat it bore n o f ile or cpntrol number, · 
and that Shandera an d Mo o re were l iteral 1 y 1 ed to go 1 ooki n,;i for 
it are strong evi d e nce th at s omeone deliber a tely planted it there 
and that they were e x pec ted to find it. Indeed, it is such an 
innocuous bi t o f p a p e r (notice that UFOs are never mentioned 
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therein) that only someone aware of an interested in MJ-12 would 
have paid any attention to it. In 1985~ that was a small circle 
of people indeed-- at least on the outside. 

Thus the ques tion comes down to who planted i t. (The question of 
why is obvious: it was p lanted s o Shandera and Moore would find . 
it.> Logically speaking, that c arbon copy s hould have been in the 
NSC's files~ not the Air For c e' s . Conseq uen tl y , the most likely 
person to hav e planted it wou ld be someon e wit h direct access to 
the Nation a l Securit y Cou nci l 's most hi g hl y c l assi f i ed f i les. Who 
that someone migh t b e r emains an abso lute mystery. 

WR I TING STYLE 

Althoug h the writ i n ,;:_, s a mp+ e eviden ced in t h e " CT" i s too smal l t o 
perm it much i n the wa y of definitive analysis~ t he r e a r e sever a l 
points to be made h e re: 

(1) It i s i nt e resting to note that the the last senten c e/p a r a g rap h 
of "CT " read s very similarl y t o a phrase found in an a u t hen t i c 
Cutler memorand u m dated Jul y 13 1 19~i3. (28) Compare: 

J LllY 13 , 1953 Memo: "In ordet- to avoid c o mml.m i cation on th :is 
s ubject, it i s understood t h at i n the absence of con t r a ry 
word , your concurrence in the ~bcv e arrangements i s 
assumed." 

" CT" Memo: " Your concur r ence in the above chan,;:_,e of 
a rr a n ,;iements is assumed." 

Whil e debun ker s have argued that a hoaxer cou ld have f ound th e 
fir s t document and lifted this phrase fr o m it f or use i n the 
second , the r e s ul ts of t he typewriter ana l ysis belie t h i s p6int. 
On t hat basi s ~ the similarity of t hese t wo ph r ases can only be 
ta ken as f urther e vi d e n c e in f a vor o f th e doc ument ' s a uthenticity . 

( 2 ) Not e that the wor· d " during " is u n d e r 1 i ned f o r emphasis i n t he 
" CT" . While the u s e of unaler linin ,;:_, is; not par ticularly c ommon i n 
gov ernment memorand a ~ s e ~er a l ot her e x amples of James Lay 
memor anda have been d iscove red where i n u n der lining for e mph asis i s 
also displayed . One p a rt icu l ar l y inter e s t i ng e x am~ l e is a 
formerly Top Secr e t "Memo r·andum for the Na tional Security Counc il" 
dated June 14, 19 5 4 ~ i n wh ic h Lay has under l ined t he fo l lowin g 
sentence : 

"It is reque s ted tt1at --~ec:i a l. s ec: u ri t y prec a uti e n s be 
obser v ed in the hand l ing o f th e e nc los ur e s a nd t ha t 
ac cess to them be very st r ict ly l i mit e d o n an absolute 
n e ed - to- know basis." 

Clear ly Mr . Lay i-~ as ~fil:.Y". security consci ous, wh i ch may also 
e xpl n why the caveat ''TOP SECRET RES TRI CTED SECURITY 
INFOPMATimJ" is Ltnderlined at th e t o p ri,;iht of the "CT". <More 
on this l a ter.) 
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(3) Although there are no misspellings or grammatical errors, 
there is evidence <v~sible only on the original> that the typist 
did in fact make and correct one error during the course of typing 
the docume nt. Thi s o cc L1rs in the word "schedLtl ed" in line two of 
p aragraph ant-=, wher e un dernea th the fir s t " e " ther e appears to 
h ave been a "d" whi c h was typed a n d erased . 

(4) F i nal ly , note that the d a te as typed a t the top right is i n 
p roper c ivilian style, i n keep in g wi t h th e st y le c onsistent l y 
used by Mr . Lay . (To those pr oponen t s o f th e h oax hypothesis , why 
would a hoa:-: er ch o ose a n u nc ommon style t o create the " EB " and 
then ret u rn to a more comm o n style here?) 

CAVEATS: 

The only caveat on the "CT" is the yped "TOF· SECfi:ET RESTRICTED 
SECURITY INFORMATION'' which appears at the upper right. Neither 
th e pos itioning nor the l ack of any other caveat marking is 
par ticularly unLlSUc.,l for this type of :jocument. (Of COLl1rse, 
additional stampings or markings may have been placed on the 
o rig i nal , but there is no way of knowing that.) The use cf 
u nderlining suggests, but does not prove, the desire of the typ i s t 
to add a degree of emphasis to the label. 

While some have chosen to argue that there was no such caveat as 
"Top Secret Restric ted " in 1954 and that therf:for·e the documen t 
must be a fabrication, once again the resul s of the typewr i ter 
a na l y ~is override such a position. Clearly if t he doc ument is 
a uthentic, then the caveat thereon is also gen u i ne . Th is leaves 
several possibilities to be considered: 

(A) The caveat mi ,;:i._ht wel 1 be i nt€'?ndec.i to re21d "Top Secret " , 
"Restricted Security I nformation " . 

CB) It might mean " Top Secret " ,.,.~ith access " Res trictE-:d " a nd 
con t ainin,;i "Secur i t y In f orma t ion " . 

(C ) It cou l d be a specia l caveat l imited ~to u s e o n d o cuments 
pertaining to the MJ1 2-Specia l Stu d ies Projec t . Since we hav e no 
other such documen ts, t his is impossi bl e to kn o w. 

(0) It could si mply have been a n ~ r t if a ct o f h u ma n error. 
Pe r h ap s t h e typi st wa s b rief l y i n ter r u p t~d a t t hat poi n t and di d 
not p a y p r o per a t tenti on ta wh a t wa s bei n g typ e d . Everyone makes 
s u~ h occasional mist ak e s . 

CE ) We d o kn o w, as ev i den c ed i n a n Aug u s t 4 , 1954 d ocument 
d i s c o vered by Fr iedma n s t a mped " TOP SECRET TRANSMITTAL " C2 9) a nd 
i n a n Au gust 8, 1951 doc ume n t di scovered b y Moore wh i ch refer e nces 
both "TOP SECRET LOVE " an d " TOP SECRET 'f ECH " , (3(> ) th ,a t a dditiona l 
ca ✓eats ,.,.,ere someti mes c:tdded to the "Top Secret " i n that era. 
" TOP SECRET RES TRICTED " ma y s imply h a v e b een a nother such . 

I n any case, a rgu ment s to dismiss t ~e docume nt on this point are 
both sti l ted a nd ill c onceived . 



One final point of importance is the slash mark which runs from 
bottom left to top right across the caveat. This is in red 
pencil, and is entirely consistent with declassification marks 
found on other documents in the same file-- a fact which suggests, 
but does not prove, that the "CT" was either already in the file 
when the declassifiers went throug h it , or that one of the 
decl assifiers themsel ves pl an ted i t there (adding the mark so it 
would not be challenged). 

For those indi v id ual s who have s uggested Moore ' s comp l ici t y i n he 
affa i r~ note tha t the r e d s l ash , beginn i ng at lower lef a nd 
e n d ing in up per ri gh t ~ was made by a r ight-hand e d person . Someo ne 
who uses h is left hand ~ as does Moore, wou ld h ave p rod uced a mark 
beginning at l ower r i ght and endin g in up per l eft. 

***** 

c: D l"-1 C ··-·· 

This report represents the results of an in-dept investigati o n 
into an area which , up to this pain · in time, has been little 
touched by UFO researchers. The problem of assessing an d 
attempting to authenticate or repudiate questioned documents is 
one wh i ch encompasses a1reas of e::pert i se virtual 1 y unknown i n this 
field. UFO researchers, for the most part, are chasers of lights 
in he sky, purveyor s of fanttstic and often unsubs t an ti a ted 
tales, examiners of questioned photographs, ir t erviewers of 
witnesses, or collectors and compilers of data. Dealing with 
professional government agents and analyzing documents o f 
uncertain a uthentic ity i s beyond the c a pabilities cf most. 

Opinions a re chea p. Backing th e m up with hard data is where th e 
real work comes in. In the controversy aver the MJ-12 documents, 
some very big names in UFO research have spent a great deal of 
time express ing opinions. That was something they knew haw to do. 
The fact t hat those same individuals made pitifully few 
contributions to the body of knowledge on this subject, howe v e r, 
suggests t hat meaningful research into a problem of this ma gni t u d e 
and comp 1 ex it y was some thin,:;, thc=-2y did o_ot know how ta do. 

Neither d id we, at first. It was something we undertook to lear n 
sour pro ject progresse d . Th e materia l wh ic h appear s in the 

preceding pages is the resu l t of t hat e ff o rt . Our c onclusions are 
these : 

THE DOCUMENTS: 

(1 ) THE ELLSWORTH DOCUMENT: Di s information created as part of a 
count r intelli gence training exercise. Phoney. 

f2) THE liJCI TZ EL LETTER; An "anonymoL1s" letter officially created 
pr of a coun ■rin elli~ence oper~ti~n. Contains a small 
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amoLtnt of highly distorted "real" information mi.·ed in with a 
large amount of misinformation. 

C3> THE AQUARIUS DOCUMENT: An officially retyped version of a real 
AFOSI teletype message with a few embell i shments added. The 
document is a hybr i d of real an d d is inf o rma tion. 

(4) THE FRIEDMAN-OSI MEMORANDUM: Unque stionably a u hent ic~ a nd in 
light of t h e disc l osures made here i n concerning the circums ances 
of i ts or igi n , one of the most s ign i fi c ant UFO-rel a ed documen ts 
ever o f f i c ially released. 

(5 ) THE KIRTLAND DOC UME NTS: All unques ionably aut h e ntic e •cept 
the one dated 14 August 1980 CApp e ndi ,: E-1>, to which we a ss i g n a 
60½ probabili ty of au t hentici ty . 

(6) THE HILLTOP DOCUMENT: If genuine, th en · hose j n vo lved with it 
have d one a n excell en t job of maintaining secur'ty o n thi ma tter. 
If phon e y, t hen it is e:tremely cleverly done offici a l 
dis i n f o r mation, I n the final an lysis, oo close o c a 5 0 -50. 

(7 ) THE SO- CALLED CARTER DOCUMENT: Perh ps a re ype, rea r r an ged 
versi o n of n o t es either used to prepare or taken down duri n g a n 
official briefing; or perhaps an example of clever l y devised 
d isinformation. Our study of this particular document is st ill in 
process, hence t h e safest position to ake at thi~ poin i n time 
is no pos i tion at a 1 . Re sults will be published in an a d j unct 
rep o r t at a l ater d at e . 

(8 ) THE CIA MEMORANDA : I f MJ-12 e.cists as the super-sec r e t c ontrol 
group for the gov e rn ment ' s invo l vemen t with UFOs , an d · f t h e r e is 
ac t ually some s ort of on-going con t act with e~trat errestr ia l s a t 
tha t level, then thes e docume nts are very pr obabl y a ut hen t i c. On 
t he other hand , they could jus t as easily be a nother p iece of the 
c l ever l y devised rma tri x of UFO-rel a ted disi nforma ti on t h a t s eems 
to pervade this entire ar e a of resea r c h . Unfo r t u nat el y, there 
seems t o b e no way of ma ki ng an y r e li a bl e deter min a t ion about them 
shor t of u nmasking th e op e ration r esp o nsi bl e f o r their creation-­
s omethi n g we have no t b e en a b le to do up t o thi s point. The 
matter remai ns u nder s t udy , an d u n t i l we have sometbing more 
def i n i t ive to offe r a bou t it, the bes t position, once again, is no 
position at a ll . We s i mply don't know. 

(9) THE POLAND LETTER: Unque stion a bly authentic. 

(10) THE EISENHOWER BRIEFING DOCUMENT: This very controver s ial 
documen t has he l d u p well under an intense effor t to examine a1 i 
a spects of i t . If sub j e cted to an innocent-unti l -proven -gu i lty 
standard, a ver di c t of "au then tic " must be br o u ,~t,t in on 1 y because 
no evi d e nce has come to l ight which would sustai n a ny other 
c onclusion beyond reasonab le doubt. On t he other h a nd , if one 
a c c e pts th e argumen t that t h e documen t must be con s idered phoney 
until its authen ti c i ty is proved beyond that same standard of 
r easonabl e doubt , then obviously the cas e for the document is a 

102 



judgement call which rests in the hands of those assessing t h e 
evidence . In either process, great care must be taken to sort out 
and dismiss the great bL1l k of circumstantial and conjectL1ral 
material which has managed to accumu late arou nd and seriously 
cloud this issue . It is also import a nt to recognize and ignore 
the emotional tirades of uninfor med ~ self-appo i nted crit ics who 
have ~een fit to ma ke unwarr~n t e d ~ oft en i ll ogic al nd frequentl 
self-serv ing pron o unc e ments b a sed upon on l y a s ma l l par t o f the 
entire body of ev i den ce at h an d. 

With that in mi n d , we cone ude two s in~t possi 1 i ies here : 
Eit h e r t h~ do c ument is au hentic:, or i 1s an eK reme v 
s oph is t ica t e d (and in our opi~ion, probably official ) f a b ric ti o n 
c reated b y o ne or more unkno wn indiv1du 1 for purpose or purposes 
e qua ll y unknown. Wi h respect o P ch oft se. we give a va l u e 
of 75½ t o the like ihood that the dccumen. is au hen ic:, and 25% 
to th e possibili y tha i is a fa rication. 

Con cerning the second posyj ility, if hP documen is i fac an 
off i cia l fabrication (either domestic r foreign). it is not ou 
of th e question tat it was create m ny years b fore ' twas 
committed to fil m and" eaked" to aime hander-a. 

( 11 THE RUMAN MEMORANDUM : With the problem of signature eing a 
prime c:onsiderat io, as well as he imp□ -sibili y of e erm'ni ng 
whether the doc ument in hand was real y the original ''A tachment 
A" of the Eisenhower docL1ment or- a cle? ✓er fabrica ion subs itu·ed 
for- the orig inal, we are left to conclL1de that t e case for the 
document stands on somewhat weaker ground than the case f o r the 
companion Eisenhower document. 

With respect to he ruman signa ure~ it is ei her a n aut en ic 
signatur-e which bears a coincidentally close (indeed v ery c ose) 
resemblance to a known-to-be-au hentic Truma n signatur e on a 
known-to-be- authentic document, or i • is th e produc of a c l eve r­
penned ( Q.Q._ photocopied> f or9ery . BecaLlse no or · qi nal copy i s 
available ta us, i is impossible to make a fir m determ · n a t i an a s 
to which of the~e we positions rep r esents tr- u h . 

As for the documen t as a wh o l e, i is ei ther auth en t ic o r a well 
d one and v e ry pr ob l y o ff icia f a brication . We give a va l u e of 
35- 40½ fo r t he former possibi ity, and 60-65½ f a r th e l a t e r. 

(12 ) THE CUTLER-TWIN! G MEMORA DUM: Based upon the resu l ·s of the 
typewri t e r ana l ys i s , th e doc u ment i s almos t u n que s tionab y 
au th e n t i c. The only other possibili y is that a fabr-icato r 
obta in e d a vintage Remington t yp e wr i t e r- a nd p e rforme d the 

' v i r- t ua l ly imposs i b l e (31 ) f ea t of carefully altering it so that i t 
wou ld produce type strongly r-e s embling that of authentic: 
documents. Two points, h owever, speak out against this a~r e a d y 
unlikely c:irc:umstanc:e: ( AJ Why not att e mpt to duplicate documents 
produced by a typewr i ter l i n ked to Cutler himself, rather than one 
linked to James Lay ; or c on versely, if the document is a 
fabrication , why not simp l y put Lay's name on it rather than 
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attribute it to Cutler? CB) Why go to such lengths to produce one 
document and then not use a similar procedure to produce the 
others , or at least to produce others on the same typewriter whic h 
would tend to validate the first? 

All things considered, we con c l ude a 95%+ prob a bility th a t the 
document is genuine 1 and that i t was de l ibfrate l y p l anted i n the 
National Arch ive s by person or persons unknown who then 
systematic a l ly undertook to be sure that we would discover i t 
t h e re . 

. .. ooOoo.,. 
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