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954 Cutler memo - A one-page meno on carbon copy paper

fron Robert Guedes, Spectal Assistant to President Eisenhower, to
General Nathan Twining. Source is the Air Force Intelligence file group
at the National Archives in Washington, D.C. the Cutler meno is the key
document to MSF's case Decause it is the sole piece of MJ~12 evidence

that could de traced to an official source. If this is genuine, then
in MJ-12.

there were aentioned in our last Just Cause, probleas arose early. In
telephone conversations with Eduard Reese of the Military Reference

Branch of the National Archives, CAUS learned thet while the memo mas
found in an Air Force Intelligence file box,several things were peculiar.

1) The security marking appeared in an unusual position, under

the date instead of on the top anc bottom of the page.
2) It was a carbon copy; unsigned and not the original.
3) It lacked the usual stamping, initials; etc.found on old

docurents.- &.

4) "It originallflacked a Top Secret register number, by which
the document ‘could be filed in a proper folder. Implication
was that it was not part of the original file group released
by the Air Force.

: More on #4, Reese said he received several requests for the
Cuter memo, probably as a result of an article by Bruce Maccabee in
the Noveaber/Deceaber 1986 issue of the International UFO Reporter.

The article by Maccabee was the earliest mention of the existence of

the Cutler weno, presumably given to him by Moore.

Reese was unable to locate the document until one of the reccests

(Reese couldn't remember who) included the Top Secret register nund:
of the file which contained the memo. Apparently sometime before,

someone had gone through the box with the Cutler memo, recorded tn:
register number of the file, then later submitted the request using
the register number (14-1846). Reese, finding the meno in the file,
mas puzzled that it lacked the number so assigned the file nunber 22
the document himself to allow it's re-location.

Moore and Shandera said they mere the first individuals to {>-
spect the boxes in 1985. In fact, the release authority at the Arcr-

ives, identified by the written notation on later copies (NND 857513),
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ale know register
{i why didn't he makea copyere eene) with a dated release of 1

dally" discovered and “officially
Why no mention of it by MSF before this year
our article in the December 1985 Just Cause, iy
public news and needed to be verified at that point? Why didn't MSFSonkice: dusiet cast peasant when we would have helped?

$0 sa an Archives visitor, not Moore or Friedsan,insisted that the meno be staped with the official National Archivesstamp on the front, contrary to Archives policy of stamping the backsOf documents. This certainly to guarantee the appearance of "off-ictality" when the 4s reproduced. Moore's first release of theeno is the front-stamped copy (Exhibit 8). , si
In the file T4-1846 along with the Cutler meno fs a withdraw)card for an “Air Intelligence Estimate 1/54." The original document

was Classified and dealt with Soviet aircraft. Question: Why would
the Cutler meno be filed in the same folder with a document on a
completely unrelated topic?

Upon visiting the National Archives on June 25th, this editor
had a chance to examine the Cutler meno original. It was in Box 189,
Records Group 341, Entry 262 The box was virtually empty except for
a few folders containing a small number of non-UFO documents and
folders with withdrawl cards. The box had been carefully scanned’
before declassification and most of the files were removed and re-
Placed with the cards. Question: Hom did the "Top Secret Restricted"
Cutler memo escape the obviously careful sanitizing of the box, though
MJ~12 was supposed to be of extrene sensitivity?

The meno itself was on delicate carbon copy, rice-type paper
with the typing in blue carbon impression and a red slash through
the security marking. The memo was remarkably clean looking with Little
sign of 33 years of wear and handling, except for a very slight age
browning around the four edges. A watermark, "DICTATION ONION SKIN;
Could be read and in smaller, less distinct letters a word looking
like "FOx," perhaps the manufacturer. Other marking was evident but
entirely unreadable.

Reese was in a quandry because, despite his suspicions about the
meno, he had to treat it as genuine. He expressed to this editor h
opinion that it wasn't genuine but, in lieu of a forger comin
it would be extrenely difficult to prove. I suggested that
be given an in-house analysis. The controversy was sure to
and an analysis might answer sone questions. Reese thought
good idea so mith that 1 thanked hia left.

While you are digesting this assault on your brain cells,
Exhibit 9, coming from the Assistant Director of the Eisenhoner
rary, give that institute's conclusions on the Cutler memo and ¥.

Finally, a "coup de grace" for the Cutler meno cane from the
Archives. Exhibit 10 is a disclainer now being sent to requesters of

the meno. It gives a 10-point list of reasons mhy they feel the Cut
Remo “poses problems.” The disclaimer {s signed by the sane individual
who was quoted in MSF's press release of June 11th as initially believ-
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