
Dear Paul tJL), 	 . 	12/31/73 

Is k73.Cor.34'Raymond G. Reele-;a.-1' 	1964 nonoadlerhead, no .classified to 1;31 
"Mr. Stern," whet I take to be Sam, there is referenoe to an !Attachment" and there seems 
to be none. All of this and each of the separate factors itemized interest me much. I 
write to get your ideas and any suggestions you may have especially about anything that 
you think, suspect or know may be relevant. 

To simplify this for you, I quote the two graft. The third is masked: 
"Following our conversation of last l'riday, I an attaching on a loan basis a copy if 

a small classified paper entitled: "A National Name Index Network." You will find it of 
interest, I am sure. 

"If,you are entereated in earlier references (footnoted), let me know infoisally. . 
Actually, they are not necessartkp for your appreciation of the piece but we would be 
happy to make them available if you desire." 

What followed next is his writing Stern 4/21/64 on a letterhead and with all kinds 
of non.stampablo classifications to attach an entiray tuzdescribed "dissemination" 
that really has to do with publication of books on the assassination and had an astounding 
dissemination 10 top spooks/sppokeries. There may be no connection. (73:36) 

What in the world is a "National Name Index Network?" This is not the same as what 
would interest me much, a national MOO index. But a network can include all sorts of 
other things that might be quite titilating. 

This is a fairly clear zeros, so I wonder that the file designations; upper right, 
are barely visible and entirely illegible. 

"In a loan basis" is underlined by hand. 
Why no letterhead? 
Why no claaalfioatien and no cancelling  of classification? 
Without it hew could this have been withheld to begin with and why was it? 
(Interestingly, the date stamp on 4/21 is 1961 which makes me wonder how that mistake 

could have been made if the days is advanced daily and nothing else is done.) 
His practise was to have the full identification of the addressee on his letters. 

Then why not on 4/1, not even Stern s full name? 
This sheet was stapled in all four corners. It ?? 

I assume Rocca expected Stern to have full understanding. Why mask anything for anyone 
else in the future? Why no letterhead, classification. etc.? 

This can relate to something not of WC interest in which Jim and I have a joint 
interest, so I am more than usually interested in what captures the eye in these ways. 

I began reading and filing from the top of this package the first time I had a few 
minutea. other worts are of higher priority here now. Yesterday we bad company for dinner. 
When they were late arriving I started to road more of the papers. I cam to this as they 
come to us and got no farther. If there is anything relevant farthur down I haven't gotten 
into it and donut know but I assume that it is more or less together, if the Regmab stuff 
seems not to be. Or the Nare..Patnitaky. I think I sent you much en both in 1967 or S.. 

For omi iasmaiiate purposes - and Jim and I have been discussing them on each of our 
recent se,tings - anything that can in any way have anything to do with either,e2Wausa,-; 
could be very helpful. 

I also find it interesting that Karamasines, who is Ileputy Director for Plans, not 
for intelligence, is the guy who does the mane holding straight publishing intelligence only. 
This makes me believe that the gathering of intelligence on assassination books was not a 
straight intelligenoe operation and that is provocative. Because of the US publishers Java.. 
ved, none of whom brought out the planned works, we have a handle for things in the future, 
JL please take note. Also that Boughton-Mifflin is "now doing two *official' books on Yresi 
dent Kennedy with United States Government backing.*??? (Nero I believe it is worthnoting 
that neither Buchanan nor Gem got any kind oi< 	sale I believe that Morrow reprinted.B. but 
I'm not sure. My copy is the second British printingjor the time of appearancer,bath 
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