
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington
December 7,1952

Watchtower Bible and Tract Society
117 Adams Street
Brooklyn 1, U. Y.

Dear Brothers,

I have,just recently filled out my Qusetione^r and Conscientious

Objector form and sent them in. Now I am preparing affidavits in

support of my claims of "being a Minister and Conscientious Objector.

If you are still issuing Letters of Ordination to Bioneers I would

like to make request for one of these to file with my other Selective

Service papers.

Yours in Jehovah's Service,

Richard M Rawe



Selective Service No. 45-22-34-183
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington

A-e / /̂  19 < •*Selective Service System ' y -̂  -̂
Local Board No. 22
Chelan Co. Court House
Wenatchee, Washington

Notice Of_ Appeal

I wish to make this written notice of appeal of my classifica-
tion. Die reason I feel my classification should be IV-D instead
of 1-0 is because I am primarily an ordained minister of religion,
(measuring up fully to the requirements of the law in order to
receive such a classification) and secondly a conscientious objector.
The reason I made the claim of conscientious objector is because I
have conscientious objections to training and service in both combatant
and non-combatant service because of my status and duties as a full-
time ordained minister.

If the Board does not -wish to change my classification to IV—D
after considerning this statement them I wish to make this request:

Request For Personal Appearance

I wish to make request for a personal appearance Before the
Board to review my case.

If the personal appearance is necessary, then when you send
me the date when this meeting is to take place I would also like a
brief statement as to why the Board feels it can not give me a IV—D.

Sincerely yours,

Richard M Rawe



Selective Service Ho. 45-22-34
Box 1876
Grand Gouloe, Washington

Selective Service System
Local Board Ho. 22
Che Ian Co. Court House
Weoatchoe, Washington

Hotioe Of Appeal

I wish to make this written notice of appeal of ray classifica-
tion. Ihe reason 1 feel my classification should be IV-D instead
of 1-0 is because I am primarily a ordained minister of religion,
(measuring up fully to the requirements of the law in order to
receive such a classification) and secondly a conscientious objector*
Tho reason I made the. plaim of conscientious objector is because I
have conscientious drcT training and service in both combatant and
non- combatant service because of ray status and duties as a full-
time ordained minister.

If the Board does not wish to change my classification to IV-D
after_con8ider.nine this statement, then I-wish to- make_.this-r----- *» - - • iii- — ——--

Request For Personal AppeaVjaooe

I wish to make request for a personal appearance before the
Board to review my oase«

If the porsonal appearance is nedesT«a*)7yV then when you send
me the date when thia meeting is to take' place I would also like a
brief statement as to why the Board feels it can not give me a IV-D.

Sincerely-yoursi

Richard M Kawe



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, "Wash.
June 9, 1953

Selective Service
Local Board No,22
V?enatchee,. Wash* _ ., -

Dear Sirs

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter to the State
and'National'Directors requesting them to take an appeal
to the President in my Behalf. Please include these 2
letters in any file.

I also want to ask 'the local Tsoard to delay any father
action in my case untill the Director1s have acted on my
request,

5here are inclosed also in this letter 5 other letters
from different persons stating how they view me in relation
to my ministry. Please include these S other letters in
my file also»

*- • • Siacerely yours,,

Hichard M Bawe

Encsurest 7



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.

lO 1953

-General Xewis. 3. Har-shay . _.. _ . - " - - - ... .,
Director Of Selective Service
Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Sir:

I would like to request you to request my local
draft board to reconsider the classification of 1-0
they gave me and determine whether a classification
of IV-D should be given.

Their adress lei Selective Service, Local Board Bo.
22, Chelan Co. Court House, Wenatchee, Washington.

_ft-
1 believe that in view of tho fiacts that I gave you

qpy *G
in my previous letter this request mil be substantiated.

Thank you for your kind consideration.
j

Sincerely yours,

Richard JS Rawe



(Copy of)
Local Board Meeting
Jan. 5, 1954

Hawe, Richard, M. 45-28-54-183

After postponing doscision of above registrants case, the local board at the
direction of the State Director, reopened and considered anem,the classification,
end "because there was no substantial change in the registrants status since
consideration fif case by the Presidential Appeal Board, the decision of that
board -was affirmed and registrant continued in I-A classification.

.Florance W..Allen
Asst, Clerk



Amended Minutes Local Board Meeting

January 5, 1954

Rawe, Richard Martin- 45-22-34-183

Complying with the request of State Director dated January 20,1954
Local "̂ oard makes these amended and epanded. minutes of the January 5,1954
meeting for the purpose of informing those who maybe concerned with the
reasons for action taken at said meeting.

B

In compliance with the State Director's request of December 1, 1953
the local board reopened the classification of the above registrant and con-
sidered it anew, using as a guide the Supreme Court decision in the case of
Dickinson vs United States.

The registrant's principal claim is for classification as a minister
of religion. Information submitted b y the registrant in support of this claim
was carefully studied to determine whether he is the leader of his particular
relicrious organization, as referred to in the Diclrinson case. He is a. memDer
of the Ephrata congregation or company of Jehovah's Witnesses, In his seven-
page stannary of informantion, sworn to b y him on November 30,1953? he states
he has been assigned the duties of "Territory Servant and Theocratic Ministry
School instructor in Ephrata, Wash. Congregation of Jehovah's Witnesses". In
a letter dated Jene 7, 1953, Clifton Webb, who identifies himself as "Congre-
gation Servant" states "the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society recognizes him
As Assistant Congregation Servant ~nd Theocratic Ministry School Servant to the
Ephrata Congregation of Jehovah's Witnesses". In an undated letter received
b this local board on June 11, 1953> Laurence L. Woodall, who identifies him-
self as "Company Servant of Grand. Coulee Company of Jehovah's Witnesses", states
"At present he Biolds the servant's position of School servant with the Ephrata
Washington company of Jehovah's Witnesses'1. In a letter dated June 7, 1953
Verne D. Woodall, who identifies himself as "Assis. Cong. Servant, Grand CouLee,
Wash", states "He has been appointed by the Watchtower Bible and Tract Soc. as
Assis. Congregation Servant and Theocratic Ministry School Servant in th
Ephrata, Wash. Congregation of Jehovah's Witnesses". The file contains seven
other letters from persons not identified as having official positions in the
organisation, whose addresses are shown as follows: one from Ephrata, one
from Spokane, one from Coulee Dam. one from Electric City, and three from
Grand Coulee. The file does not contain a document or a copy thereof issued
by the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society or any official of Jehovah's Witnesses
identifying the registrant as having been appointed to the principal position in
any congregation or company of Jehovah's Witnesses.

The local board's conclusion is thct the registrant has submitted
voluminous evidence that identifies him as.having spent a large amount of time
in the activities of the religious organization of which he is a member» bat
that his induction would not "leave a congregation without a cleric" in the
words of the Dickinson decision.

The local "board also noted that the registrant, in his own hand, in
Item 25 'of Report of Medical History (Standard Form 89) completed ty him at the



Amended Minutes continued, Page

Armed Forces Examination Station, Seattle, Washington, on August 27,1953,
"wood working" as his usual occupation.

shoved

The local "board has not sought information from other sources to
contradict or controvert the registrant's claims. He has had ample opportunity
to submit evidence which would fully establish his eligibility for classifica-
tion in Class IV-D. The information he has submitted falls short of convincing
the local board that in the light of the definitations in Section 16 of the Act
the registrant is other than an active lay person who has feiven evidence of
considerable devotion to the tenets of his religious belief.

Consideration was also g/ven to the registrant's claim of being
conscientiously opposed to participation in war in any form. In attachments
made a part of his Special Form for Conscientious Objector (SSS Form No. 150) ljft

The registrant subscribes to the belief that Jehovah's Witnesses will fight W 'V
under certain circumstances and that they will fight in defence of their -=—7a*A
ministry anrl frfapir brothers. The local board does not believe that vM&̂ M&e

this is
objection to war in any form. It was also noted that when the

local board granted this registrant classification in Glass 1-0 he appealed
to the appeal board from that determination, and that when the appeal board classi-
fied the registrant in class 1-0 he requested the Director of Selective Service
and the State Director of Selective Seirvice to appeal to the President in his
behalf from that classification. The local board fails to see how it could
classify the registrant in Class 1-0 when he has indicated his dissatisfaction
with that classification on two separate occasions end exercised a statutory
right in appealing to the appeal board against that classification when it was
made b y the local board.

The local board therefore voted, in view of the above, that the
registrant be classified in Class I-A.

(signed)
Jaines A. O1 Connor
Chairman



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, "Wash.
Jan. 12, 1954

Selective Service System
Local Board Ho. 22
Wenatcheo, Washington

Dear Sirs:

Please put in ny file the enclosed HOTICE OP APPEAL TO APPEAL BOARD and
the notes I took on the "Proceedings of Personal Appearance Before Local
Board So. 22, Dec. 1, 1953"

Sincerely yours.

Richard M. Rawe

l̂̂ Ŵ VV- *%V»W^

3̂C? s4**0?s~

STswyfa-^/>^—



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington
Jan. 12, 1954

Bayden C. Covington
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, H. Y.

Dear Brother Covington ,

On Jan. 7, 1964 the Local Board aent me annotice of classification card that
me that the board has deoieded to continue me in class I-A.

Enclosed please find a copy of the EOTICB OF APPEAL TO APPEAL BOARD and
copies of the nicn&es of the two board meetings for your file.

As soon cs I receive the classification frojs the Appeal Board I mil send
this inf creation to you.

Your brother,

Richard M.







Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.
Jan. 12, 1954

Selective Service System
Xooal Board So.22
Wecatohee, Washington

SGHCS OF APS8AL TO APPEAL BOARD

I viah to have sy I-A classification charged to 1V-D. I believe that
recent court decisions and the evidence In ̂  file will support my claim to
a IT-D classification. I believe the reason why the local board did not
classify mo TIT-D is because of the age at which I wae ordained and bo cause
of the Earch 9,1953 decision in the Dickinson case, which ia|cow reversed*
Ihese points were raised ia a Ifetter to cue froa Charles St. Toynbee, Deputy
State Director, on June 11, 1953, he said, M Tour letter states that a
dbcuinent you have submitted to the loo&l board shows tbftt you were" "ordained
in a publio ceresony on September 20, 1952". At that tiiae you were approxim-
ately 8 years of age. In a recent case before the "united States Court of
Appeals for the JSinth District, (Dickinson vs U.S.) a decision was handed
down on Sarch 9, 1953. It it the Court pointed out the position of the
draft board when confronted with a situation which required that it give
the appellant' a claia rather careful scrutiny., 2he entire language of that
certain portion of the Court's decision and the result of the consideration
given to your case by your local beard and fy the Appeal Board, Appear to
be consonant.11 *

I would like to point out that tha Selective Senrioe Segulations provide that
it is the persona status at; the tine of his classification that deter tain as
what his classification shall be. Regardless of the age at which I began ray
ministry i&ere is nothing to show not that I am aaoir a minister and entitled
to such a classification.. (For noro information on this see pages 3,4 of the
seven page report I left'with, the board on Dsc.l, 1953) I believe the Supreme
Court backs me up in this regard when it oaid ii Its majority opinion on the
Dickinson cases "2hat the ordination, doctrines, or oanner'of preaching that
his sect employs diverge froa the orthodox and traditional is .00 concern of
ours; of course the statute does not purport to iinpose a test of orthodô 0̂

( Enphasis addsd).

Hr. Toynbee applied the rezults of the Sarch 9, 1953 decision of the Dickinson
case to â  ease. On Hovember 30, 1953 the Supreme Court of Ihe United States
reversed this decision* The ijaportant points in the Dickinson case are
ooseonant with n̂ r case. Dickinson is a fiill tisie "pioneer miniater", I am too
Said tiiofcCourts "Iho principal and decisive issue before us is -whether there
-was a basis in fact for denying Dickinson' s claiis to a ministerial exeaiption
under Sec. 6(g|̂ of the Onivorsal laiitary frftiainrj and Service Act," Jh
found that there was no bacic for denying Diokineon1 s claim to miziiaterial
exemption.

If there be any doubjr as to whether I as now a ptSbneer canister inquiry can
be made to the Watchtower Society.

Sincerely yours,

Richard K. Bawe



LA.W OFFICES

HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
121 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN I. N. Y.

January 15j MAIN 5-124O

Richard M. Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee,
Washington

Dear Brother Rawe:

Thank you very much for your letter of
January 12, 195̂ .> informing me as to your present
draft status.

Since the local "board reopened and reconsidered ,/
your classification you should have requested a per-
sonal appearance in the usual way. In your letter
you say that the classification card was mailed
January 7, 195^- Therefore the request should have
"been filed within ten days. However, since you have
filed the notice of appeal your file will be sent
to the appeal "board and in turn reviewed and referred
to the Department of Justice for an appropriate
investigation and hearing and recommendation as to
your conscientious objections to participation in war.

Did,you prepare a writiiejr_si3mro.aj2y_̂ L-the per-,
sonal appearance"?This suggestion is found on page
rf̂ oT̂ the Booklet "Procedure for Jehovah's Witnesses
under Selective Service." Since December 18, 1952,
it has been the responsibility of the registrant to
prepare the written summary of the oral evidence : . .
presented at the personal appearance. I make mention
of this because of the summary prepared by the clerk
of the oral information presented to the local board
on December 1, 1953- Actually, according ;to the law,
you were not afforded a personal appearance at that
time, since such appearance must follow a reopening
of a classification, not just preceding the reopening.

However, if the information in the summary by
the clerk is correct then and it was a personal
appearance, you should have prepared a written
summary of the oral evidence and outlined all the
information that you presented which would support



Richard M. Rawe
January 15, 1954: Page 2

the ministerial position that you are claiming and
which has not been stated elsewhere in your file.
Such information is always prepared for the benefit
of the appeal board when considering the registrant's
classification. Otherwise he-is denied the benefits
of a full and fair hearing.

In the event that the classification by the
appeal board is unfavorable you should follow the
suggestions on pages 24 through 27 of the Procedure
booklet.

Please keep me informed of the developments
in your case,

Your brother.

HCC:fb

; ff i-



Resume of the Investigative .Report

- Ret Richard Kartin naire

Conscientious Objector

Registrant's fattier vas interviewed and he advised that his
son had been employed on a part-time basis for the paat three
years in the informant's lumber mill at Grand Couleej Wefeblngton.
The informant continued that registrant hadbeen -working in this
capacity three days a "week and it was noted- that he devoted the
remainder of the week to the performance of his ministerial
duties in the Watchtofwer Bible and Tract Society.

; one interviewee in Miles City, Hontanaj -vsho is 'an ordained
minister in the Jehovah *s Witnesses organization, stated that he
had Imoim the registrant since 1948. According to this inter-
viewee registrant had received instruction in the teachings of the
Watchtower Bible and Tract Society since early childhood and there
•was no reason to question the registrant's bona fide affiliation
with this religious sect*

Registrant and other members of his family have resided for
many years in Grand Coulee -, Washington * Persons -who "ware inter-
viefwed stated that registrant ^as a hard -worker and they de-
scribed him aa a conscientious student. He and his family are
-well regarded in the Grand Coulee, Washington araa. Former
instructors advised that registrant -would not salute 1she flag or
enter into social or athletic events while a high school student.
His refusal to do so naa based upon his religious training and
convictions. Associates of the registrant in the Jehovah*s
"Witnesses organization and references said that he -was an active
and devout member of the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society and
they had no reason to question the sincerity of his professed
religious convictions. One church official said that registrant
•was presently serving as the Theocratic Ministry School conductor
and it was further noted that registrant Tta.3 holding the office
of Bible Study Servant* Several interviewees explained that

'THIS COPY TO BE FORWAFBED BY HEARING
OFFICES TO ESsiSARAill WI.H H01ICE •
OF HEARING : • .



- 2 -

registrant -was also classified as a "pionsern minister and in this
capacity he -was required to devote at least one hundred hours a
month to the performance of public church duties'.- Credit and
criminal records are negative. ,

prepared i March 22, 1954



909 Paulsen Building

Spokane 1

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
WASHINGTON, D. C.

NOTICE OF HEARING

Washington April 20,

(City)

Richard Martin Rawe

(Name of Registrant)

Box 1576

(State)

1 Grand Coulee .Washington
(Street Address) (City) (State)

You are hereby notified that "before the undersigned Hearing Officer at

Room 334 Federal Building Riverside Ave. & Lincoln Street
(Room) (Building)

Spokane
Washington

(City) (State)

(Street Address)

f at 10:00 A. M,
(Hour)

o'clock on May j 19 _ , a hearing^ at vhich you are
(Month) (Day)

requested to "be present, will be held "by the Department of Justice to consider

your claim to exemption from training and service under the Universal Military

Training and Service Act by reason of your alleged, conscientious objection to

participation in war in any form.

? Hearing Officer
Special Assistant to the Attorney General



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.
April 23 ,,1354

C»
I 124 Columbia Heights

Brooklyn 1? K. Y.

Dear Brother Covington,

In your last latter to me of Jan. 15,1954 you asked the question:
"Did you prepare R written suuraary of the personil appearance?" I
would like to inforin you that I dad and also tha-': I seat a copy of it
to the local "board (registered letter, return radoipt requested)
and this copy is now in my file.

% caso has tasn referred to the Department of Justice and from
Feb. 20 to Iiferch 22,1954- an agent of the P. B. I. was making an
investigtitioB of me talking to every one. On April 33,1954 I received a
notice from the hearing officer that the hearing would "be held on
May 4,1954 at Spokane Wash*

I will continue to follow the suggestiSns on pages 19-23 of the
Frocedare booklet and keep you informed on developments.

Yours in Praising Jah,

Hi chard M. Rawe



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash*
April 23, 1954

Harry T» Davenport,
Special Assistant to the Attorney General

Dear Sir?

Received your notice of Hearing and Instructions, also Hcstmie
of the Investigative Report.

I note the date of the Hearing has been sst for lOrOO A.M.
May4,1954. Jehovah's Witnesses are holding tfasir assembly in
Spokane May ,77,9, IS 54. I v:ould like to make the request tha>t;jif
possiahle, the hearing date be set at "Bay §fr7, praf srabljEKFriday,
I£ay 7, 1964. Thin vrould save an ê xtra tr̂ f̂fird expenses not only
for se but also for any witnesses Î p?' have to testify in support
of ray claim. If the hearing date ctfSfhrot be changed I Tri.ll be glad
to come on May 4,1954. Please notify me as soon as possiatl© -when
and if tho hearing can be changed.

In reading over the Resume of the Investigative Heport I noted
that there was no unfavorable evidence. I would liks tajkks the
iwaast that if there is any unfavorable evidence in the Jtatire
1-nvestigative Report that you would please inform mo of this.

Sincerely yours,

Hichard M.

^



909 Paulsen Building
Spokane 1, Washington
April 26, 1954

Mr. Richard M. Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.

Dear Mr. Rawe:

Pursuant to your letter of April 23, 1954,
the hearing upon your claim to exemption from training
ani service under the Universal Military Training and
Service Act by reason of your alleged conscientious
objection to war in any form, is continued from May
4, 1954, to May 7, 1954, at Room 334 Federal Building,
Spokane, Wash.

Yours truly,

Hearing Officer
Eastern District of Washington

HTD:am



Substance of Hearing Before
Hearing Officer

Eastern District of Washington
(Barry T; Eavanport)

Bay 7, 1954

Searing «as started bv hearing officer leaking refferenee to letter of appeal
•Kiat^I had, writtoa and -which, was contained ia my file which he had before hisu

•••-££&£d îi3:£;:-T7ar0 :aade by registrant as to present clasifioatIonfl-A, classification
appealed for, 1V-D, date of birth, ffiay 10,1934, the nutral stand taken oy Jehovah's
witnesses, HtssioaRry assignxsent I hold in Bphrata, Washington, and sy position
c. noEi-coiribantant service, all "pioneers" of Jehovah's witnesses heing Bull- time
ministers and seeking SV-D. All of this was in rosponce to questions asked by hearing
officer.

Questions were next asked as to howsany of Jehovah's witnesses there ^ere at
Grand Coulee, (24) and I was asked to naaae the different servant positions la the
congregation and what each, of their duties were, which was done. Questions were
askad and answered eo to Congregation Oommittae.

In responce to questions the difference botwsen a Pioneer and a Congregation
Publisher was explaiaod. Also number of Witnesses at Bphrata(l8), and servant
positions X am holding which, are, Bible Study Servant, Theocratic Ministry School
Servant, Territory Servant, and Area Study Conductor. Bfore statements -were o»de as
to 'tissa spent and activities of the pioneer work I am doing.

Discussions oia where; I live, what -work I do, compensation derived, and other
questions as to standard of living were asked and

Questions next usere asked as to what occasioned ay missionary work in Sphrata.
li: -was n^ assignaent there b^ the Watohtoser Society upon the acceptance of ffigr
application to oe a pioneer „ At; -toe time t started there there was no active group
•which there is now^ Application for a Congregation were made to the Society in
October, 1952, I started to pioneer there May lr 10S2. The Society has assiipaffld
the Bphrata Cougregatioii surround lag towns and rurals ^riiioh I am also working.

After a discussion of the "Certificate For Pioneer" a discussion follonmd
on the acceptability of a 1-0 classification in which it was pointed out that I
was a conscientious objector as well as a .minister and that sed-feion 1625.2 of
the Selective Service Regulations states that a registrant shall be placed in
one or store of the classes listed and that he shall be placed in the lowest
class for which he is determined to b« eligible. The Dickinson case was also
pointed to agt substantial backing; for a 17-0.-

Srs. B. C. (fcreon of Electric Ci-ty, Wash* was presented as a witnesses
and testified that all that I had said waa true and that she knew of no
reason to doubt c^ sincerity and conviction a., She stated she had known 300 fros
childhbod* Sirs. Green also took notes on the hearing Xor UK*.

With this "fchs hearing ended,
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Box 1576
Grand Coulee , Washington
Hay 10, 1954

Hayden C. Covington
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1,. N. .T.

Dear Brother Covington,

Please find enclosed a copy of "Substance of Hearing"
the letter to the Attorney General, and a letter to the*
local board requesting these to "be put in my file.

She date of ny hearing was changed from Kay 4,1954,
at my request, to May 7,1954 because we kad our circuit
assembly at that date in Spokane and would sava on expenses.

3here was no adverse or unfavorable evidence and
the hearing officer seemed to be very nice.

In the event .that the appeal "board dose not give me
a IV-D, and is unanamouB, I will again write letters to
the Btate and National Directors of the Selective
Service, as* mentioned on pages 24-25 of the Procedure bit. ,
unless you advise

In witting to the Directors* would you suggest that,
in giving reasons "why they should appeal to the president
for me, I should mention the Dickinson case as well giving
the reason of doing it Tin the national interest or uecessa'rjtjr
to avoid an injustice"? Would you suggest I put strong ^
emphasis on the Dickinson case?

continue to keep you informed on developments .



Box 1576
6rand Coulee, "Bfashlngtoa
Kay 10,.1954

Selective Service System
local Board Bo. 22
Wenatohee, Washington

Dear Sir:

Please put in ay file «H«n it is returned to you the
oncloused oopi©e of 4&# "Subatanoe ofHearing" and the
letter to the Attornay Oeserol. Thank you.

Sincerely yoors.



LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. C O V I N G T O N
124 COUUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN 1, N. Y.

June 13, 1956

MAIN B-12.4O

Mr; Richard Rawe
Box 1576
G-rand Coulee, Washington

Dear Brother Rawe:

The hearing officer is correct—he is not permitted
to give out the FBI report.

However, the request should be made for it anyway.,
even though you will not get it. That way^ the request is
in your file and it may be useful at a later date.

Your brother3

HOC:gh



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.
June 11. 1956

Hayden G. Covington
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, New York

Dear brother, . .

Recently my brother (William Dale Rawe) had a hearing before
the Department of Justice. In following the 'new procedure1
he ask for the entire F B I report even though the was no
actual adverse evidence in the suimiary.
it they sent the. enclosed letter.

Instead of receiving

I have not yet received notice of. my hearing but it may
be held soon so would like to know the following information
in order to be prepared for it.

I feel it is necessary to have both complete F B I reports
(I have been investigated twice) contained in my draft file
because of the large amount of favorable evidence. Especially
the second report because it gives a 'favorable testimony1
from those not wittnesses such as back-calls and Bible
studies I have been conducting. Would it be proper to insist
on both reports?

Is it true he is 'not permitted to1 give this complete
F B I report or have it put in the file?7 If not, how should
I attack this problem in writting to him for the reports?'

Thank you for your consideration of. these questions on
proper procedure.

Your brother.

Richard Rawe

'Enclosure1:?'



( Copy )
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

.909 Paiklsen Building
Spokane 1, Washington
April 24, 1956

Mr. William Dale Rawe
BOX 15B6 " / . . "
Grand Coule0, Washington

Dear Sir: / .

I have received your letter of April 20, 1956,
requesting that I supply you with' the Federal Bureau of
Investigation report. 1 have to^advise that I am not permitted
to do BO . • i - '.

Receppt of your other/, letter of the same date,
requesting that the Department of Justice send to the
Appeal Board a copy of the Resume' and the Hearing
Officer 1̂, s report, is also acknowledged.

i;
Yours truly,

(signed)

Harry T. Davenport
Special Hearing Officer
Eastern District of Washington

HTDrAM



Summery of hearing before hearing officer, April 30, 1956

Do you have a brother who was here for a hearing about a year ago?

Yea, I beliove it was about a year ago.

How many are there in your family besides yourself?

My brother, mother, and father.

Is your brother still doing ministerial work in Ephrata?

Yea.

You received your first classification while you were still in school, wjd-ch was
1-3 until your graduation?

¥«** Yea.

Then you were classified I-A? Yes. Have you ever has any other classification? No.

What is the basis of your conacfeihtious objections?

The basis of iqy conscientious objections is my conscience trained "by the Bible.

Yes, "but what are the reasons for your conscientious objections?

One reason why I have conscientious objections to participation in was in any
form is because sharing in was means taking human life without authorization from
Jehovah; that means it is murder, which, of course, is condemned by the Bible.

Another reason Why I have conscientious objections to participation in war
in any form is because i£ involves the use of cannal weapons, which also is condemned
by the Scriptures. The says that a Christians are not carnal.

By carnal weapons you mean* fleshly weapons?

Yes, weapons such aa knives, guns, bombs, planes, etc.

— - Another reason why I conscientiously object to participation in war in any
form either as a combatant or noncombatant is because to do so would mean that" ~~
I would be a part of this world, and the Bible says that a Christian should
be no part of this world.
Another reason is that I would be giving to Caesar, of a worldly government
what belong only to God, and the Bible says that a Christian should give to
Caesar what belongs to Caeaar, but to give to God what belongs to God. £aesar
can't give me life; that comes only from Jehovah, ao I must not give my
life to any earthly government, but only to God. The same ia true of worship,
fear, and allegiance:.they belong only to Jehovah.
Another reason is that if I would participate in war in any way, thereby killing
some of my brothers in the organization, Ijwould be causing, a division in the
organization, and the Scriptures say that one of the things that God hates,
the thing that is any- abomination to him, is he who causes a division among
brothers. " /'
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Another reason* is that participating in wau in any form, either as a com-
batant or a noncombatant, would constitute an act of treason against God's
kingdom. The Bible speaks of Christians as ambassadors, for the kingdom; if
a worldly ambassador were to forsake the cause of the country he was represent-

H ing and join thete ftort** country fcf to which he was sent, it would be treason,
the same is my position as an ambassador for God ' s kingdom: if I would take
up the cause of any *tt.fltt- country on earth, it would be an act of treason
against the kingdom of God. This is true because all nations are opposed to
the kingdom. The Bible says that the whole world is lying in the po-arer of
the evil one, Satan, who is opposed to Jehovah.. And Jesus said that his
kingdom is no part of this world.

Is this country opposed to C-od! Q kingdom?

7ost this country along with all others are opposed to God's kingdom. They
show this by refusing to recognize the kingdom and Jehovah1 s witnesses as its

ambassadors. They show this by their treatment of Jehovah's witnesses.

But hasn't the government recognized Jehovah's witnesses as ministers and given
them the same rights as ambassadors?

No, it hasn't recognized all of Jehovah's witnesses as ministers, only some of them,

But haven't you people been given the same rights as other religious groups?

We havent bean given those rights with as little trouble as others;; it's been
only after long and costly coufct battles. No other organization has had to
go through as much as we have.

Where are you ^employed at the present?

I have a business of ny OTHQ. in Moses Lake, a tree service business.

Are you married? . Ho.

Is there a congregation of Jehovah's witnesses in Koses Lafefe? Yes. Do you
holjj any position in that congregation? No. Do you engage in the work there?' 'Sfes,
Do you conduct any of the congregation meetings or home Bible studies? No.
You mentioned that you engage in the work, selling magazines, books

Our work is not selling. You take money for it don't you? Not necessarily;
sometimes we give our literature away frea when a person cannot afford to pay for
it. Well, but when you stand on street with your magazines, you expaot people to-
pay for them don't you? Not necessarily.
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Did your mother train you as one of Jehovah's witnesses? She tried to.

Has your father even opposed you in this regard? No.

What are your plans for tho future?

I plan to enter the pioneer, or full tiiaa, service aome tirao this year. It
will probably bo about the same time aa does Mr. Butler, who is my partner
in the tree service business.

Is Mr. Butler one of Jehovah's witnesses? Yes. How old is he? I don't know exactly,
but I guess about in his thirties.

Are your conscientious objections baaed primarily on the matter of how you spend
your time?

They are not based on that primarily, but that Is one of the reasonsj if I
would devote ray tins to anything else, I would be breaking a vow to Jehovah, in
which I have vowed to give him everything I have, money, time, energy, etc.

Then you have no intention of going back to work in your father 's sawmill? Ho.

Does this change in your career and moving to Moses Lake indicate any difficulty
between you and your parents? None whatsoever.

"What is your belief about the use of force? Under what circumstance would you use
force?

% belief in the use of force is determined by the Scriptures. I would use
it only when God permits it to be used., such as to defend my brothers, meetings,
preaching, myself, and my property.

What about to defend your country?

Tfo, T woixlAn'-t -nn«« ifranrAe to defend any country*
it's forbidden by the Bible, Where does the Bible forbid it? It forbids it
whan it says that a Christian is not to murdor, not to be a part of ~ this wor^ld,— -
not to give to Caeaar what is God ' s , and those other things that I've
already mentioned.

When did you begin attending the meetings? About 1950. How old were you thonfe
About 12 or 13. Hhen were you baptized? On Oct. 28; 1951,

You have said that instead of t*>*ifcftt4n*; non- combatant service you would perform
civilian work only if it is exactly the kind you want, work for the Watch-tower Society^.
To do that wouldn't you have to go to Brooklyn? "Hot nocsosarily. What 1-fc I mean
by work for the Watchtower Society is the piSneer service.

Isn't this being rather arbitrary? Since my eternal destiny is involved, I have
to be arbitrary^ You're not in the fulltime service now are you? No, but anytime I
see that I can stay in it the longest, then I will; but if I agreed to any other work
I would not be able to enter the fulltime service anytime I want to,



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.
April 2/1957

Hayden G. Coving-ton
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, B. Y. ' :

Dear Brother Covington,

In having my Income Tax prepared the question arose as to
wheather my ministerial expenses oovlld be deducted as a
business expense or only as a contribution -which would have
a 20 % limit, - . '

We considered.tha letters as per December Ifi-ih Kingdom
Ministry but to them ife didn't seem clear enough especially
as to the conclusion drawen .from th*) ruling by the federal
government as to the^depreciation 9n the automobile.'

Enclosed please find a copy off'incoire tax return which
may be of help in considering this matter. Please return .
Any help on the above would appreciated.

As to my draft case, nothing has been done since the
F. B. I. investigated me the second time in Kov. of 1955.
I am still awaiting a hearing before the hearing officer
•which it looks like would be the next logical step.

Viith you in telling the good news from day to day.

Your brother,



LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. C O V I N G T O N
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN 1, N. Y.

April 4, 195?
MAIN S-12-5O

Mr. Richard Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee., Washington

Dear Brother Rawe:

Returned to you herewith is the copy of your 1956
income tax return. Since you are a pioneer., the ministry
is your vocation., and you can therefore count your minis-
terial expenses as expenses rather than contributions.

If you were a part time minister^ a congregation
publisher, then you would have to list them as contribu-
tions "because the ministry would not be your vocation.
But since the ministry is your vocation you can count
your expenses and also the depreciation on the car as an
expense from your business which is the ministry.

When something develops in your draft case., remember
to keep me informed. Since you have been pioneering going
on five years now it is ridiculous that your ministerial
claims have not been recognized.

Your brother,,

HOC:gh



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington
May 2, 1957_

Hayden C. Covington
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, H. Y.

Dear Brother Covington,

If it is possiable please send me two copies of the
Patq opinion as 1 would like one for my personal file.

Since sy file has been in the hadds of the Appeal
Board since August of 1955 and no action has been taken
except that the F. B. I. inristagated again, would you
suggest that I aend a copie of the Pato opinion to
the Local draft board and request them to send it on to
the appeal board or should I waite untill the appeal
board makes a deeicion, -when ever that will be, and then
send it to the Local board?'

Your brother,



UAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. C O V I N G T O N
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN 1, N. Y.

May 8, 1957

MAIN 5-I24O

Mr. Richard Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington

Dear Brother Rawe:

Enclosed are two Pats opinions that you requested.
There is no point in filing them now, because they will
not be forwarded to the appeal board. Hold them until
you receive the recommendation of the Department of Jus-
tice to the appeal board. Then when you answer the
recommendation, you can use them.

The only thing that you can do is remain in the full
time service enjoying the blessings of that activity, until
the Department of Justice finally comes through with a rec-
commendation. When you receive it you will have 30 days in
which to answer it. Send it to me immediately upon receipt
and I will give you some suggestions for replying to the
appeal board concerning it.

Your brother,

HCC:gh
Enclosures



September 9, 195? Board No, 22
Sept. 11, 1957

'Chelan Co. Court House
Wenaichee, Washington

Director of Selective Service
State of Washington
State Armory
South Tenth & Yakima Streets
Tacoma 5, Washington

Re:: Richard Martin Rawe, SSN W-22-3U-183
Conscientious Objector

Dear Sirt

pursuant to the request of our Department dated August

20a 1957j the selective service file in the captioned case is returned

for further prosessing/

Very truly yours,

WILLIAM B. BANT2
United States Attorney

GG
Ends.

cc: Conscientious Objector Section
Department of Justice
Washington 25, D. C.



Washington State Headquarters
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

Tacoma £, Wash.
September 10,

In replay refer,
1U2

The Chairman
L0cal Board No. 22
Wenatehee, Washington

Dear Sir::

Re: RA.WE, Richard
U5-22-3U-183

Martin

The Cover Sheet (SSS Form No. 101) and contents
ing to the subject-named registrant is returned,.

ftertain-

The Director of Sleective Service has requested, in ac
cordince with the provisions of section l625-3j Selective Service
Regulations, that your local board reopen and consider the subject-
named registrant's classification anew. This action is considered
desirable in view of the length of time that has elapsed since this
case was referred to the United States Attorney,

Prior to reopening the registrant's classification please
advise him that his case is being reopened, and furnished him a reason-
able period of time to submit current information which might affect
his classification.

For the State Director,

Inclosure - 2
Cover sheet and contents
9/W57 IB'; Atty Itr to 3D

(signed)

DAVID J, MANSFIELD
Major, AGC
Chief> Manpower Division



SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

r ~i

L

lcc«| Bo*rd No. 22
aa County Court M

(LOCAL BOARD STAMP)

September 11, 195?
J

IN REPLY, REFER TO.

Mr. Richard Martin Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington

Dear Sir:

Re: U5-22-3U-183

Tour case is being reopened at the request of the Director
of Selective Service and will be considered at our November meeting*
This meeting will probably take place during the first week in
November.

If you have any new information to submit to us at this
time you should do so before November 1st so that we may fully
consider same.

For the Local Board

JAO/fa

fl
/ /James A. O'Connor

Chairman

-r-.O.



. Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash*
Sept 16, 1957

Hayden C. Cqviagton
124 Columbia Heights .
Brooklyn 1, If. Y. .

Dear Brother Coyington,

Enclosed please.find copies of letters -which I copied from u
file at the draft board office when I was down there.

.' ' -
You -will notice the&t ""Die Director of Selective Service has

requested, in accordance with' the provisions of section 1625.3
Selective Service Regulations, that £our local board reppen and
consider the subjeci-naaed 'registrant's classification anew."

In November of 1955 IIwas investigated for the second time
by the P. B. I. My case wpnt to the Appeal Board. However I
have never had a second hearing before the hearing officer.
Neither have I received thjs decision from the appeal board. Kow
they want the local board to reopen the case. My question ist
Is this proper procedure?' ' Should not the appeal board first
act on the case? Should 1- ;prtfo»dd as they have instructed or
should I insist that the Appeal board render a decision first?

i Your brother,

Richard Ra?/e



LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKUYN !, N. Y.

MAIN 5-12-4O

September 18, 1957

Richard Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.

Dear brother:

I have your letter of September 16, 1957.
I do not know what classification the local
board gave you in August 1955 after you had
your personal appearance. I do know that you
apparently appealed from such classification.
If it was I-Oj then, according to the amended
regulations you would not have a hearing be-
fore a hearing officer if the appeal board de-
termined to give you 1-0.

The reason for the local board to reopen
your classification is apparently that shown
in the State Director's letter, namely, "in
view of the length of time that has elapsed
since this case was referred to the United
States Attorney."

Concerning the determination of the local
board at the hearing on August 8, 1955., that
the "Congregational Servant and perhaps the
Assistant Congregational Servant are the Minis-
ters of that particular Jehovah Witness Congre-
gation, and that the other officers of the con-
gregation are not qualified for ministerial de-
ferments" shquld—be^answered in«.wpd'i>-i-ng- wlagg
yPQJl_SJ3£ear.j and you can also argue orally. ' It
is an arbitrary and capricious and illegal de-
nial of your rights under the law, because the
board employed artificial standards in determin-
ing what constitutes a minister of religion
within the meaning of the Act and the Regulations
and they did not follow the definition of the
terra used in the Act and Regulations in determin-
ing your claim as a minister of religion. See



the cases of Dickinson v. United States, Hull v.
Stalter, Niznik v. United States (both opinions),
Arpaia v. Alexander., Flakowicz v. Alexander,
United States v. Kose_, United States v. Burnett
and United States v. Brandt. I send a copy of
each of these opinions by separate mail. Also I
send to you a copy of the Ransom opinion, and Jewell

There may be other information that you can
glean from the Counsel memorandum to aid you in
presenting your case to the local board. Any-
thing you tell them orally you should also hand
to them in writing to be placed in your file for
their consideration in reaching your proper clas-
sification. The enclosed BUSH letter may also
be of some aid to you in preparing the information
you will file at the time of the personal appear-
ance. Please return this letter to me as soon as
you get your material ready, and you do not need
to wait until the hearing in order to do so; do it
right away and have it in readiness.

Your brother.

PS: When you prepare the material for filing, please
make an extra copy (or two if possible) for me.
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Box 1576 . '
Grand Coulee, Wash.

'. Sept. 26, 1957

Hayden G. CoTington ' .
124 Columbî  Heights
Brooklyn 1, N. Y. ;'" . . •

Dear brother, ' ;

Have at hand your letter of Sept. 18, 1957 which I- thank you for.
Some complications seem to have arisen in ray case And to get to the
"bottom of them 1 would like to, review my oase Tor yoxxr .

On March 9, 1955,1 received a I-A classification from ths
President. On &arch 16 and 28;, 1955 I wrote letters to the Local Board
to try to got a personal appearance "before the. board. 1 failed in this,
lhat is to say I did not get a; personal appearance 1ft before the board.
"Now comes July 14, 1955 on -which date I- received a Classification Card
(SSS Form No. 110 ) Which informed me that the local board had classified
me 1-A. I wondered -why they snould do this since, just prior to this they
refused me a personal appearance to diecuse my case with them. I requested
a personal appearance .which 1 '[received on Aug. 8, 1955. At this personal
appearance I found out that thley had reopened and considered anew my case on
July 14, 1955 because of a 'procedural defect in the Department of Justice review of
my case.1 4*** **&& their Operations Bulletin lip,, 135 instructed them to
reopen and consider anew ray oa^e. (See SUMMARY OF ORAL BTFORJO.TI08 PRESENTED
10 LOCAL BOARD Axig^ 8,1956} ?rom this personal appearance I understood
that the F.B.I2 .would investigate again and. that 1 would have another hearing
before the hearing officer and then the Appeal board would act on nsy case.
In a cover letter dated Aug. ll*f £-955 it aaidr "We -would appreciate your
immediate attention to this so that your file inay ba forwarded on Appeal,
as requested in your letter of July 20, 1955." However, following the Aug. 0,
1955 appearance X did not receive W Classification Card (SSS Form Uo. 110 )
telling me what the desision of the board was. Tne last classification card
I have is dated July 14,1955. (l am writing the Local Board to see if they
were supposed to have sent me such la classification card as seems to be

' \d in the letter dated Aug. 26,1955)

i
I

But at any rate, my file was evidently sent to the Appeal Board which in
turn gave it to 2ho Justice Department so they could correct tho 'procedural
defect1 (what ever that was?) as per Operations Bulletin Ko. 123 (whatever that
said?:) because during Hov. 1955 the; F. B. I, investigated me for the second
time. So up to Sept. 1957 I was waiting for a hMW:ft£*S«!?*frfe*%h»teh%S*4&%*
second hearing before the hearing officer as a result of the se_ooa_d. investigation
by the F, B. I. in llov. of 1955. I was also waiting for the decision of the
Appeal Board. But till now I have • received neither the second hearing before the
hearing officer o_r the decision of the Appeal Board. (1 am also writing the
Local Board to see if the Appeal Board had acted and if they were supposed to
.have sent; me a Notice of Classification (SSS ForiaNo.llo) and to find out what

.wetsj if they made one)



(Page 2, Covington, Sept.-26,1957)

Hhen on Sept. 11, 1957 comes a letter from the Local Board telling
me "Tour case ia beiag reopened bit the request of the Director of Sleective
Service and will be considered a& our Nov. (l957<) meeting."

because I have not received -anyrword from the hearing officer or
th« appeal -board this reopening of my case looks like improper proceedure,
dose it not?: However if the Appeal board did act and give rae a 1-0 (which
if they did I hare no knowledge of) then of course like you mentioned in your
letter of Sept. 18, 1957 I would hare no hearing before the hearing officer,

"When I receive an answer from, the Local Board fts to the Classification
I .will njbtify you at onoe. till then I will prepare for

-an-i?o have'be£&yeM:ho Board in Nov. as per your

.

Cards mentioned ajx>vo, I
_,, ff£.eW<vs<M- srMYthe poraor.Q.1 appoaroMoo
letter of Sept. 18,1967. >' - •

I- .
Enclosed please find the(copy of the BUSK letter you sent to me.

Another matter. Is the Ijocal Board required to keep all letterjpertaing
to my case in my filo? I supctct that latny letters between the State Selectve
Service Headquarters and the -̂ocal Board Chairman concerning my case are not
kept tnTrile which is rather & handicap to knowing exactly that which is going
on concerning my case. for ebcampla some tizao ago I was In the local Board's
office copying things cut of n$r file so I would have a complete file at home
and so you would have a complete file to which to refer to and there was a
letter in my file v/Kich made reference to another lotter petting to my case -
whieh was not yrt/file at the boards office. I ask the clerk about this letter
and where it was. She was rat&er nervious and said there was no such letter,
but when I pressed the issue she called in the Board Chairmn to talk with ma
about the natter (he was' up stairs in his law office) as we ware discussing
the matter the Clerk was going through papers in another file in
and had her fingers on this latter in question. Just at the tint
I brought the natter to a head with him and ask him where the letter was she
(the Clerk) pulled this letter out of this other file and handing it to him
saidr " Is this it"?r (which also 'indicated to arte there was others) 5ho letter
she took out of the other file was then put in î y file, but there "was still :
a question in sy mind as to whether this was the only or all the letters in that
other file. If they are holding someting back that they shouldn't please,
tell me how I should go about getting them all in my file,

I will keep you informed on all developments.

Tour Brother,.

Richard Raws



" 'Sox 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.
Sept. 26, 1957

Selective Sorvioe System
Local Board Ho. 22 . - _ ,
Chelaa Co. Court House
Wenatchee, Washington .

Dear Sirs*

In reviexving jay draft board f 11 <p severaV'tpsstions have. cotae
up which. I v/buld appreciate clarification on.

Following the August 8, 1956 personal appearance before the
board was I *eot a Classification Card (;SSS Form Ho. 110)? According
to a letter in wy file dated August 26, 1955 I was apparently sent
one, but if I was I did not receive it. • 2he last Cla«gification .
Card I received is dated July 14, 1EJ55 (l-A).

boon -waiting for the decision of the Appeal Board and
to data have received none. Has the Appeal Board acted on ay-oa*aT
If so.Tfhaftd you kindly inform me of the results.

, _ In your Soptoabor" 11, 1957 ^ettey it was not clear as to
wheifibjeror not I was to appear bafor the local board in the
Hovoiaber meeting or if I was just to subait -written iaforimtion.
If it is proper I would also litea to appear "before the board ,a-fc
that "time* Please notify me as' to tho date of that as«ting when
you have decided on it. :

Sincerely yours,

Richard Hawe
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Sox 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.
Sept. 26, 1957

Watohtower ; ; • • .
117 Adams Street •;
Brooklyn 1, New York ;, -

Dear brothers: ' .
>

lhank you very much for the enclosed letter of September 20, 1957,
2he reason I am returning it is because there seems to be an,error in
the first paragraph. Is says that I'have been pioneering "since October
1, 1952" ! .

According to my records I was appointed Vacation pioneer May 1, 1952
with the Grand Coulee Congregation of Jehovah's witnesses. 6n
June 30 I was appointed Vacation piohoer with the Moses Lake Congre-
gation.. September 1, 1952 I received a Rdgular pioneer assignment
with the Moses Lake Congregation and on May 20, 1953 an assignment
with the Sphrata Congregation, where1 ,1 am working now.

r '
My "CERTIFICATE POR PIONEER" /(issued De\j. 31, 1952) states I'

was appointed a pioneer on ifay It 1952. In'order that this "TO
WHOM IT MAY CONCERN" may be in harmony with this and other draft
board records I am returning it ^o that if there is an error it
may be corrected.

Ihafek you very much for your attention on this matter.

Your brother,

Richard Rawe



SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

r i
Local Board No. 22

ChDlau County Court House
Wenatchee, Washington

| (LOCAL BOARD STAMP) _J

September 2?> 195? IN REPLY. REFER TO.

Mr* Richard Martin Rawe
Box l5?6
Grand Coulee^ Washington

Re: U5-22-3U-183

Dear Mr. Rawe:

In answer to your letter of September 26th we reply
as follows. ;

Notices of Classification (SSS "Form No. 110) mailed to
registrants and not returnedjbous are deemed to have been^
received by tKe~registrant.The fact that you say you did not
receiveCthe classification card sent you on August 11, 1955
does not alter your classification, as your classification of
I-A was not changed. I believe the ^August 26, 1955 letter to
which you refer is a letter to the board from State Headquarters
and has no bearing on the matter-.

Why the appeal board' did not act upon your appeal,
I do not know. Presumably that is why we are being requested
to reopen classification at the present time-

If you desire to come before the board you may do so
at our meeting, October 3rd. It will begin at 1:30 P. M»

For the Local Board

JAO/fa
James A. O'Connor

/Chairman



MAIN B* 1*40 WAT OABfc* WATCMTOWBli
TRACT SOCIBTV

iV YORK. INO.

•IT AO*M» «nraro •AOOKI.VM i, N«W vomg USA
SCA:SSA September 30, 1957

TO WHOM IT KAY CONCERN:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that RICHARD RAWS, who was duly
ordained on September 20, 19^2, has continuously served
as a full-time minister, Pioneer, of Jehovah's Witnesses
since May 1, 1952. ;

Mr. Rawe's missionary congregation la iaade up of many
groups of listeners and Interested people living within
the area officially assigned by this Society to the
Ephrata, Washington, Congregation of Jahovah'a Witnesses.
He serves as spiritual, advisor and religious leader for
this group of Interested people. They are his congre-
gation. He regularly provides them with spiritual aid
and guidance. He Is fully authorized by this Society
to'perform such public worship and to do missionary work.
His vocation la the Christian ministry* Ho regularly
teaches and preaches to his congregation the principles
prescribed by Jehovah Ood, outlined In his Word, the
Bible, and practiced by Jehovah's Witnesses under the
direction of the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society,

•"' Inc. Hs Is fully authorized to represent this Society
aa a Pioneer minister preaching to such congregation
full-time.

Sincerely,

WATCSHBQWBR BIBLS AND TRACT SOCIETY, INCORPORATED

Subscribed afar sworn to before me In Kings County,
New York, on this 30th.day of September,. 1957:

BENLP. cera
Homy Pbttfe Sut» <rf New YfvS

No. 244501750
Qulif led la Ktngt County

flmwfnlrm Erplrg MOT& Sfr 1MB



SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

Local Board No. 22
Chelan County Court Houss

ffenatcfcee, Washington
[ (UOCAU BOARD STAMP)

October 1, 1957

J

IN REPLY, REFER To.

Mr. Richard Martin Rave
Box 1576
Grand Coulee^ Washington

Dear Sir:

Re: U$-22~3U-183

It has been necessary to postpone the date of next
meeting of local board which was scheduled for October 3, 195>7-

We shall advise you of the date of meeting in either
October or Novemberj when it has been determined.

By Direction of the Local Board

t?

"Florence W. Allen
Clerk



. Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington
Oct. 8, 1957

Bayden C. Covington •
124 Colunbia Heights
Brooklyn 1> Hew Yorlr .

Dear brother.

Enclosed please find two copies of the material I plan to
send to the Draft Board for their next meeting when they consider
my oase. I do not plan to be at this meeting but if the decision
they irftke ia not IV-D then I will request a personal appearance
a*t which time I will argue orally before the board. As you wil-1 note
from,enclosed letters from the draft board on Sept. 27 and Oct. 1;
they are willing to have me; come to this first meeting but it
seems better just to submit the written Material and afterward if
their decision is not IY*d'to then hare a regular personal appearance
in accord with the Regulations. What fio you think, would it be
better to go to the first meeting or just submit the material and
then, if the decision is not favorable, to request a personal appearance?

I will not be able to; submit all the written material for about
ten days as I will not h'&T?e a photographic copy of the "10 WHOM IT
MAY CONCERUr" till then, • ;In the mean time I will be waiting AC#
instruction from you.

i Your brother,

Richard Eawe



LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. C O V I N G T O N
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN 1, N. Y.

MAIN 2-124O

October 10, 1957

Richard Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee., Wash.

Dear "brother:

1 have your letter of October 8.

It seems all right for you to fol-
low the procedure you have outlined.
The local board will have certain infor-
mation from you. If., based on it, they
do not give you 4-Dj then you will have
some basis for argument., and then you
can file such additional material as
you then have when you appear for the
personal appearance. I return one of
the copies of your letter of October 17
that you sent to me. You might correct
the mis-spelling in the first line of
paragraph five on page 1 and last word
in the iirst line of paragraph two on
page 2.

Having in mind that Selective Ser-
vice 'harps' on the administering of
rites and ceremonies, you might be pre-
pared with written and oral information
on this subject as suggested in the
Counsel memorandum., copy of which is
enclosed.

Your brother.,



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, "Washington
October 17, 1957

Local Board No. 22
Chalan County Court House
Wenatchee, Washington

Dear Sirsr, • -

3ho following information is to be considered at the next
meeting of the local Board (in Oct. or HOT.) when it considers my
case.

'5he Act and Regulations mate the following test for a Ministert
(ij He must be a !duly ordained minister of religion' (Section 16
(g) l). (2) He must be a 'regular minister of religion1 (Section 16
(g) 2,3), Bo other requirements are made either by the Act,
Regulations or Courts.

Kow oomoa the question,"do t meet th-ese requirements? 3he
facts as presented show I do. 2here is included in my file a
"CERTIEICAIffi K)R PIONEER" -which testifies that I am "a duly
ordained minister of Jehovah's witnesses". Other documents in my
file show I have other appointments from the Watohtower Bible and
Tract Society also. To futher show that I "administer the rites
and ceremonies thereof in public worship", I enclose a copy of a
"CIERGYMAN'S RECORD1* that testifies to a funeral that I presided
over. .

Uow, as to Section 16 (g) 2,3 do I meet theso requirements?'
Again the record answers yes. I am still devoting up to 300 hours
a month to ministerial activity as stated in "SUMMARY OF ORAL
INJORMATIOH PRESENTED 50 10 CAL BOARD" (Aug. 8, 1955). Please read
now the enclosed "TO WHOM IT MAY COffCERHi" issued from the Watohtower
Bible and Tract Society, Incorporated, by T. J. Sullivan, Superin-
tendent of Ministers and Evangelists. This shows that I have been
a "full-time minister, Pioneer, of Jehovah's Witnesses since May 1,
1952", which i» for more than 5 year». Hote also that it testifies
to the fact that I have a congregation of which I am the Minister,

She definition of a 'regular Minister1 as set out in the
Dickinson Case is this* "Preaching and teaching the principles of
one's sect, if performed part—time or half-time, occassionally or
irregularly, are insufficient to bring a registrant under 6 (g).
Biese activities must be ragularly performed... He was ordained
in accordance with tho ritual of his sect and, according to the .
evidence here, he meets the vital test of regularly, as a vocation,
teaching and preaching the principles of his sect and conducting
public worship in the tradition of his religion." (Page 5) Page
three shows Dickinson spent 150 hours each month at his religious activity,
I spend nearly twice that amount, therefore, I mist come under the
definition of a 'regular minister* as defined by the law. Please
examine the enclosed Dickinson decision*



(Page 2)

. ; /y~-7
Concerning the opinion of the Board on August 8, 1955, "thai; ••--!/•

the Congregational Servant and perhaps the As sista'niT Congregational , -': ̂>y <*/v v*^)
Servant are the Ministers of that particular JehovsHi's Ifitness ' ' * D "
Congregation, and that the other, officers of the congregation are
not qualified for ministerial deferments. " I believe this is an
artificial standard in determining what constitutes a minister.
Ho where do the Act, Regulations or Courts make this requirement.
In fact, the courts have said just the opposite. "A holding that
only leaders of organized congregations asre exempt as ministers
•would deny exemption to many regularly ordained ministers who
spend their lives teaching and performing various other functions
for their churches." See page four of the U.S.A. vs. Ransom
decision which ia enclosed.

Gentlemen, the points I hav« made here are not my own opinions
rather thay are the .opinions of 'the Courts of this land which have
spent considerable time on the matter. I include for your considera-
tion four other Court decisions which have a direct bearing on ray.case,
!Ihey areJrTJ.S.A. vs. Burnett, Jewell v. U.S.A., T7.S.A. v. Hurt,
Pate versus U.S.A. Also I include an article from the Awaket
magazine entitled, "What Mirks.A Christian Minister?" that includes
"General Hershoy1s Observations". Please give these through
consideration as they are yery important.

It is my desire to fulfill my dedication -vows to my God Jehovah,,
to this end I y&sh to take advantage of the provisions made by the
Congress of the TJnited States for the exemption, of ministers of
religion, therefore"I respectfully aek you gentlemen to act in "
harmony with the Act, Regulations and Court decisions and place me
in Glass IT-D.

Respectfully,

Richard H. Rawe
Ordained Minister

Enclosures — 9
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SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

Local B^ard No. 22
Chelan County Court KOUSQ
Wenatcliee, Washington

I _ (LOCAL BOARD STAMP)

October 30, IN REPLY, REFER TO.

Mr. Richard Martin Rawe
Box 1^76
Grand Coulee, Washington

Re:

Dear Sir:

There is a meeting of the Local Board scheduled for
November $., 1£5>7 and if you are present about 2:30 P. M. you will
be given a courtesy appearance before the board*

Direction of the Local Board

Florence W. Allen
Clerk



(Stan?))
Local Board No. 22

Chelan County Court House
Wenatchee, Washington

November £, 1957

RAWE, RICHARD MARTIN

The board re-opened Registrants classification and considered his
case anew, together with the statement, court decisions and other new
information submitted.

It was the decision of the board to classify the registrant I-A
on the guounds that the new information did not materially alter his
situation. That the registrant's congregation is an area congregation,
with no central place of meeting, no office, no set time or place
for regular meetings and generally, no structure could be

On the grounds of the above and the conclusions, as set out in the
Amended Minutes of Local Board Meeting of January 5, 1?5U» it is
the decision of board to classify the registrant I-A. ^

James A. $ O'Connor, Chairman



. Box 1576
• Grand Coulee, "Washington
HOV. 11, 1957

* •
Hayden C. Covington • . . -
124 Columbia Heights, ;
Brooklyn 1, Hew. York . • .

Dear brother:

!Ihis is to bring you, up to date on my case. Enclosed are
two (2) copies of the October 17, 1957 statement which I sent
to the Local Board for their consideration* Ihis letter served
as a coTer sheet for all the evidence which I submitted at the
same time. Ihe .same evidence which is mentioned in the letter.

Enclosed also is a letter dated November 5, 1957. Ihis
the local board1 s .onclusions on the evidence I submitted.

s

St-iio' is a Nov. .11, 1957 letter to the local board
requesting a personal appearance. This will prabfaiA^e be held
about the first of December, 1957. 1 will appreciate anjjiy
counsel you may have.

Your brother,

Richard M. flawe



Dear Sirsr

I haye reoeired your Hcnr. 8, 1957 classification of I-A.

I hereby request a personal appearance at tho next "board meeting

to discuss ay case*

Please notify me -when thfc next meeting will be when you

hare determined the date.

Sincerely youra,

Richard M. Rawe





Local Board No. 22
Chelan County Court Hou's'e
Wenatchee, Washington

Local Board Block Stamp

November 25, 195?

_J

Mr. Bichard Martin Bawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington

(Date)

Selective Service No: 45- 22-3U-183

Dear Sir;

Your request for a personal appearance is acknowledged. For
your information, the Selective Service Regulations do not provide for
a personal appearance before an appeal board, but do provide that under
certain circumstances a personal appearance may be made before the local
board.

We have made an appointment for you to appear before your local
board, at the address given above, at 2tOO P« M«

December 3. 1357
on

Section 1624.2(b) of the Selective Service Regulations provides
that "At any such appearance, the registrant may discuss his classification,
may point out the cJLass or ̂lâ ses in which he thinks he should have been
pl-afxejij and may d̂ rê t attention to any information in his file which he
believes the local board haŝ overlooked. or to which he believes it,has
not given su£ficie.nt_weiKh.Ss?̂ The registrant may £r,e_s,aa£ such fiuithfij
' in£orroa±ion as he believes will assist the local board in determining
his proper classification. Such information shall be in waiting/ or,
if oral, shall be summarized in writing by the registrant and, In either
evejiEZIstmH be placed in the-.xefiistrant 's file."

For the Local Board3

(Clerk)
Florence w. Allen

LB Ltr 0-23
8-16-56



SUHMAHr OP ORAL ISPORM&.HOS PRBSBH3BD
3D UJOAL BOAHD HO 22 DSCBIBBR 3. 1957

BT HICHAHD ¥, RAWS 46-2&-54-183 .

3he purpose of a paraonal Appear an oe as defined by Section 1624.2. (b)

la to die cuss my classification, point out classes I think I ghould be

placed in, direct attention to information the "board may hare overlooked

an present store information.

Glass I7-D, X foel, ia my proper" classification. If eel the board has

declined to give ae IV-D because* (l) It has not given auffioent considera-

tion to Section 16 (g) of the Aot and 1622.45 (a) and (b) of the Regulations*

(2) It has failed to give enough weight to the evidence I have submitted

showing I measure up to the requirements of the Act and Regulations in

order to receive a IV-D. (3) lh« Board has set up artificial standards in

place of the ones required by the Aot and Regulation*.

These points were discussed in ray letter dater October 17, 1957

which Is in the file. 1 now wish to diaouss these points with the board,

to impress their importance upon the board,

Concerning the.November 5, 1957 auiaaary of the Board I note that the

Board recognises that I have a congregation, but then goes on to set up

artificial standards for a Minister under the Act and Regulations. It

Sayav ̂ Biat the registrant's congregation is an area congregation with no

central meeting plaoe, no office, no set time or place for gegular meetings

and generally no structure could be recognized". First of all let it be noted

that no such requirements are made "by the Act or Regulations. Second, I

have testified that wy congregation dose have a central place of aeeting

and regular meetings. My 'Summary1 of August 8, 1965 and the September

SO, 1987 *3b "Whom It May Concern*" show this. I want to testify now that

X have two offices, one at Grand Coulee and one in lalceview Park at which

I can be reached by phono or letter as well as in person by asmbers of ay



"Summary, Page 2, Hichard K. Bawe 45-22-54-183

congregation or others. Pbr your benefit I wish to outline the structure of

jay congregation a little more* I give personal instructions to members of

my congregation in a regularly conducted home Bible study, by answering <

Bible questions, giving spiritual guidance, «.t6, Members of my congregation
/' ' ' ' - -

also attend regularly scheduled meetings at the Kingdom Hall and elsewhere

to study the Bible collectively and to here me giro sermons. Moreover, as

members of ,my congregation progress I give them personal training in the

Public Ministry* firain them to be ministers like myself ,

Reference is also made to "Amended Minutee of Local Board Meeting of
' i ~>

I '' F /• J\
January 5, 1954"; Here the objection was made that 1 was not a "leader" *̂

and that my induction would riot "leave a congregation without a cleric". ' '" ' ""
- - T - f

5his ie untrue, Ie.am the leader of my congregation and my induotion would (• Clf i

leave it without a cleric. I have testified to this and given evidence in

ay August 8, 1956 'Summary* and my October 17, 1957 latter and in this "-

document. I want to review these for your benefit on this point. .

T also wish to call to the board's attention to the fact that it may not

wish to class me IV-D for other irrelevent reasons such as youth, unorthodox

beliefs, teachings, church, etc. Hhese have no place in d« taming my

classification. In support of this may I call your attention to pages 6

and 7 of the Pate decision, which is in my file.

I hope that these facts will help the board to plaos ma in my proper

classification of IV-D. ' .

Richard H. Rawe



STMMART OF OBAt IffFOHittllOH PRBSBB3ED
3D I0CAL BOAHD IK) 22 DECEMBER 3, 1957

BTMCHAHD H. RAITS 45-8̂ 34̂ 183

Xhe purpoae of a personal appearance a* defined by SootIon 1624.2 (b)

Is to discuss ny classification, point out classes I think I fhould be

plaoed inf direct attention to inforafttion the "board nay have overlooked

an present "store infon»tion.

Glass I?-D.f I feel, i* ay proper classification.. Ifeal the bp*rd has

declined to give me I7-B because* (l) It has not given aufficeirt considera-

tion to Section 16 (g) of the Aot and 1622.43 (a) and (b) of the Regulation*.

(2) It has failed to give enough wei&ht to ttio evidence 1 have eubraitted

•howing I n»ft6ure up to the requirements of the Aot and fiegulatione, in

order to reoeivo «. IT-D.. (3) She Board hae set up artificial standard* in

plaoe of the on^s required by the Aot and Sagulations.
s

3hese point* were discussed in n$r latter dator October 17, 1967

whioh ig in the 1'ile. I now indsh to diocuus these points with, tho board,

to l»press their importanoe upon the board**

ConoeJraing the Sovembw 6, 1957 *unraary of the Board I note that the

Board reeogniseB that I have a congregation, but then £oea on to set up

artificial standards for c. Minister under the Act nnd Regulations. It

sayer "lhat the regiatrant's oongregation is an area oongrep'Atian with no

central meetiag pleioe, no office, no net time or place for ^e^ular Jneetinjo

and generally no structure could be recofpai^od". J?irst of all let it be noted

that no such requireuient* are isade by the Aot or Regulationa. Second^ I

have teotifiedV that itty oongregation dose have a central place of neetlug

and regular msetinge. Hy 'Summa.ry1 of August 8, 1955 and this September

30, 1957 *2b ""ffhoa It Kay Concern»° show this. I -want to testily now that

I havo two offices, ono at Grand Coulee snd one in takeview Park at which

I can be reached by phone or letter as well a* in pereon by aewbers of Tsy



SuBWiry. Pfge 2, Richard H. Sawe 45-22-34-183 ;

congregation or oifcers» For your benefit 1 wish to outline the structure of

nay congregation a little more. I give personal instructions to members of

ay congregation, in a regularly conducted hose Bible study, by answering

Bible questions, giving spiritual guidance, etc. Kombars of my congregation

also attend regularly scheduled meetings at the Kingdom Hall and elsewhere

to study the Bible collectively and to here B» give aerjaons. Kbreover, as

members of iqy congregation progress I gi-v-e them personal training in the

Public Itbaistry. Brain, them to bo oinistem like iqyeelf.

Soferonoo is alec* Trade to "Jtaanded Kiautas of local Board Meeting °^

January.5/ 1954". Kers thi9 objection was made that 1 urae not a ^loader"

arvd that wy induction Trould not Cleave a congregation -without a olario*.

Shis is1 untraoi !• eun the loader of 0y oong^ogatipn and ray induction would

leave it ^without, a cloric, I have testified to -fchia Und &iven evidence ±n

B^T August 0, 1955 1SVnssaryt and ray Qotobei' 17, 1987 letter a^d in this

dooumsnt. I want to rovierr those for your btfnafit oji thi& point. ,

I also wish to call to the board's attention to tha fact that it way not

wish, to class so IV-D for oilier irrelevant reasons fiuoh ae youth, unorthodox

beliefs, toachingE, ohurch, etc* Sheee havo no place in determing c(jr

classifioation. In support of this Etfty T call your attention to pages 6

and 7 of ths Fate, decision, yehieh ia in cgr file. - --; . -

I hope that these facts will hslp tha board to place jaae in my proper

olassification of IV~!>» . ,

" / S' : ;;' r>

Richard Iff. Rawe



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.
Deo. 4, 1957

Hayden C. Covington
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, Now York . :

Dear brother::

This is to "bring you up to date on my case. Enclosed please
find one copy of "SUMMARY OF OKAL INFORMATION PRESEflHED 50 10CAL
BOARD NO 22 DECEMBER 3, 19577, Shis is what I prepared before I
went down there and I also handed, them a cppy of this at the end
of the board meeting. Also find a copy of "SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION .
BEFORE THE LOCAL BOARD DECEMBER 3,1957" -which I prepared after the -
board meeting. I am sending a copy of this to the board for inclus.ion
in my file. A frendiler atmosphere prevailed at this meeting
and I presented all the points I could remember, However I don't
think a IV-D will result ae I auppeot that the local board has
the attitude of 'let the appeal "board do it1. Ihc board showed it
self to be unfimilar with court cases we have won and the points
we -won them on.

I have not yet received a classification card on the results
of this Deo. 3 meeting but if .the decision is not IV-D I will,
appeal to the appeal board with a statement of appeal a mentioned
in 'Procedure' page 18 and "Appeal Statement" on page 4 of the
"Memorandum* of July 1954. 1 will keep you posted and send you
copies of things as develments ocour«

Please find $1.00 enclosed for copies of the following which
1 would like to have. Ransom, Dickenson, Burnett, Jewell, and
Anne-fct decisions. Also a copy of 'Procedure1 bit. of March 1953
and 'Excerpts from Selective Service Regulations' of May 15,1952,
m£ne are falling apart.

Your brother,



Box 1576
; Grand Coulee, Washington

December II, 1957

Hayden 0. Covington
124 Columbia'Heights
Brooklyn 1, Hew York -

Bear Brother*

Enclosed please_find Doc. 11, 1957 letter to-local
Board and Statement On Appeal.

Ag yon know, I have already been investigated twice
by the F.B.I. It maybe I will be investigated again.
In writting to the Department of Justice and the Appeal
Board should I ask for all of the summaries and full
reports or just the one from the most recent investigation?

Tour brother,



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.
December 11, 1957

Selective Servioo
Local Board Kb. 22
Wonatehee, "Washington

Dear Sire r.

2his will serve to notify you that I want to Appeal your I-A
classification! of December 5, 1967 for a IV-D« Please send ngr
file to the Appeal Board.

. S3A.3EMBNT OH APPEAL

Mjr conscientious objector claim has also been denied, would
you please forward ray file to the Department, of Justice for their
procedure.

Please send me a copy of the Department's full report and
recommendation before you classify me. I will need this full
report to compare with the Summary in orderi to correct any
.misunderstanding and defend my claim against any damaging gossip
or hearsay that may appear. Please allow at least 10 days for
me to prepare a reply to this report if I find that such a reply
is necessary. Please be sure to send me this report and recomend-
ation before you classify raa. - .

Sincerelŷ  yours,

Richard H. Raws
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1_AW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. C O V I N G T O N
\2A COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN 1, N. Y,

December 16, 1957
MAIN 5-12.40

Mr. Richard M. Rawe
Box # 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington

Bear Brother Rawe:

I have considered your several letters to me
dated November 11, 1957 j December 4, 1957 and Decem-
ber 11, 1957- I note that you have taken an appeal
to the Appeal Board of the local board's 1-A classi-
fication. There is nothing further for you to do
now but wait until you receive the copy of the recom-
mendation from the Department of Justice and a copy
of the Resume of Inquiry. Then you will be given
thirty days in which to answer. Then the Appeal Board
will hand down its decision.

As soon as you receive the recommendation from
the Department of Justice and the Resume of Inquiry
please':send copies to me and perhaps I will be able
to offer some suggestions for your reply. 1 have
asked the Society to prepare a supplemental certifi-1-^
cate to your Pioneer Certificate and it is herewith
enclosed. You should immediately have a photostatic
copy made of it and ask the local board to forward
it with your file to the Appeal Board. If your file
has already been sent to the Appeal Board request
that this be sent to them so they can have it when
studying your file., • since this is additional informa-
tion.

This is all 1 can suggest at this time. Just
be sure to keep me informed of whatever develops,

Your brotherj

v î̂ ——̂
ŝ ^̂ Ŵ./̂ -̂

n // V— -•—- - /7 ^ ^G-amc (/ ^ //
P\S. You did not state that you wanted me to return
the copies of letters and information you sent. May
I retain them for my file or do you want them returned?



CABI_E WATCHTQWER

BIBLJE AMD TRACT SOCIETY
t i 1 '

[OF NEW YORK, INC.

1T7 ADAMS STREET, BROOKLYN 1, NEW YORK, U.S.A.

SCA:SSA December 16, 1957

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that RICHARD M. RAWE, who was duly
ordained on September 20., 19*1-2, has continuously served
as a full-time Pioneer minister of Jehovah's Witnesses
since October 1., 1952..

Mr. Rawe's missionary congregation Isjnade up of many
groups of listeners and interested people" living within
the area officially assigned by this Society to the
Ephrata, Washington, Congregation of Jehovah's Witnesses
He serves as spiritual -advisor and religious leader for
this group of Interested people. They are his congrega-
tion. He regularly provides them with spiritual aid
and guidance. He is fully authorized by this Society to
perform such public worship and to do missionary work;.
His vocation Is the Christian ministry. He regularly
teaches and preaches to his congregation the principles
prescribed by Jehovah God, outlined In His Word, the
Blble^ and practiced by Jehovah's Witnesses under the
direction of the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society., Inc
He Is fully authorized to represent this Society as a
Pioneer minister preaching to such congregation full-time

Sincere ly,

WATCHTQWER BJBIE AND TRACT SOCIETY, INC.

^ _____
of Ministers and Evangelists

Subscribed and sworn to before me in Kings County,
New York, on this l6th day of December, 195?:

Notary Pul>lif. Slate/if Now YerfK
No. Wli-

Qua!:[k'J ir 'K:»^i County
is Mio-cb 30,



She stated that "before the registrant Kill be accepted for this
school he -should have the classification of a. j?o.nister and thst
•this is -one of the jsin reasons why he has appealed his conscientious-
ohjector classification iu an effort t-o obtain a l?-3> classification-

An official of the Watchtcwer Bible and £rstct Society reported-̂ "
:hat records reflscl) the registrant is still s. Pioneer- arid devoting

100 hautrs per r̂ ostfe to his ministerial activities*

Credit and criminal, records are

Kaj- 23,



of Stzppleramfcal Inquiry

BaJ Hicbnrd Harbin Rswe

Conscientious-Objector Clainent

First Eesnod of Siipplerdsntal Inquiry
prepared Bseeriber 28, .1955

A person who has employed the rcnistrEnt as a part-tim
on tcro or three different occasions, sail tliat tfca registrant always
displayed an excellent rgorcGL character end conduct. *2hi0 person trae
avere or the registrant'a extensive activities with the Jehovah's
l.ritnesoes and said he did not wcrt: on Thursdays, Fridays., Saturdays
or Sundays became this would Interfere with his rirdaterial work*
The registrant's father, who has employed the rogiatrant port-^tisje
over the pest tlirce JOT foisr years, f:avo a su^atcitlclly sl»3ilar
opinion concerninc the registrant eid hltf reli^iotiB actlvitieo* ife
said tlifit h© Is slssolutE l̂y certain the registrant is sincere In
olsdBinE escenptlon as a conscientious objector. Other relative©,
associates, neighbors and referenceo stated that the registrant devoteo
a great deal of tine to hlo religious activities and 10 -undoubtedly
sincere In natcLns » conscientiotES-objcctcr clainu Several of tlnese
persons e^vo favorable reports corxerning tiio registrant vhen they
•were Interviewed during a'previous Investigation of the recletrant's
dain. Ihcse persona Indicate thet -their previous renarks concerning
the registrant are still valid. ?hey point out that tlir* reclatrant
and his nother Iisve been active in the Jehovah's Witnesses for the
past 10 year period, and they not only believe 5s the principles of
the Jehovah'a Witnesses religion but practice those principles 3H
their everyday li£e. Several o£ tlicse persons pointed out that the
Tecistrant is presently serving as a ruH-time rrLnister in tho
Soap Leto, Vashington, area, cmd trere of the opinion that the regis-
trant should t»e granted a ninlsteri&l claasificetdon. Gn this point,
the registrant *s Bother advised that the reRlstrcnt -(jould like to go
Into nisslcnary work for the Jehovah's Witnesses and attend the
Vatchtowor Bible end Tract Society tUnifitry School In Ifew York City.

HEARIHQ



She stated that before thQ registrant will be accepted for this
school he should have the classification of a minister and that
this is one of the rain reasons vhy he has appealed his conscientious-
objector classification in an effort to obtain a IV-D classification.

An off icial of the Watchtcwer Bible and Tract Society reported
that records reflect the registrant is still a Pioneer and devoting
approxirsately 100 hotcrs per inonth to his nlnisterial activities.

Credit and criminal records are negative.

Prepared! May 23,



Form No. G-27
(Rev. 4-2-5,6)

Spokane

DEPARTMENT OF-JUSTICE
WASIINGTON, D. C.

NOTICE OF HEARING

Washington June .17, 1959
(City)

TO; RICHARD MARTIN RAWS
(Name of Registrant)

(State) (Date)

P. 0. Box 1576 Grand Coulee Washington
(Street1 Address) (City) (State)

You are hereby notified that before the undersigned Hearing Officer,at

334 , .Federal West 904 Riverside
(Room)

Spokane
(City)

o'clock on July

(Building)

Washington
(State)

1 > 1959,

(Street Address)

, at '. 10:00 a.m. .
(Hour) ,

a hearing, at which you are
(Month) ^ " " (Day)

requested ;to be present, will be held by the Department of Justice to consider

your claim to exemption from training and service under the Universal Military

Training and Service Act by reason of your alleged conscientious objection to

participation in war in any form. Only your' conscientious-objector claim will

be- considered by the Department of Justice.

^Special Hearing Officer
for tiie Department of Justice



ADDENDUM HO. I TO INSTRUCTIONS TO SPECIAL HEARING .OFFICERS FOR .THE

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE IN CONSCIENTIOUS-OBJECTOR MATTERS .

NOTICE OF HEARING AND INSTRUCTIONS TO REGISTRANTS WHOSE CIAIMS
FOR EXMPTION AS CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS HAVE BEEN APPEALED

1. 'Pursuant to the provisions of section 6(j) of the Universal

Military Training and Service Act (50 U.S.C. App. ^56(j)), hereinafter

referred to as the Act, and section 1626.25 of the Selective Service

Regulations, the Department of Justice will make an inquiry and hold a

hearing with respect to the character and good faith of the registrant's

objections, to training and service under the Act on the ground that, the '

registrant is conscientiously opposed to participation in war in any

form. The scope of the hearing is restricted to consideration of the •

merits Of the conscientious-objector claim only. Consideration of

ministerial' claims and all other claims i i s l th in . th&_excliiH±gg

diction of the Selective Service System. . •

.£. The hearing will be conducted "by 'the undersigned, a Special'

Hearing Officer for the Department of Justice, appointed by the Attorney

General of the United States. . • • -

3- 'It is incumbent upon the registrant to establish that he is

entitled to the . conscientious-objector classification he claims. The

registrant has a right to appear" at the hearing and make a full and

. - 1 - '



complete presentation of his claim, The registrant may testify

orally and may present witnesses in support of his claim. However,

no Government funds are available for the payment of witness fees

or travel expenses,

IK The registrant may also submit at the hearing written

statements or documents, or certified copies thereof, in support

of his conscientious-objector claim. Written statements shall be

sworn-to or affirmed before a notary jiub^ic or other persons

authorized to administer oaths. Sucb. 'statements or documents will

be considered for whatever bearing .they may have upon the regis-

trant's conscientious-objector claim. They will not "be considered

in connection with any other claim whatsoever,

5. Attached hereto is a resurn^ of the information developed

by the inquiry conducted pursuant to the aforementioned Act. If

the registrant wishes to deny, explain, or otherwise comment upon

any information contained in the resume, he should do so in a

written statement to the Hearing Officer, At the hearing the

registrant will be entitled to discuss the information contained

in the resume and to present witnesses to refute or corroborate

such information.

6. The hearing will not be in the nature of a trial or • .

judicial proceeding, but will be informal and non-legalistic.



Technical rules of evidence will not -apply at the hearing, "but

reasonable bounds trill be maintained as to relevancy and materi-

ality. In addition to his witnesses, the registrant may have an

attorney, relative, friend, or other adviser present at the hearing.

Such person., whether an attorney or not, will not be permitted to

object to questions, or to make any arguments concerning the pro-

ceeding. In order that the conduct of the hearing may comport

with the necessary requirements of dignity, orderliness, and

expedition, the Hearing Officer will be the sole judge in the
i

matter of choice of a method of procedure designed to effectuate

the desired result.

7. Failure to comply with these instructions may result in

the termination of the proceeding.

, Special Hearing Officer
for the Department of Justice



Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington
June 23, 1959 "

Hayden C, Covington -
1 2 4 Columbia Heights ' • . ' . -
Brooklyn 1, II., Y* .

Dear 3rothqr Covington, .
'•I, ' ' • '

- 1h±B will bring you up to date on developments in my draft oaso. Enclosed
plsaae find copies of lattors to Hearing Officer, Draft Board and of F.3.I.
Supplemental Inquiry. I am to have a hearing on siy cons cisntioua-obj actor
claim in Spokane, Washington on July 7, 1959. The snclosed letters are as
pfcr suggestion in April 55 'New Procedure1 . ;

Concerning your lact lott-sr of Doc* 16, 1957 1 Ihe supplemantal certificate
to the Pioneer Certificate which 7ra.s enclosed in your latter -was a duplicate
of one that I received datod Sapt. 30, 1957, This Sept* copy was photographed
and included in ovidanoe prqsentad to the board in :ny: psroonal appaaranos
before it on Doc* 3, 1957. She appeal board -^ould therefore have this oopy
which vrill probably suffica. All tho copies of letters that I have sent you
you may keep for your filas, unlsss of otfuroc 1 send you aomethi-af; and
specifically a-jk for it to "ha sent ba.ck. -

Sinca considerable time has elapsed ainc* my caao ivaa active if thera is
anything novr on proceadurs be sure to inform ma.- Also if you note an3rvmisr»
that * am falling short or could improve in presenting sgr case bcfors tha
boards do not fail to mention it.

I hope to ba throxighly prepared for the hearing by the date set. I am
spending 'considerable time in considering the Biblg, Societies publications and
your nemorandum's. I plan to have a stenogophcr to take nontss at thin hearing
and I aloe- note from their "Inotructiona Ib Special 'Haarini; Officers".., that
I can "have an attoi-ney and others to give testimony in ray behalf. Do you
think it advisable to employ an attorney for this Hearing?' If so, whome could
you receoEmend? Since iny file is buldging with affidavits from othora as to
my sincerity aa a conscientious-objector do you think: it nsceosary to hava
others appear before the hearing officer or have more affidavits from others?
If you have any suggestions aling those lines I 7/ill bo glad to hear th-in.

Tour brother,

, Richard Rawe
Ordained Minister



Sarvicd
looal Bcerd #0* 22 .
Chelan. •County Court Houso

Bo* 1570
Grand Coulee, TTaehington
Juno 23, 19S9

Poai* S

On Jxine 17, 1059 I vna notiflod /by Daniel W. fiaisor, Cpeeial
Officer for tho P^partnpnt of Justice that'Ky-hearia^ is to bs hold ozt
July 7, 1959 at Spokane on. i^ eonsoientioua^obj'oc'tor olaia. -

pl^ac- find G ^&f7 of a leirfeor V3iich I yo-otct to the hearing -
officer end also a copy of the P.B.X. retfirrt* of SnppTpnciatcl Tnquirj'.
Plsasts forward th*;so on to th« Appeal Boar'd for "sio oc -fchor cr^a bo pltvcod in
ay filo for the beuofit of th^ ajipptil. "haard nud tho*looRl

yours 4

Richard HI.



Box 1576
Grand Coulee „ Washington
June 25, 1959

Graves, Kizer & Oaiser
12H4 Old National Bank Building
Spokane 1, Washington

Attention: Daniel Vf, Gaiser, Special Hearing Officer

I have received your ffotioe of Hearing, 'Instructions' and 'Resume' .-
Although the resume didn't contain any adverse evidence I would lilce to
request that I be sent a copy of tho full report in order to mko a copy of
i-fc to put in say draft board file so that the appeal board and the draft
board can. have the full advantage of it in considering my ministerial claim
as troll as my conscientious-objector claim.

If th.e full report is not avaiablo to cje then I request that you ato4 the
Department of Justice have a copy of the full report available for me to
consider at the hearing, and also have a copy of .this full report so that it
oan b« sent to the appeal board together with the Department' s final report
so that they oan compe.ro the two and can have the advantage of it's contents
in considering my ministsrial claiai as -well as my consientious-objector

It is not .my d.eslre to call the informers mentioned in this report before
the hearing officer to cross- oxamlne then or to delay the prodeedings. I do
feel,' however, that it is only fair that I see the contents and bo allowed to
uae the contents of this entire report in defending ray claims as a minster and
as a conscientious-objector. 2he reasonableness of this request oaii "bo se*n in
the fact that this case has continued over a period of years and no doubt the
inclusion of said report would expedite matters. 3h«n to, being able to uao .
this full report would reduce the time and expense involved in having,.' perhaps,
some of the same persons appear in KQT behalf at tha hearing to give the sonic
testimony -which, may already be contained in tho full report.

Enclosed please find a copy- of the 'resume1 which I made. Please include .
this copy or one of yours in my file that is sent to the appeal board -together
with a copy of your report so that ,th« appeal board will have the benefit of
comparing all of these together. .

!ft?.y I also request that you have the Department of Justice or the appeal
board oend H» a copy of the Pepartment's report and recommendation before ."the
appeal board classifies m». I "would lUce to have at least 10 days in -which to
file a reply to this report and rials® oomsnta on iti I have previously made
this request to the appeal board through the looal board on December 11, 1957
in 'lay "Statem&rb On Appeal n. Because considerable time has elapsed stcce,
and it cay be overlooked, I wanted to iaake this requost here so I would be sure
to receive a -copy ot this report , and Deoomaendation befcfe the appeal bo&rd ,
classified ifte. ' , •

Sincerely

<

Richard M. Rawa, Ordained Minister
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Box 1576
Grand Coftlee, Vfashington
June 23, 1959

Graves, Kizer & Gaiser
1224 Old rational Bank Building
Spokane 1, Washington

Attention: Daniel W. Gaiser, Special Hearing Officer

Sirs
I have received your Notice of Hearing, 'Instructions' and 'Resume' .

Although the resume didn't contain any adverse evidence I would like to
request that I be sent a copy of the full report in order to make a copy of
it to put in my draft board file so that the appeal board and the draft
board can have the full advantage of it in considering my ministerial claim
as well as ny conscientious-objector claim.

If the full report is not avaiable to me then I request that you and the
Depaitment of Justice have a copy of the i& full report avai4ble for me to
consider at the hearing and also have a copy of this full report sent to the
appeal board together with the Departments final report so that they can compare
the two and can have the advantage of it's contents in considering my ministerial
claim as well as my consientious-objector claim.

It is not my desire to call the informers mentioned in this report beft&re
the hearing officer to cross-examine them or to delay the prodeedings. I do
feel, however, that i£ is only fair that I see the contents and be allowed to
use the contents of this entire report in defending ray claims as a minister and ̂
a conscientious-objector. !Tne reasonableness of this request can be seen in /̂j ̂fivf

the fact that this case has continued over a period of several years*—AISÔ "̂ '"" $*lj> ^r"
being able to use this full report would reduce the time and expense involved J^""L')-
in having, perhaps, some of the same persons appear in my behalf p.t the hearing
to give the same testimony which may already be contained in the full report.

Enclosed please find a copy of the 'resumi1 which I made. Please include £t/>x i
this ir̂ y±rrfc or one of yours in my file that is sent to the appeal board
together with a copy of your report so that the appeal board will have the
benefit of comparing all of these together.

Hjzy I also request that you have the Department of Justice 9@fiQ088Q@0
or the appeal board send me a copy of the Department's report and recommendation
before ih*#3 appeal board classifies ne. I would like to have at least 10 days
in which to file a roply to this report and make comments on it. I have previously
made this request to the appeal board through the local board on December 11,
1957 in my "Statement On Appeal". Because considerable time has elapsed since

ij~ $*-f $6 then; I wanted to make this request here so I would be sure to receive a copy
this report and recommendation before the appeal board classifies me.



(Copy of) (Stamp)
. " t&it«d Stat«B Attorney's

HecVd
. Jus* 2, 1958

. SpaJtan o t
Resume of Supplelaantal: Inquiry .

Itsu Richard ItartJjv taro . .-. .

Claimant •

first Hc$\*nfe of Supplemental Inquiry
r>rspftr#fl IMcea&er ES. 1955

. A pm*eort T#i6 has cjiplpyed the regiflt^»r.t VLB a iiarVtim pluujber oa two
or thrso differ-ssnt occasions, said that tHo r^iatjTuifc alswya .dis^iay^d «ud

30TA.1 characjiisr #.nd donduot. 5>.io person 7fcta zuvar<s. o^" tha registrant's
. the- Jshovah's Wttnecues- aad 4ftld h« did rtQ~fc woffc em,
Saturdays 0,5* Stjaciaya "because thlg would iaterJ?cr© with .hi*

te rt}^i3traut}ra Tathrn', vho h&3 -^aployod _the registrant
part— Uir.ya ovc^r the pa^'o three of four yearsj, ^fnre a subatujitXuXiy similar- opinion

tH« rflt'.lg-Ui'ttc.t snd hio rsli^Ioua activities # He uaid that he Is
« in l̂o,lTnii55 os^nption .s*a a

c:r3 *',nd ref^r-cjiO'SB atated that tha
of "tir-D" *•> hi^'yollnS-'Ous c»:<;iviti*>8- aod is

undoubtedly cincpro Sc Wf-lrlcf e oonsoiontioua-o'bjftctor olalnw r.nv«>j'ai of
reports eosaornirv; tb-> rfifilfctmat vsUon tiwy vri)_r«

ic rr, pro^c.^ i^-rpctigstlc-n or tJie1 racist r*u*trp claim.
^hat their j*r.«r,'i^\»o •vezatrVa o"ouoftruis(7 the reslstran-t art?

i;'voy rolvit out that tho risglstrant lud hia taothor havo be«a aotiim
ir, tho Johot-ch*o ^itnnnsig \ f f t r tho n&st 10 .rssr pericd., *i»d thoy not only balisy
in thf^ :vi*ir»oiploc Oi"-the v^iOYcih's ^ita^iis^^s rollgipa but practice ihosft
pritibiv.J^ ^n their 07:'ryutiy l lf^v 5.37eral of th«e p^rsoatt ^>inti5<t ovxt that
the r^i-latni!1,!- 5s proo?at3o" oer/isg ns c ^ull-tia* ini^istsr in -chrt ^ofti? t&ks,
Tfpahis<!toT!», w*<sa, ftnd r-or? c* tho apinici! th*t the registrant ahowld bf? ^ranted,
a tjlni«t<>i*Ss3. cle.tfaificat;tcn* On fchl* point, the ragiattrdat1* rscthnr Advised
that thft r«^istrtt5tt wottlj l^ke to £o into raiaciorjiry -vork for tho JehoYfth.fs
Y."i-te<«ir<*tr "sntf ait-sad the '-'(itnh'owsr.Bi'ble and *Trac-t Society ZJinisteiy Sohool in,
ITffW Yor!-; Cli-y* SIw fltafecd that v»for0" tUw r^^ietra^t will "5* aoodptad'fttr thiiB1

aohool .h« ehctold. Jiavo tl»^ olseai*ioation of si. a4ftlot*r su<:d t*»at this Is one of'
iha mfeitt roftcons iifcy ho Svao appealed His oonscl*ntioua^ob;jso'i;or classification.
In au effort to obtain & P<"-P

Aa O-ffloiiU of *5ie fiatohtoTrcr Bibl* and, ft-aot doolety reported that records
ro.fi/jct 15ie "rdgietriTit io still a Pioneer and' '3*70 tJn$ spproxiKM.t^ly 100
par -ffioath to hia

dit cuid crlaia*.l reoorda are negative .

Praparod 25ay 23, 2968



C. 0. Statements and Claims ~ "~"Ti/Ly ~r~~7'7"^~*7f
5'Quoates from Soc. literature1 , . / w / f
0*0. Questioneerr

Affidavids Submitted

Anended Minutes of Jan. 5, 1954
'subscribes to belief that J.W.'s will fight under certain circumstances, ... ministry

brothers.1 'Local Board dose not believe .this -is C.O. to war -in any form.'

Departnemt Of Justice of l*ay 7, 1954 and Sept. 14,1954
'nutural stand of J.Ws and an C.O. as Well as' minister1 Hay 7,1954
'Depart* of Just, believes I am C.Q, . Sept. 14,1954

Presidential Appeal Board Feb. 28, 1955
'use force in self-defense and defense of ministry, brothers...quotes Wat. literature1
"a Christian minister will fight and even kill under some oir. which arel limited" where?

'not consc. opposed to war in any form' 'use focce in numerous, circustances of his
his own choosing, even to the extent of .killing,11. inconsistant with C. 0. claim'

Summary of Information Presented to Board Aug'. 8, 1955
'Do you believe in killing if necessary in your own defense' 'example of thief
'"Why not relie on JHVH on personal level .as .well as national level'

. ' Objected to 'participation in war in any form1, weapons of our warefare not carnal"
(Include 'Sum. before H.O. Ap. SO, 1956) ,

Ministerial Statements and Claims

Qusitioneer (original) • •
Life history, how contacted J.W.'s, how started ministry work, -meetings', time spent,

training received, Ministerial assignments. • ._

Pioneer Certificate Dec. 31, 1952

Letter Prom State Director June 11, 1953 •
'Minister at 8 yrs. old' 'Dickenson case against you'

Oral Information To be Presented... Dec. 1, 1953
1. testimony as to my position. 2. Scriptual position outlined, secular history backs
3. How I came in contact with J.V/.'s. 4. Details on Courses of study and further

preparation for ministery work. 5. Defense of rry ministry as a youth. 6.- Complete
outline of ny field work as a minister,. 7. Scriptural proof of ministry work

8. Proof of ministry, Certificate for pioneer and 6, notarized statements.
9/ Positions in 1'inisterial Cong. 10._ Duties as a Pioneer minister. LI. Scriptural
support for secular work to support ministry. 12. Legel support for doing part-time

work. 13. To work is in harmony with Selective Service Regularations

Proceedings on that Appearance .
Discussed failure to conduct D. of J. investigation., 'Cartifrcate for Pioneer1 proof;

enough that I was minister1 'Do you do secular work'

Amended Minutes of Jan. 5, 1954 Meeting
l.'l'Io. proof in file that I hold "principal position!1 in'Congregation. (Cong. Ser. )
2. Gave large amount of time but TJmduction would "not leave Cong, without a cleric"

as mentioned in Dickinson decision.

(Over)



Presidential Appeal Board --- Feb. 28, 1955 : • . ^.-= *_
Not eligiable for IV-D under 1622.43 because "not a leader of his congregation"

(2) l-o more a minister now than at 8 yrs . old. (3) Became Pioneer immediately
before draft registration. (4) Dosn't preform any duties that set me apart fzrom
membership generally

(Hy) Summary of Infor. Presented. ... Aug. 8, 1955 :: '
(it). Opened because of procsedural defect (2) Described mjr personal congregation.
(3) Cong, Ser. dosn't hold 'principle position'.. (4) Outlined daily schedule.
(5) ReferTed to Dickenson Desicion 'time .is- determining -factor1 . :

(6) Sumed up: a. 'I am leader of Cong. .-b. X hold 'principal position1 c, Ministry is
my vocation, becausi of time.

(?) V/ood Working discussed

(local Boards Summary of Aug. 8 Personal Appearance
(l) Case reopened because of procedural defect. (2) Said board sat up artificial
standards. (3) Time spent and being on Committee makes eligable for IV-D.

•(4) Supported by Dickenson Case. ($) Outlined daily schedule, time indicates a IV£D
(6) Questioned "the organization of my congregation.1 (?) DiscusecP'pYincipal position1

Minustes of Local Board Meeting Aug. 8, 1955
(l) I'o new information presented. • (2) "Amount of time" no determing factor
(3) Cong. Sor. and Assist. S«r. qualify for ministers- i

Letter To Board Oct.' 17, -1957
(1) Law sets 2 requirements, a, 'regular', b. 'duley1 ordained* minister of religion*
(2) Certificate For Pioneer proves 1 am duley ordained, funeral service preformed.
(3) Outline of time spent in ministry and "To Whome It may Concern shows I have a.
Congregation and am a 'regular1 minister. Quoted Dickenson dasicion on defination of
a -'regular' -minister'. (4) Ihere opinion -of- CoS . being the only minister refuted
by. Rensom desision which is enclosed. (5) Enclosed other revelent Court decisions
as well as "General Kershey' s Observations" for there consideration.

Hinutcs of Local Boards Keeting --- Nov. 5,1957
(l) Eew information presented didn't effec-t my case. (2) Had no real congregation,
only an aera congregation with no definate structure. -(3). On the grounds outline d
in Jan. 5, 1954 Amended Minutes they denied 1-A.

Summary of Information To 3e Bresentee5 to Local Board — Dec. 3, 1957
(l) Foard has failed to give suffi-cent weight to proof in my file, and has set up
arti-ficifcl standards. (2) Refuted the idea' tha-t my congregation has no structure,
centeral place of meeting, or office'. More definitely outlined the strmcture of my
missionary congregation. 1 am the lea^der of this congregation. (3) Othar irrelevent
factors1 '(such as youth, secular work,- unorthodox belief) have no effect. Pate decision

Summary of Discussion Before Local Board ---- Dec. 3, 1957
(L) Presented information in first 2 paragraphs in above 'sumary' . (2) ? I had over-
looked court desicions in regscrd to the law. ? (3) Agreed that I was a 'duly
ordained' minister.' (4) Denied 1 was a •' regular minister1 because I did some
secular work, thus the ministry was not my location. (5) Ihis contention was hit
hard by court desicions.1 (6) My congregation and ?$©Q}06ffl£Q!@ 'leaders' delt with.

L'inuted Of Local Board— -Dec. 3, 1957 (Didn't get) (receive 1-A Dec. 5, 1957)



Board's Summary, Aug. 8, 1955
Do you believe in killing in your own defenoe? ( Baief in house)
Swing at thief in night, alley? (Defensively, and not agressively)
Would you retaliate? (aifiniii-lljt, defensively and not offensively)
What about "thou shalt not kill" (not murder)
What is the difference between "thief and RussiaSi" (individual scale — national

Summary of Discussion Before Local Board --- Dec. 3, 1957
On basis of Sicurolla Case and evidence eligable for I-Q also.

Minutes of Local Board Meeting ---- Dec. 3, 1957 (Havn't received yet) 7/6/59

Check O n A n d Copy

! 1. Minutes of Board Meeting Dec. 3, 1957 ^^
! Presidential

2. Findings: Appeal Board Oct. 29, 1953 (compare Feb. 28,1955 ' f indings ')
*

3. None of Appeal Boards Findings or Minutes
June~l, 1953"
Oct. 25, 1954

4. Trace statement 'fight and kill under numerous circumstances'—Jan. 5,54 Feb.28,55
Clnssif .
C. 0. Form--J

Information Ho Be Presented At Hearing

I. Outline Life History
A. With 7 Page Information —Dec. 1, 1953
B. Using F. B. I. Reports --- Full report
C. Supporting Wittnesscs, Afidavids

II. Act* and Regulations
A. "Excerps" page 16 "opposed to participation in War"

III. C.O. and Pacifist Defined
A. C. 0. --- objects to things that consciencious has been trained against.
B. Pacifist — 'Opposed to all war'
C. J.W.'s opposed not to war but to' participation in war in any form'

T ' '"
-J. * *

IV. "Natural"-- Seperate From Conflicts of This World
A. Position as ambassadors --- 2 Cor. 5:20
B. Seperate from world's issues --- Jn.15, 17,18



Jj
J



Substaaca or
g Officer qa'JuLy.,7, 1959

, Washington • . .'

JE\ chard SCv-.̂

as
Danie Wi"^gtti^p]Er.Bearing orfic5r>-eoact\Kite4;_-^ar«lr,"' IfcK^Jfojon^'-aHJr stenbgopher '

s i c J t L ^ E , "Hall an 2 ' -'Ether tenths rooa i r i s *1&o .e&rlBi«eL to^Tjier '•--.•"'".-for'tfas .occasi'otL^T^E, "Hall and 127'-'.Hither
conducted;'* ••• .¥poTr%rri-vi&I he seemed sajjJicrr -siervo^as- end etai»d:^tfi
all'to he'pres.ent.rat i^ie hearing.* OnlyN|r3.. ^BrtaaV^nd-^SJst^^ _ .

>!^sih''and-^^ft^i^;in''^ )&&eg$^^^tt*^e$3fc*
' ^V ' ' -. '' ' -' ^s - " ' . ' ? ' . " ' * ' - •

-, ---"%^ .̂ *'

_ . . . .

'agent i*or 'tlie'.Ai^o-raey-^G^ri^frtxl Qjnd thb.t this hoarin^ p'rc-c_eedxtrb'-?m.s.r-3BDt' a""V^ij
" ' .a p royn-^ ion iy-ur t sey o

of-the

r> A / - . - *-»****--.—-, . -«. .^ ^ -•-k''*'1 >t--* r , ..̂ j^* ,-v

.why I' had

ri-ht to-dets^ixne tha
prpc'^eded to ask"^B^ -^dm^\qK«jST^as'-4Bd'l>h*n'tjjffiLkd -some n-o/tes of .Mi :̂o*^i-yj%.v^t''''-rai:s/ipoiiit,i .

^oi-3"'&tiss 'this', point of takia.;- -udtcS'^flrjjfhe irats ''br^akiiiir^Iiis,, " '" : • • -If;.;!.,.cottl'd!. intsrup^'-to^ais'^iiss 'this', po
asm ruis.... -n^-^^s^^axrtec^'-'^mt ti^s p\a5W«*--oi<^fia«t=^ar3Jig1-B6t'Bea "BS.S

'2d>,pf -'•iSie~"*?roc<^d'ar t̂ "-"Ijo'olcls î̂  ^5aa»: S^again/becaise ,d'ifi^erfe^i^;l"-:=^si:«d-fo"r';,^h9 •-
_.^.-u^« --:i,^-X«™rt-*-4^», ^-.--js««i^^v.,j raa • ths'rigHt "Co" have a stej36gqph«2*' *~°<&'*' •^"^---«-'. '4W"«'.

a
th5~^si"uQ&tioti 'Wd^'itMsaad te- giVe the .ri ' i -to

"at his difecression*''^! ^to^ilctsd hin .for caliiai'g. sueh."inr<iS5&ti"on-to"V "-31 '. -1* * - *t. • • . - _ * ' ' ..: t-^_ • . . -fl-- •'-^•= . -.' -^ ^ -
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"What help ^sould this fee? Scriptural and Spiritual hsl|* itfiich ife by far the saosi; importer!
and "benif ieial-* ' ' . - . • " ' - . . '

Are you a Pacifist?' By no mean's* •' ' • .
"' ^tmt I <5S&* t ."understand is isfay 7011 people are Trilling. -to. pay taxes', -which :ffe kacrer

at least 60^ of go for -erar purposes. Bat. sit the-saTse time yott refuse to 'serins .in non-
' military or- non— combatant occupations that; the goirermaent aslcs you to serve "in? Why-
don' t you at -least -do this and help out to some extent »-. lite the Qxtakers, ^hp are a
respeeted gronpe and are Oft.O. but- yet help oxrt» to this ssrfcentl T!fegr not. at -least -yoiccr
cart* :timc-ministerSj who co-aid Just as -well do1 this typs of work as not' or in place
of the. present' ;fcbs they my'haTs and also at "the* s-arse time cany on their- part-tiiae-
ministerial '"Korlct.. feis is substance of question asked) ( Substance of an'swsr follows.) "

' - : . Bach" IcdiTridiaai. has to so answer for hiaaelf., according -to1 -the dictates '<££ his
conscdeiASiS&ec. As. for B», I view isyself- as a -minister or aisbasaa^or, which the
•Bible »Q -describes a Christian as- "beiag at 2 -Cor, 5rS£>a Let m» draw ycru an illustration.
Say" that as aiafakasodor.froa this country is s«nt to anoi±ier country.. His dtities 'th*re
are for the pui^ross of -creating good-will for his oouniy* Es is coirssissioned' "by .his
goversisent to preform 'services for his .country. It ?smld Ise improper for that ambassador
to tgulte his post to tafes- another occupation , he TSfould be disrespectful- "and . . tmloyal to '
his assignmaut and cotmtry* Father, if the. nation to trhieh he ^as sent got 'itself " .•
into -aar with yst anoi^ier' nation it Trotild also be is^roper" for him to "'take .sides in this"
.conflict, as it is . really none^of. his TousAn-ss s » In fact it vtyuld be ereating ill -will ' -
for his country. by the .opposing 'nations-* Again, 'it ; is ' improper for'stish. an •asibassador
to meddle in the internal/ affairs, of tho nation, to -which he is .sent, -'it TS&uldc't be
proper for his -to taiie- sides is issuss of -that nation nor it's t>olitics.» Bow" 1st* s.

: apply sosse o'f the 'points of this illustration to HQT WDrk as a fall— time minister or;.
ambassador of S-od^s hea-r^aly 'kingdom* • .• ' ' " ."

"Since I..Tl«wa^elf as sttch" as arabassador as above' then it. isould be' Scriptually /
î >'roper for me tc -engagg :."in sneh outside acti"riti«s as is not bfto'CKandng ,and 'asibossador
of ;Godrs •Kingdom GoTemnent., Isa* 9:5-, -Jssue paiinly showed that paying of taxes- -to.
•Oeaser nks. not in cohtridieti'on to being a ambassador of God, Kingdom. J^r. 12 r IS-* 17*
I,; being ^"ambassador of tJehoTaH's kingdom, dedica-ting sgr life' to 'HI^ could 'not1 ' '
conscientiously 'gire up 'do'in-g the -work. he has commiasion-ed se. to "466*. - . " .

. Dosent i^ie Bibls say "that you ..should retun lite for lifeet .Sye for 'Eye?. .• Yes.,.
guo-ted this .scripture .at. Mtt-v Gh".- $, (^shich we read) Yes, tnxt'.isa^t there ano'ther ong?
Tes,,' in .Ex, for oQ«.placs. "P^ead that* ('read it) *5ov» dosent ttoart show that we haina '
a righ't 'to defend oxir nation in a m:r?T • (In answer I .r-eferded -baolc to Mat. 5 to ^4tow

"how 5«stra changed it. \Esder th-e Hew Covenant arrangesieu't, also pointed out that it -was
rtot..neeessaryly"aii obligation to .give eye for eye, biat- puaisnesifint cottld1 be
•TJndsr'-the tawcoTSnant. you ^-ere to show mercy for those opposed to', you)

' • ' - . • • " "Whstt are, y^tir ^dews on Gcsamunistaa? ^hat do .yon thiak; abottt'it? I only'.Snew
I ..'read ahotrt it in.' the newspaper* and" news nagazines,'1^ xdd&rstsnd that" ife is 'raere "

then'" 'pu£*. Gouasrmiz^a. ' (t'&i'tf&i'tfo & //v tfvssffi- '& sve/fsz <t e£tt?$ff <$#?*&>> $\ ^ •
th«.-??ar ;w» heard of GolAberators..^ ones, who oollobra ted. -with the enemy

they : 'feook'' 'o-ver*..lf .fessia- ?JRS . to "taka -o^rer this eotmtryj /would, you. aot"'as sueh a collobratc
'•lans*')-. "^c^» -I would, carry-on "&? preaching -iJork just ths -sssne 'as X sos doing 'now,, iny
position '«atild be", the saae, as it. is 'now. ^t would not chants, . • ' . - • _ . ' - •

Do srty of yotir church or faith, belong, to the Military se-r^rice ' as far as" yoii
that T 'krioT? of offhand* I do know .of some "who "were J.W.^s aztd' poised' the

not' 'Seen them .for SOTSS tiEKs.-anct' dohrt know. wea-Sier- ths^r '-sasrw' thersselyes as
b'r not ncr'do-'.I kn-otr'-fchs extant of 'their-'-'association* ." '' •' ' ' ' " .-. •

-How do .you -view' military iaenl BO yott preach. to' them? ^o- you'. 'allow them into'^our. .
rsttxonal ' siee-fciiig$t Be some cosw.'to 3^xtr Congregational m«et\ngs? I- ask thi's--"becauiee

1 ;'knoTtrthe.t.; yo-Q'are near to iarson-Air .Force .Base* (Aas) Yes., I preacH to'-ftrray, 3osair hays
studies" "?rith' them and.sosse h&^e a;irfesn^ed , a^etings . . ' 1 have no. hatered for them "bnt yiaw thai
as'any .one else' -I would preach- to •;;-,'• ' " . . " - " • . . . _ ' . . ' • . .\ _ . . \.^-'"' ".,' . .^~ • •

r



(Page 3}
"Would you preach to Military men on the Base? Yes, but not as an agent of the
masnt or "being paid to €o so "by tham as a Chaplin. I have no oblections as to

calling on thorn from house to house nor conducting Bible studies with thesi.
If aBt«r bsaonieing a J*W, and than ons joined the army, could he reaain" a <J»W,?

Or mmld he he required to give up "being a J*1f,t (ans.js The letter would be entierly
UD to him. I would have regard toward him if his consoiense so -dictated him* I don't
f^ol -that I would habor any ill will to-ward him if h* wanted to change hia eonvictiama .

How do yoii view the Military campaign of Israel? Don't they shoi^r it is. all right
for a Christian nation, to defend itself? (ans) Yes it is tru« the JHVK authorized the
Sation of Israel to fight "battles. In fact Jehovah fought those battles for than- He said
1 stand back and -watch* * p*But dldn£t they use swords and do Billing -themselves* Tro«»
Jehovah it «as that -srats backing them up. BJs «B.S the real source of thsir strength*
When theroy -went against the instructions he gaifs they lost the battle, Those are mars
that were authorised by J«ho~ah and backed up by him,

Don't you b«lie?e TSO are to only have one Master? Yes, Jehovah is my r^^ter through
Christ Jesus, "Arc1 1 goremers here on earth to be obeyed"? ^es, if thsrs instructions-
are in harmony irith God's-.. (Ac, 5:2S) Gave an illustration of a family. If one of lay
big brothers in the faaily asked ras to do soraeth^ng that isas not in harsrony with :sy
parents -wishes, 1 would obey siy parents. Likewise today, -we are all * brothers* In a
fleshly ssense, being from Ad*ua» If one of E^y 'brothers1 asked me to do something in
harmony with my JTathsrs wishes then I "would do it, not ne&essarly because my fbrotherr

asked iss to but because sry Heavenly «kther insstruotsd aw to. So it is ?rith things -
that are not sy 'Father's* will, thssa I "Would not do,

HOT? ^o\Lld yon defend yourself if not -with carnal wsapons, with Tfrords? Wh«.t if some-one
was ready to shoot you? "#hat •would you do? In answer I refered to 2 Cor. 10:3-5 again
and show how paul said -we -were to use -words to bring every though into capitivity to make
it obedient to the Christ. Cited horr Jssua got -away frosi those -who Tianted to n»b hiia»
Ho^ raxu divided them mobsters of the Supreme Court 83? Sfi§ against thaas elves by shotting
out,, 'Oirar -fee hops of the ressurection I aa being Judged1 ^hen he asked, " Bon1 1 you
think Paul -would h&ve used carnal weapons if they istmld have bsen at his disposal?"
1 answered, no, and supported by re faring backs to £ Cor, 1^:5-5,

you take part in Tzars authorized by Jehovah? Yes, but I sea no such wars for
the future*- Hafered to Supreine Co^rt decision on this taatter, hs said he i?as
familiar with it,

positions do you hold in ths church? Bible Study servant, kfegazine-S&rr* Serran
Ministry School Instructor, and until! juat recently Service Centar Conductor also-,

BCEW let*s assume for a 'Eiinute tmat :̂ou were to change y&ar con-ricticns in rsgard
to your C, 0. claim? Would, you be required to give up these positions in. tho Coiigretation
(Ass.) If I gave up sfach Co.O, principles irost likely I -wouldn't iraAt to have such
rseponsibilities as I now have. I know of nothing that w^uld require aw to. gi-^e up shch
positions «

Would you defend yourself if attacked- Tss, to point that Sariptures
authorise rae to.

0o you believe that this go-^errnaent is doing anything goocl^ "^es, there are .
good senrices that this government preforms from the taxes it

What training dig you rociavs- to bscorae s. siir.istsr? Did you 'attend any school?.
Tes, (I described details of training X received, Ministry School, set. in the field)

Isn't it tins that you were brought up to believe that it i?as -wrong to ssrva this
country in imr? I was taught the principles of G-od's Word, Yas,

But -crass.1 1 it your interptation of" vrhat the Bibla said that you •wera tasigkfc? The
Bible isterepts itself on thess matters 'and is clear enough for any reasoning person to
discern.



Hoir did this point of C. 0. develop in your nind? At -what point in life? -As I
it, it wets soms-tliihg that developed from aarly childhood, built upon the*

priniopls of love, loirs of enemies, doing good to those persecuting you.
Do you feel that your C. Q. are just as strong now as they -were -when you started
the draft or more so now? I feel I have the sastc strong convictions then as I do
"but of Bourse' these have been strengthened and deepened through the years. 'Ihis

is on&y natural -with anyone T?hc has strong convictions on anything and continues to
thick along those lines. I am still only human*

Isn't yours an attitude of resistance against the government? Don't you oppose the
government"? Tnis is the impression I get from other J.W.'s that come here, (ans)
So, I am not against -fee government nor do I kno-s of any J.W, that is of this attitude.
Vfs co-operate with the gcvernrr.snt in every w.y we can, to the extent that our conscience
as trained by God's flord, allovrs us. I havs no attitude of opposition, resistance or
hatersd to-wsr this ^oT©

Mrs, iiorton ^as asked to testify as to siy sincerity as a- C, 0, She had known iue
aver a period of jnany years and testified to in;/ sincerity as a C, 6. She herself is an
active minister of J. &**x and hs.s been associated »eth me in the work and meetings.
Her -testiiaony included a wittness to the fact that the Bible says ?re vr«r« bought with
a price and that this being the case w«, as dedicated servants to Jehovah, could not
be slaves to others *

Mrs* Raws, .my smother, was next called to testify and give- information. She described
the early training that I -K&S given as child, "Do you fSel that you played a part in the
development of his C, 0. conviction? " Yes, naturatually this horse training from God's
>7ord would impress these principle cf love on his niind. S-rery mother is hapcy to see
her son sucoed, I am especially happy to see n^ SOB suceed in the rsost important roeation,
the ciinistryf I fsel I had a part in this.

Mrs* Ball v*as thsn called in. HCTT long have you know Richard"? Since he was about
14. Are you a neighbor? I -sms but art not/ living here in Spokane. Are you also a J,"W*7
Tss, Can you testiry to his C.O. conTiction? Do yon feel that he is a C.O*? I most certainl;
do. Have you been associated ir?$,~fch him in the m>rk also the meetings? Yes. Dismissed

Oosnnent was T^tEe "by hearing officer as to my reouest in my letter to him to
amiable the full F» 3. I. report*. Sc said that this was not araiablo to n& as it was
the property of 1ns Department cf justice and is not aside a part of the Draft Board file.
I conraented that the reasons I ask for it ?rers outlined in scy letter to hisu He said
that the Summary wsts an accurate reflection of the full report and added that there -was
no unfavorable evidance. All svidance was compisissntary to 3aes from the iric^pcint of
those T*ho testified for s»« 3h5s eudod the hearing itself,

Following I asksd to s^s my ̂ il«* £-& oblidged» Asked peruiission to copy the la.gt
Looal Board^ minutes as I didn't havn these. He granted but shortly ohangad him mind.

I noted several doctoaents in iny file ^rith dates, 2&y X, 4, 1&55 June 1
Jsc. 10 1 and 11, 1958 and if I irould ha^e had the tims 1 asi sure there must hare
others. 3hsse doc\isents ware findingc by the AppealS: Boards, aad consaoniciations with
the State head^ioters that had m;v name oa them and beyond doubt .belong in my f ileas
they Trer* there then,, but these hare not been in ny file ^hil« at the Draft board office/
I have- not bsan permitted to ses these, although I s-uppisioneo that they ware ia existence,

On Hearing Officer's A tt it-ode: He was nsrvose, high sturng and emotional.
Had; attitude cf trying to isaks out the 'J.^r.'s were doing things illegial as can be seen
by the ebcrsre questions he asked. . "Was riaiabley upset at the effeoti-roness of tsie answers
I gave and -aas afraid to pruse the- ssxttsr -father E.S I fmit that he felt his cosscii-sneo
mi^ht be sisayed in our fairer by a continued discussion of the point » He seeised to just
want to ask questions that he fslt could not be reasonable and inteli«H«rbly answered by
J. ??, Be ^was a religious isan and woiaewhat familsr vith. the Bible, He' said his father
•RS.S a jninistsr* After the .meeting was [to ing for a T?h5.1« hs assumed a diplo-isatio attitude
and the 'masting ended with a let "better spirit preTrailing. B-ren shook hands. B* at no
t±a» would reveal y directly, his attitude or defination of a G»0* and tried to protect
himself fron every angle. I 'have the impression that he ha-s deep ss&ted. pr«-di^ices against
J. VT»*a but xsa'&e efforts, to restrain himself » ^his, of course, is just my opinion.



Box 1576
Grand Coulee,
July 8, 1959

Hayden C* Coving-ton
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn I, E« T.

Dsar Brother Covington,

On July 7t 1959 I had a hearing hefor the hearing officer- Snclosed please
fimddaS4 page sursnary.

As you may note near the end of it I exarainsd Ery file and found '-Several
letters concerning my cass which -were not in sjy file at any tiise before when
I examined them at the Drs£t Board Office. Ihese ??0r« not kept in my file nor
were they nscs amiable to jas. Ihey are letters that directly affect -ny case,
For example the minutes of, or the finding of the Appeal Boards which outlin-sd
there reasons for sot granting ' sie a I-$;;-,o_r a IV-D. Also letters from the State
pirectors Office -shlch (if I am not irdstgjten on this point) -srere addressed to
mo or at least had ay name on them -which directly affected iny case outlining in
numbered paragraphs their position in my oass. %• file *as in a shambles as to
ordor and so could not take the time to find all the other letters that inay be
in Ely file -shile it is in tho hands of the Appeal Board "but haire been ^rithald
from me and not cade afsiable to at the Draft Board Office. I have the- dates •
on some of thsse letters and also a urittness to the fact that they exist and
to some of tho contents.

Is it illegal for them to -/rithold such information from me? Isn't everything
prctaining to my case to be kept in my file?' Do you suggest 1 prusne ths
matter father ntten uiy file is returned to the local bceard from the appeal board?
If they are not in my file again at this time I could hare the local board chairman
ias.ke a statement -written and/or before wittnssses that such dociEs-sts do not
or caus-s him tc ir-fiJcs these documents amiable to me.

Bo you have copies of the Sicurella, (ronsaln-Sj and Simmions cases nisntioned
in the June 22, 1955 that I could get? Would it be appropie.ta to quoat or uss
these eases in so m-ach as thoir points applied to IE^T case, -when presenting x$r
G&.&5S before ths boards?

I 6m now starting to prepare to answer the final r«eonEa*ndation from, ths Dep-
artment of Justice and ths Resume of Inquiry when I rscsiY* it* Yfhen I rossirs
it 1 shall sand a copy of it to you for your suggestions as sientioned in your
Dec. 16, 1957 latter. I noticed that in 'Ksw Procedure' under heading of 'Final
rocoiEiaeridatiGTi*, .' it seys to ask the appeal board for the full F.B.I, report
and also request them not to take action in th« eaas txatill I ha-re it an.d an
opportunltj- tc coiTutMsnt on it, Ho-^e^er this is not mentioned in the later -July 1957
1 Counsel' undsr the heading of 'Answering ths Heconmsndaiion1 Is it still
proper to follow through with thoss points mentioned in the April, 1955 "'Kew Procediire.

"With you in defending and Izg&lly- establishing the Good Sa-ws , 1 remain

Tour brother,

Hi chard M. Rawe
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bo\ viid tbis poir.-i; or 0. 0. ' . l<?y?Iop -- i ./our ^inrl? At v;hat -point in life? AJ I
re:a<"n''jor I t , It v/tis something that dsvuiu; ed from early childhood, 'milt upon th«
>-rirnc^l<? o:"' Ic-ve, lovs of oriciv.ios, J.^inr vod t^ those '•eraecv.ti'1.'- "mi.

Do you. f ?^ l th^t ••'cnu- J. 0. -ire just *is stron1" r.ov/ :'.a hli«y 'vr-rf! --V, "K; 7-0^ s^.ri^i
with the dr* ft or T.GTU "o now? I Iv3l 1 ho.v tho suno 3 : :r~:i .- ' •ri~i.:Vit:t-i'X';3 th-"r) -.s I do
nov;, '.n't of course th^sr' h*v« b-^-n str^r"than'a 'i • • n d ds^->r.H:i J 'Krou'-h th-rs -/oars. Thic
is cn-iy no tur-1 v.-tth nnyoue who has s troru- convictions r..u j . syt'ri hi;: - i n d ^on t inn^s -K*
think 0-lc.n.: thrse li- 'es. I -u-. i s t i l l ^r ]y >vr*n.

Isn't yours r-.n ah ' ' i tude of rials i:a.nce - , ; • • ! . i r s t -T:h^ ''"jv«rn:Tient? -uo:i't y ru O ; : . ' . G G ^ the
,~overnaer:t?' Th:s is the irvT-'-SG-l ,?n i .;-jt frorr. •: -h"r J .V . ' * ' u bh^ •; c-;;:ie h*r^, ( i - n c )
To, I n.-ni not 'irainst ths -ov^rnment nor do i " no'.v of any J / " ' • » Ilio.t 'Is of -I!-:-1.:: -Attit'u'.o.
"•?» co-opirft^ v/ith thi p-ov^rr-TTt "in ov^ry "/ay v:^ T-.n, t-j the ?;rt-?Lit th^t cur '•".onscri-'-r'.rvj
as trained V;y - ' ' /nd ' s jcrc.1, v-j 'o1 ; .^ na . - : i . . ' iv<? "...> ' ' - t t i tudi •-.! '"•l'x;os j tior:, re? Id t ^ir;--, or
hatered tov.-r.r - f -h i s fov 'r.r-.^nt.

V'rs» '• or tori vraa tisl^ci to testify -c. c to ~<y 3 ir.csri'tj' as a 0. 0, She nad kriov/ri r1^
ov»r a reriod of nany years and tes t i f ied to my sino^ritr1/- us a 0. 0. She h^rs^lf is ur:
active riinictT of J. '^".'s- and has been y3?:oc:ia-cod with me in the v/ork ?i.d rr.e-3ti.jiTG.
/isr testimony included a \vittr.»»ss to t ! i™ i'uot that the .';ibl? cays v/= v/ors nought v/ith
a -./rice and that this j : ? in ( - the cose 'V'?, as ( i^dicatod -;,:rvDr:ts to J ' h o v s h , ^ould not
"be slnvjs to others .

'/rs. ^ii-.'/fi, my ^rtcth^r, \:as rsoxt c v 2 " : d J •-> t o c ' r i f V •"•.pa -ivc infer ration. 3he dosori^ed
tha -jarly trainir.r that 1 was rivin ag ciild, "--'o yon fs'el that vju r,i^.ysd a -^rt in th-«
daveloT>r.ent of Ms C. 0, conviction1?". Y-?s , i.:-ttnratMs\lly this ho:r« tr-.iini.'r-; frc::.1 i o d ' s
v.:ord v/ould i-i'"-rc;ss thosa r;ri:iox'fl ^ of lov? or: his "u.nd. jJv?ry lO^hvr i n 'na^pv to ses
iisr son suo«nd. 1 arr. '•spgci^lly hs""y to a^o rr.y son nvc^sd in. tho -.OGt irirortr>.rtt vocation
the Ministry, I fsol 1 h?.-J r-. yu r t in t h ^ s .

V r n . :'all v; .̂s then c:ill:.i :•:: . - ' O V f lou. ' haT-1 -,"'-in v:-;yv: "?i«hr;.ra? S i n c e h^ -.vnc n'Umt
14. ".rn yo1.: n. r."-i."hhor? I v.-as b\it an r.ov/ rivM-:'^ Ivr^ 'vn '>poriir;a, ^r^ irou also M J.'."/,':'
Y"S. Can yon testif-/ to his C . G . conviction? "'o yoi- fo i l th^t h« is H sJ .O.? I ^csb certain!-
do. '.Lave ou lj.3en r ;ssociat«rl -.vith hiw. ir t':.o -"crV a luc tliT- "•e^tir^-s? """^s. Dis

Corment was ^aHe by hearing off icer as to my request i i i ;ny letter t,o hi™, ^o h?.-v5
iabln the full F. -0. 1, report, ii* said I--V.-G this v/os r^t rt-rcv.iMo ';.-, -.? -'"s it v/e.a

the property of the Jepurt-asnt of Jus'-ice ?; id Is net rrv)-? ••. ;-u-t n-'' J-hp "Jr-i^t ";o;ir:l r ' i l r . -
1 commented that th-a reasons 1 HS!: fn:' it ~v-»r3 ontViTT"-) :ii .:iv ].-'!;tT l;.- ::i^.. •» s^'v!
!-'nat tho Sntman1 ' was an Accurate r-jf ] ?r;t lor :: •' '•::-!« :"iill -.•••>T>nrt "ii 1 M' . i .Uj ; i 1 h?vi, th-?re vns
no \tnfevor".hie nvid'ir.ce. Ail o'/it>.'.nco !.-/&a cc.T:olomentai*y to ne, froru tl'ij vl-r.-rpoiut of
Liu'i:^ vho testified for mo. i';i's ?nd^d the h^nri1".'; i tself ,

1 noted S ' - J V - r a l ujcunor.ts in ii.y f V l - . - v j i t h u ^ t - . - j j - uy 1, i, l l 'C-o I " < J K C ! I l^I j -" ' : . ,
tT«n * 10, ^nd 11, 1053 and if 1 7/011 Id '-,\'*v t '-'i.-.-.A ':'(-<": ^irri I ? i . - ; jure J 'h-re r.us c b^v^ :.>-3on
- t-"ars - Ih^Kn r1ocuaer.ts -.vire find ir .;c ^v tre A^pR.illt Joarda , ii a cr,r"!ri-. icia t j ~?rs ,,:it''i
t ' ^3 iJtate h^adcuoters that had ny riara; on Lbem (.-.nd b^yo::d doubt b'?l'jrv; ir v.y fil-s^a
i;hcy y.f--*ro th^ro then, ^iit thss? ruv? -iot ';';-";t: ir. :;-y rile wiiil-? --'t the b r n f t board office/
I b-.y-? not bprm ;>omitt-?d iro 3 5 J L'h^sa • • ] ti:ou--;i i avppis i .c . i -?d ^iw L ^hcy v;?re i;i •; x is l--i. -±:.

Lbs^rvr1. tic.oa ^n ."Trjurin; : Of 'r ic ~:rs At t i t id -.,: .-,;:; was r i r j rvoSQ } hi;-!1. 3 turn;-; "irtd emotional.
;*d •' . ttitv^U1 >•>] ' -^rvii;1" ^o - - P V . J ont :';by (: , ' ••: , ' ;i •::«», r-1 doi^" t : = . . - -s : . l l ' i--i?.l : < o o^r . j^ j > ?n
;• • * - • ; . ! -i-:ovo ' ' . 'MctLoDu *> ~- •', oV.ic1.. '.'.r-O r? r; iaolov r.p^o'-: • : t H-:'"3 - j Ci -:.-jt ir^:^ j s • • '* ?.:-; j T^••7^1-3

1 -/.i-'T; . • n.i vros ' s L'I- i id l:o ;~ i"i;i J thr; - r ; ^1 - .r -.'utb r;r "• J - :'ult '.':•"?-1 h? f 'alt '-.is -;."^":;-;c !..-;r:^ ;
• rl.' as" bo ir.Y^yM in our Tr tTor Vr- • * c n nt i i .ncd - I Lsc^.o.Tl' r •'•'•'' +'•.'.- noint . ..i? ^''..r-*-! ^'o ''vs :J

thtj T.iet i . -1 ;1 ^:-\ ro"") 1 ' " J'or u vbl.i • ' • - ; n ^ s n - . t - i M •"'i--'5.. -. h i o ",*• tit'••-":^



LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN 1, N. Y.

MAIN 5-124O

July 13, 1959

Richard M. Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.

Dear brother:

I have your letter of July 8.

I have noted what you said about certain
papers in your file., which you had not seen be-
fore. You might check your file when it re-
turns to the local board and if the papers are
not there inquire about them. I would not be
too concerned about the matter_, though.

1 am sending to you jmder separate cover
the opinions in the Sicurella_, Simmons and Gon-
zales cases as you requested, I do not believe
that you will be able to glean too much informa-
tion from them that would be of any particular
value to you. The.Counsel on Ministerial Claims
supersedes the.._New procedure-memorandum. - It is .
not necessary to follow the suggestions in the
New Procedure memorandum.

Your brother^

0-J



.;.**£.5e ujl'ii^/ ^ iv ;^i'-'""i.i^ *-t>6r-i of my new address

£ts "#• ca.$<r is o.a .v f--p~'&ic it' A a.' to roti^'y "crjem pl-easr

s!••?*'-i J-Q -*/ 3 tr '^.-Jr.re.-fs ^-'.- ivi^t- J. ^^.v -'to so«



Box 443
Soap lake, Washington
SOT* 17, 1359

Hay-den C. Cavington
124 Ccluffibia Heights
Brooklyn 1, «* T,

Dear Brother CoTingtoa:

In compliance with your letter to ss of* Dec, 16s 1957, enclosed please
find copies of letters and recossnandations just sent to me by the Appeal
Board, Ten Tsay kc'ip all these copias for your records* I did not s&ke a copy
of the, "Resume of Supplemental inquiry, Re; Hlchard 3fertin Ha.T?e, Conseientious
Objsctor Claimant of Sec. 23, 1955 Tsiiii Tisitsd States Attorney's 'Office stan^'
on It notir.g that Ii %vas received en/ they on ^vme 2, 195S rr. Spokane, Wash." as
you have a copy of this which I aast to you J\iae 23, 1959. %is Hesiaae is
refersd to in the -Justice Depart. *s recorsasndation as Exhibits B*

1 will a-jaite your suggsstloas "before I reaka ̂  reply to theni within
the alloted thirty (30) days.

Tour brother.



CQ.fi

SELECTIVE SEE7ICE SYSTEM

(From -Appeal Board for the Selective Service System in the Eastern
Federal Judicial District of the State of Washington K. 214 Wall
Street, Spolcane 1, Washington)

16. 1959

Mr* Richard Martin Hawe
Box 443
Soap l«3ce, Tfeshington

45-2
Dear Sir:

*

Attached hereto is a copy of the recoimaendation of the
Department of Justice to the Appeal Board for the Eastern Judicial
District of ffash., concerning your claim of opposition to combatant and noneoia-
oVaty- in the armed forces.

Within thirty day of the date of this letter, you inay file a
written reply "with this Appaal Board concerning the recoTiraendation of the
Department of Justice, At the end of the thirty-day period, whether or not we
have had a reply from 7/ou, the Appeal Board will review your file and
proceed to classify you.

By direction of the Appeal Board

(Mrs,) Maryellen P. Goodman
Clerk

Enclosure —1



Copy

Chairman , Appeal Board,
Selective Service
E". 108. Washington St.
Spokane 8, Wash.

Daar Sir;

(Stamp}
Appeal Board

Bbv. 16,1959

(Stamped)
Kov. 10,1959

e; Hichard K* Rawe
Conscientious Objector

As required by section 6(j) of "the Tin IT* Military Draining and Service Afct,
as araraended, in inquiry was rsade by the Department of Justice in the above— rsent ion ed
case and an opportunity to be heard on his claim for exemption as a conscientious
objector ?fas given to the registrant by Mr. Daniel W. Raiser, A Hearing Officer for
the Depart, of Justice.

The information obtained from the inquiries and considered by the Depart, of
Justice in arriving at its reconmendation is contained in the first and second
Sesume of Supplemental Inquiry attached hereto and made a part hereof.

Registrant -was bom at Spokane, Washington on 3fey 10, 1934. His mother is, a
Jehovah* a Witness and the registrant was baptised in that faith in September 1942
He had an eith grade education and completed, three and one-half years of high school. His
SSS Forss 10O and 150 claimed conscientious objection, ordination as a minister of
JehovahT s finesses and exemption from combatant and noncombatant military training
and service. On a former appeal from a I-A classification and following a hearing
befors Mr, Harry T, Davenport, a Hearing Officer for the Depart, of Justice, the SS
registrant was classified 1-0 but, following an appeal to the Presidential Appeal
Board for a ministerial classification, he -was again classified I— As Thereafter, his
file -was raopened by the local board and he was again classified in Class I-A from
•which he appealed.

Annexed hereto and nade a part hereof are Exhibits A and B» submitted to the
Department of Justice in behalf of the rigistrant,

Registrant appeared before the Hearing Officer at Spokane, Wash, on July 7, 1959m
accompanied by his mother and Two other women, on of whom he denominated his "secretary"
She registrant told the Hearing Officer that he was not married at the tice of the
hearing; that he began attending church with his inother in early childhood and became
a Jehovah's "Witness when he was about eight years old. He said that his conscience
had been trained through his study of the Bible and that his convictions against military
service is, a result of his own study. The registrants mother told the Hearing
Officer that she felt that the registrant's beliefs and conscientious objections
were the result of her religious training and she expressed pride in the .registrant1 s
ministry. Registrant's other witness was convinced of the sincerity of the registrant's
convictions and believed that hs is s bona fide Hiinister,

Hearing Officer noted that in the local board's sunmary of the registrants
personal appearance before it on Dec. 3, 1957 it was stated?

B 2he registrant's olaim in the alternative .fora liO classification was denied
on the grounds that the registrant is not, by reason of religious training and
belief, conscientiously opposed to war in any form; that his willingness to
use force in numerous circumstances of his own choosing, even to- the extent of
killing, is inconsistent with his claim of conscientious objection; and that
his claim of conscientious objection is based upon a reluctance to accede to
secular authority and a desire to continue in his present pursuits rather thai
upon any religious aversion to the use of force or killing.*

The hearing officer concurred in the finding of the local board .just quoted and. he
was not convinced that the registrant was acting in good faith, nor was he convinced
of the absolute sincerity of the registrant's conscientious-objector claasn, The
registrant appeared to get a satisfaction and prestige from being a minister of his
sect. He told the Hearing Officer that if God wsre to direct war he would fight,



Copy
—£*

led the Hearing Officer to the belief that registrant Is probably not opposed
to >rar In any form out that he places his OTCI interpretation upon -whsn he might be
called to such service.

On September 14, 195-1 the Department of Justice recoTmnsnded to your Board that
registrant's claia "be sustained ag to both combatant and nan combatant training and
service and that he be classified In Class 1-0. That recosniendation was based upon
the entirely favorable tenor of the investigative report and upon a finding by the

Hearing officer that registrant's claim was Trade In good faith and that he was by
reason of his religious training and belief opposed to participation in war in any
fona. Tour Board classified the registrant in Class 1-0 and he aks be«n subsequently
classified in Class I—A from ^rhich he has appealed. Additional inquiries ^ere arade
In 1955 and again in 1958, Hs has been very active In his religious work and continues
to serve as a Pionear.

^he registrant's willingness to use fores in numerous circumstances of his own
choosing., even to the extant of killing, as related in the sunsnary of registrant's
personal appearance before the Board on Dec. 5, 1957, presents the question of the
question of the particular circumstances to -which the Board rsfsrad. Ihc details as
to what clreuiastances the Boa,rd referred or the questions of the Board and sfche
answers of.tha registrant as to the issue of uss of force In numerous clrcuiastances
to the extent of killing do not appear in the Dec, 3, 1957 sunsary of the registrant's
file* In the sursnary of ths previous personal appearance of the registrant before the
local board on Aug. 8, 1955, signed by Board Chairman, the Board Clerk, and the registrant,
these circumstances as to the use of force extending even to killing ere recorded in
detail and appear to be no more than the usual Jehovah's V/ltnesses tenet that a person
Is entitled to self-defense of himself, his family, brethren* and Kingdom Interests.
An expressed -willingness to use force to such extent and for such purpose$ Is not a
basis for denial of a conscientious-objector claim. Affeldt v. IT. "is., 218 P. 2d 112;.
Sicnrella v. g.S f c J 348 U.S. 585.

3h& registrant's statement to the Hearing Officer that If G-od were to direct war
he would fight amounts only to an ezprssion of registrant's belief in theocratic warfare
and Is not a basis for denial of a conscientious-objector claim. SIcurella T, TJ.S,,
548 U.S. 385j TT.S, v, Hartrsan, £QS F. 2d 366;- Taffs v. U.S., 208- F. 2d 329,

'With due regard for the Hearing Officer's recommendation and the local board's'
conclusion, the Department of Justice finds that registrant's claim Is sustained as
to both combatant and non-combatant training and servlcs. It, therefore, recommends
that registrant be classified In Class I-G,

The Selective Serrice Covsr Sheet In the above case is returned herewith,

Slncersly.

T, Oscar Smith
Chief, Conscientious-Objector Section



of Supplemental Inquiry
Kst Richard M, Havre Conscientious-Objector Claimant

SO TICS

A rssunia of prior investigative reports ̂ as furniched the registrant
in connection -with a hearing held by a Pepart, of fustic© Hearing
Officer on &ay 7S 1954, The original of said resume was insds a part
of the registrant's Selective Service file and is incorporated herein
by reference.

Neighbors, acquaintances, references and religic-us associated contacted all advised
that they belicre registrant is absoultely sincere in his religions "beliefs and in his
consciontioxis-olrjector claim. One of these persons said shs sees so reason why he should
"ba classified as a conscientious objector, because she feels that all young men should
serve in the anasd forces. These person generally ad-vised that registrant is of very
good reputation and character, extremely well behaved and of excellent moral character
and conduct. They said he is a clean-cut individual and indicated that they knew of
only favorable information concerning his activity. They stated that his everyday life
clearly reflects that he is a good Christian young man. They said he has no steady secular
-work, but from time to tima he v/orlcs part time for his father at his father's lumber mill.
One person recalled that registrant has stated that he could Ir-re for a year on approximately
$4GO.QQ, and thus could demote psacticaiiy all of his time to his religious work and
activities* ihese parsons advised that registrant and all 'members of his family, with ther
exception of his father, arc vsry active &2 the Jehovsh's Witnesses religion, "and that
their -whole life is centered around their religious activities„' They said that registrant
devotes practically of his time to his religious activities. These persons also indicated
that registrant's mothers is considered to be the leader of the -Jehovah's Witnesses in1
the Grand Coulee, Washington, area, and that she has no doubt reared her children to
believe in this religious organisation and to be active in its work. They indicated that
she has been associated with this religious sect for approximately 20 years. Many of 1&es«
persons contacted were not of the ssae religious belief as is registrant, and indicated
that they did not agree with his beliefs, but as is above indicated, they all generally
agreed that they "believe he is sincere in his religious beliefs sa d in his present claim.
%e records of the Watchtovrar Bible and Tract Society headquarters in Brooklyn, K, Y.

reflect that registrant was ordained a minister in the Jahovah's Witnesses on September
20, 1942. "e served as a Vacation Pioneed from Kay to September of 1952, at Trhieh time
he eoisnenced full-time Pioneer vfork, The record reflect that registrant devoted an
average of ovsr 100 hours per month for the period from May• of 1952, through Sept, 195S,
ĥe records further reflect that he -was appointed to the position of T̂heocratic Ministry
School Instructor on Get* 3S 1952, Territory Servant on Oct. 3, 1953, and Bible Study
Servant on Dee. 17, 1955*

Credit and criminal records are negative.

Prepared Dec. 28, 1955



LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN 1, N. Y,

November 23, 1959 MAIN 5-1240

Mr. Richard M. Rawe
Box #443
Soap Lake.,
Washington

Dear Brother Rawe:

I have at hand your letter of November 17, 1959>
with which you sent copes of the supplemental inquiry
and the recommendation of the Department of Justice.

What you should now do is prepare your reply in
which you blow up all of the favorable evidence and
go into detail on how you carry out your ministerial
work. Follow the suggestions in the _Counsel On. Mini--
sterial Claims By Jeb£yaliLa_JIi±iiessĵ  jbaRe three. ^
column, two. Bear in mind that this answer is to be
in the hands of the appeal board within thirty days
from the mailing date., not just in the mail.

Please make an extra copy of your answer and
send it to me for my files. Keep me informed of what-
ever develops and be assured of my best wishes and
theocratic regards.

Your brother.,

C-amc



SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

r n
Appaa! Board for th-i S=l-::;:v5 Service System in the Eastern
Federal Judicial District ci L,ia State of Washington
N. 214 Wall Street, Spokane 1, Washington

j (LOCAL BOARD STAMP)

November 16, 1959

J

IN REPLY, REFER TO;

Mr. Richard >&rtin Rawe
Box 443
Soap lake, Washington

45-22-34-183
Dear Sir:

Attached hereto is a copy of the recommendation of
the Department of Justice to the Appeal Board for the Eastern
Judicial District of Washington, concerning your claim of
opposition to combatant and noncambatant duty in the armed
forces.

Within thirty (30) days of the date of. this letter,
you may file a written reply with this Appeal Board concerning
the recommendation of the Department of Justice, At the end
of the thirty-day period, whether or not we have had a reply
from you, the Appeal Board will review your file and proceed
to classify you.

By direction of the Appeal Board

(Mrs
Clerk

>feryellen P. Goodman

- 1



L BOARD

Chairman, Appeal Board$ Kastera
District of Wasfeingtosa

Selective Service Systea
Ifeth 108 Washington Street
AaerieaJi keg3.cn Building
Spokase Ss iS

Ksrtin
Cooscien-fcloas

juear

As required by section 6(3) of the universal JSiitary £3
StKd -SerTics Act, . as amended* SE inq_ui±T "̂ s made try tfe
of Jtistic© in -fee jabavesseniicHsed case arsd aXi opportunity to be
heard en his claim -to? exewptioo ss a eonseientioxis -o^jsctor vas
giTsn to- the registrant by Kr. fexii^ W« Gais^sr* a Kesri^g Qff5j.cer
for the Bepar'feien.t of Justice*

and co^sidersd by
ion is con-

Inquiry attached

The in?ca?iaatica obtalEiecl fro® the inquir
the Bepartasent- oC Justice In arriving at its
talr^d in the first arid second KssumS of
hereto and. raads a part hereof*

Registrant ^ras bora at Spokane, ^asalugtQr, on >:a.ir la
aether is a Jskoroah % Witness and the regista^snt «as baptised In that
faith in Septo^fer 19h2» its had an eighth gra.de education and cos-
pitted three asd one-ha3.f years of high school. Kis 5S3 Forms 100
and ISO claimed conscientious objection* ordination a~s a minister of

Witnesses and ss;s7Bptiarj from combatant and noaecsipBtant
training aud service.- On a form-®/ appeal fr.oca a X-A das—

ation ajfd following a bearing fceCorg Hr* Harry !?» Bavetroor'tj -a



Hearing Officer for the Department of -Justice^. the registrant
classified 1-0 "trot, following an appeal to the Presidential
Boarii for s, ministerial classification, he vais again classified
thereafter $ bis file *tss reopened by the- local board arid be
again classified In Class I-A 'frojs. •ghich. he appealed,

d hereto and rasdo a part fcsrecf are Sshlhits A~sad B
! to the . 'Departrssn.t of Justice in behalf -of the registrant

Kegistraat sp-peared before the. Hear ing. Office? at Spokane^
Washington on July 7s 19$9, aeeoispsnled by his Both-er and. t-wo
wcsftsi^ one of whom he denominated bis ^secretary*. Sfce registrant .
told the Hearing Officer that he >rss not married at the tifte of the
hearing 5 that he b^gan attending clutrcii with ais mother in -early —
childhood and became a Jehovah *s Wltzsssp when he •sss about sight
years aid* He said that bis eoisscisnc© had beeti traiae^ thromgh -—
his stody of the Bible and that his cornrlct.ion against military
service is a Tesiilt of his c^a s-te%* "Sxe registrant^ mother told
tbft Hearing Officer that she felt that the registrant's beliefs and

>us objectiot^ >rore tfcw result of her religions training
she expressed prli5s in the registrant's irdriistr^, Hegistrant's

-other id-t̂ ess -sras convinced of th« sincerity of the
convieticms ar^ bslisvsd that ho is a boS£ ^£ide

The Hsaring Officer -noted that in the local board's
G£ the registrant's 'personal appearance before it en December 35

19̂ 7 it ^as stated;

tt5he registrsp.t!s claim in the alternative tor a
1-0 class location we^ denied can the grounds that the
registrant is &ois by reason of religious traitdng and
belief, ccnscientioiisls" o|/p&s$d to ^sr in 3̂ :7 form; that
his willingness to tsse force iaa n^^rcds circissstanc^
of bis osors choosing^ even to -fee extent- of killing* is incon-
sistent ^vith. his elaiis of consciSB.'feioas objection^ and. that
his claim of conscientious objection is based xa>em a reluc-
tance to accede to secular authority and a desire to con*
tirroe in his present, prsrstiite rather tfean upoa as^ reli-
gious aversion to- iaie TJ!se of force e:

Sje Hearing Officer concurred in the finding &t the local board
quoted aiKi he was sofc convinced that the registrant ^ras acting in
good faith,, nor ^as hs conTinciad of the absoXute 3incs2ti%' of the
registran.t*s conscientiotis-objeet-or claim£; The r^



to get a satisfaction and prestige frc& being -a .minister of his--
sect*. He told 'the 'Hearing Offiesr that" if God vere to direct war
he would fight- 3hl5 Isd the Searing' Gftieer to the "belief -that
registrant Is • probably not opposed i£ war in gr^ form but that .he
places his ofcn interpretation open Bhen he might "be called to s
service *. '

On September llts 15?5k tiis Department of Jus tics r
to yora1 Board that registrant's claiw be sustained as to both cors-
batant s^d noneoEibatant training a£d. service and that he be clas-
•si£ied in Class I-0» That rstcoRSBandatloit *as based upon the en-
tirely favorable tenor of the inysstigatlTe and \apon a find-
Ing by the'Heading Officer that registrant^ claim i*as maae in. good.
£alth and that he -was .by reason of his religions training sad "belie
n-opQsed to participation In "star in any forffi* To^r Soard clsssified

le regis-trant in Class 1-0 and be has been subseqceatiy classified

religions irork and eontinues to as a.Floneer,

to use force in taaneraas
stances of his <mn cho<^iTig?. even to the exteufc of ki3.1iugs as
related in the s^^asry of registrant's personal appearance before
the Board on Bec^^ber 3S I9??? pressnts the question of the par- "
ticular circowetsncee to sihioh the Board'referred. Tne details ss
to what circumsftances the Board referred or the questions of t&e
Board ar.d the anst?ers of the registrant as to th.g isena0 cf use .of
Torce In nameross clrdsnstatjc^ to the Detent of killing do not"
appear In the December 3^ 195? axaaBiary of the registrant^
aprpesranes "be£t>r& tha Boaa-d >-hich is in. the registrant's file, l
the s'-wm&rj of the prsYicws persona! appesrs^ce of the registrant
"before the local board on A-agvsst 3, 1955> signed b^ Board.
the Soard Clerk, and fee registrant, these Girctiiasi^Jicss aa to
use of force attending even to kilj.ing sr^ recorded,. in detail arid
appear to be no Kore fern tfea usual Jehov^i^g Witnesses tsnet'.liha
a person is entit3.ec[ to self-defense of himself^ his fsmily,,
renj and. Kingdom interests. An expressed vUliagness to use
to si3eh estteni and ^or such purposes is no.t a basis for denial of



*Jhe registrants statement to the Hearing Offices? that lit God
•W-ere to -direct vsr 'he -^ouLd fight, amounts only to an expression of
registrant's belief .in theocratic warfare snd is .not a "bss.is- fo

208 F, 2d 329.

With due regard for the Hearing 0£fitter*g recommendation asd
the local, board*s conclusion.* t-be Bepartmetit of Justice- and

1*3 claim is sustained as to both combatant and noa-1

training sud service* l"t? tiier^fore.j- recc^smerid.̂  ,'̂ hat
be-classified in Glass 1-0*

e Selective Service Cover Sheet, in tbs above case is

incerely

'f* Os.car
Gonsclenfcious-O'b.jsctcr Section-



Kestnae of Supplemental

• He* . stichard TSartin Raws

Conscientious-Objector Claimant

& resu&e 01 prior investigative rspor-ts was
furnished the registrant in connection ^ith 'a
hearing, held by a Bejjartoisast oC Justice Hearing
Officer CHI Tiaj 7j 19$u ^s origiaa-1 of said
resume «as made a. .part of the registrant's Selective
Service file and is incorporated' herein by reference.

acqaatintances, references -and religious associates
contacted all advised that they believe registrant is absolutely
siu'cere In his religious beliefs aad.'in his cceiselsntioas-objeetor
.claim. On-e of these persons said she ~3&es no reason whj he should
be classi^.sd as a conscientious -cfejector^ bscau'ss- she feels that
all yoEcag men should serv-e in the armed forces. ^iese persons
generally atfrlsed' that registrant is of very good reptitatiQR and.
character, #xfcreae!y w«ll -"behaved ajd of excell̂ t moral cliaracter
and cftaifect, They: said hs is a elsaa-eat inctividaal and indicated
that they knew of only favorably S^fomiatiou conceraijsg- feis activity*
they 'Stated 'that his everyday 'life-clearly reflects that he is a good
Christian y<n^g: rasa,. !Fhey said he has tio steady secular vcrfc,. bat •
frosi time to t-lme hs •ff-orks part time- for his father at his .father's
Immber utill. One perscs recall&d that registrant'had stated that
he coald liv® for s year oja approx^a'tely $kO0400» stad thus could
d.svots practically all of his tise to his religioas work and aetiTitis
These persons advised thst' registrant and. all members of his family,
with the exception of his father^ are very active -iii fee Jehovah*s
Wiine«ses religi^i, and that their shole life is centered arsosei •
their religions activities, Sisy said, that registrant devotes prsc-"
tically of his tdme to his religious aqtivaties. 1Sis.se -persons also
indicated that registrsu-t' s- mother is considered to be the leader of
th-e Jehcnrah's. Witnesses in the Grand Coo,le©^ Washington-.,, aspea, aa<5
•feat she has no doubt reared her children to 'beliefs, ia this religious
organisation sn-d to b-e active in its w«rk« Ibey. indicated that she
has been associated with this "religious sect for approximately 20



f these persons contacted were not of tfes sams religions belief
as is registrant, and Imdieated that they did not agree with his
beliefs^ bat as is above indicated, th-sgr -all generally agreed that
they believe he is sincere in bis religious beliefs aad in his present

Ths reeor&s of the Wa.tchto^er Bible as.d Tract Society
ia Brooklyn, Hew Iork3 reflect that registrant was ordained a m^istei
itx the sFehQ^b's Witnesses on. September 20, 191*2.. He s-erved as a
Vacation Pioneer from *1ay to September o£ 1^£, at "5?hidi time he con-
weficed ibll-time Picee^r irork. The record re,flect- that registrant
devoted 33 average OJP crrer 100 hoars' per month for the' period frc^s
?^ay of 1^52 through September 1955* Tfee records fmrtfe-^r reflect that
he was appointed to the positiesi of th-©a-crst-ic Hinistrv School
on Octd^er 8, 195'2̂  Territory Ser^raBt on October 8, 1953, aa d Bible

•Serv-s-at on Dacffisbsr 1?? 1953.

Credit crim.3jial records are negative,

Preared 283



He; ^icharcl Hsrti

Conseierrt ious-M^b^ector Cl

First Restir^ of Supplemental
nbsr 25. X9&

A psraon who has enpZoyeel, the registrant as. a paarfe-tiiee
on two or three different occasions, said that the registrant
displayed aji excellent asoral character and cornet-, £hls psrst>xi was
asare of the reglstsrant'a extensive activities "Kith the
Kifeicsses a,̂ d §ild he did not wcrk <m Th^rsdays.s Fridav
or Suntfe^s because this would inborfsre with his naisS^sterial -work*
The registrant ts father.^ vhc- fes eKsxLored t'rss reglst"ra^t part-tise
o^er- the past tJirsa or fftur years y $$&& a sahst&ntially similar
opinion cotK^roiug the regiatreuxt arsd his rsligicras activities* He
said that he is absolafccly ceriaixi" tlie raglsrbratifc Is sincere in
claiming exer^tion as a conscicritioi^ oojector* Other reXatives^ '
ss^QcistsSj. neighbors sM references stst<3d tj-at the registrant
3. greet deal of tins to his religions activities and is i
sincere in raaking a conscientioxis-objector claiuu Several of these
pe-rsons gave favorable reports coywerning "fehs?, registrsjxfc isiien "tlie^
nere interviesfed durirc a previoias inirsstigation of the registrant's
clair-v.. These persor^ jjidicate 'that their previcyus re^e.rls concerr-i^g
the registrant are etui -"alia.* toey point oufc tfeafc the registeort
and "Ms nather hsve been active in'the Jehsv^i's " '̂itnessss for -fche
past 10 year- period, and -the/- apt orJly beliefs in the j^djxclplss- o£
the JehoT£fc!s Witnesses religion but prstctice those principles i*i
their 'everytlay Hfe, Several o^ these persons painted out that t-be
registrant is presently serving as -a £oll-itiffle Canister in the -—-
£o£p Lafej Wasimtgtonj, ares., aiicl we^ o^T the opinion -that, iihe rs^is-
trsnfc should be granted a Fiinisterisl classiSica-tion* On this poirrfe,
•bhe s^ifffcrgnt^s mother advised that the re^ls'ferarit' would like 'to go
iryfco missionary work £or -fche J^<y?ahrs Witnesses and .s£t®jd the
Watchlxwsr Bible sna Tract Society. Ninist-ry Scitool In >fesr T^rJc



Box 443 '
Soap lake, Washington

£ 1959

Hay<3en C. CoTi
IE4 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, II. Y0

Desr Brother CaviziEtcni

Snclosect plsas« find i^y reply to the Appeal Board on the Department of
Justice recommendation and resting. 1 plan to send it in sometime after Dec,
10, so that it will be sure to reach them "by Dec* 15, ^ha d?ed line is Psc, 16,
I am sfsiding you this copy la advance BO that if you h#Ye e.n sa^c-gsstions it
%-lll gi-re HE time to rer/rite it* Do yon think I went into enough <5*-tasii^on sty

In case there class! fioatiort Is not IV-D «.nd thera is no diss^rrfri-Mr-- vote.
do yo-u think it advisable to reqnsst the Hational ?nd State Directors of
S^lectivfl Sf5rv->.c^ to t*xkfl -^n appeal to the President for w? as outlined on page
24 and 3-5 of the booklet "Procedure of J^ho-7S.hrs RLtnesses U^ider Selective Sarviee"
puad. as I hatr^ done trrioo b-jfcrs1?

ri to be i?ut in Class 7-A T^hen ^ reachThen to, ^ ??cmld like to Icno-sr if
my 26th birthday on 1̂7̂  10 s 1960 or^. b^causs -pr-r o,sse has b-en on

wi.lj bs continued untill 1 sri 35 3 or jast -what th-? •nrodssdnre is?

yen vsry Tnuch for yonr tiat« °nd attention to iijy cese, -^ pray •Jeho?'ahTs
rich bl66sings or, yon aid your ^ork* Will bo waiting to h^ar from yo'.; if yon
think it 'necessary to vrrit* risrht away ooncRrnins th

,/-?.



Soap lafce..

Solectiva S«rriae System
Appeal Board Pbr Tao SelcctiT-e Berries Systss IB ^fee "Eastern
Federal tftJdieial Pistrist Of 3he Sists Of ^"-i-<-« —*•—
B. 214 Wall Street, Spokane 1,

Bear Sirs:

5his is in response to your letter of Ko-rembar 16 ^ 1S59 informing z
jay right of a writtar. reply i-o the 0«part®emt of Jtistiee reoomnandatioa

25a.y I first of all stats ths purpose of T?iy appeal isas for s
classification of IV=D and not for a corisoientioua- objector
althcufch I believe that I as* sligiabls for this classification also* -he
reason why ffl$r file "was rsferreci to ths Ospatrtaaant of Justice "was baeau&tf it
contained a special fcr^t for eonsei«stious objectors sr^ ths E>«partia(KQt of
Justice is coafiiaed bv- law to eo-nsideraties cf ̂  coKScisnfelous objector claia.
It Gas not consider any other c-lairs that I s&y haven SoweTrar, as 1626,26 &? the
Regulations "point cat fes appeal "board is not so bouml* It s&ys "feat you <^an
gi^^ ^consideration to the •mriggs o.lassssn for which I -say "be eligib!* abd thea
you should -slassliy sae nlo 1Si-s lowest class Tor -^lich* I SGS eligible. In '127
opinion this isoxild bs class IT-D»

It should not be GTsr looked that- the r«coistt«s<Jation o-f the DepartttKG-t of1

Justice 'is j^st that—a rsconErwndatioiu You. ar« sot bouad by the .reco^sse,tvde.tion
and should not consider jrcvrself to bs bo«sd ^yii as it- onl^ gi^ss a one*sided
picture of -nrr stettts — ths si?5e tbst t'na Dapartj^nt of ^nstioe is confined -feo oy
law= As Section 1SS6.2S (d) of the rsguiatioss says, lo part, "is its ctetarmina
(the appeal board) shall. giTe cansid-eratiori to, bat it shall not be "botgm to
follow., ^a

though the raco3S«adatien doss not concern itself a'ith :î - aiaisterial
elaiat s-fcill1, its coritei5ts proves- tha-t I cose- u'nder the -provisions of &ec-tEoa
1522*43 for a ministerial exemption s.nd classifioation of I7-0* For eiaiapi^.j. GK
page cae c-i1 the racossssndatlofi it- ^ectio^s that ^registrant was b&ptijjsd in that
ffeath in Sspfssbe-r 1S4S" In reality this refers to my ordination c-srsaia-ny at
which tims I biscams a sinister ^ust as Christ ^gros began his ministry at the
t isle of his- baptisEs, ^or the next ten 'years X served ss- s. psi-t— time mi

Page "tsso^ paragraph two of the reeoaaaffitidation jaakde Tseution of
and education for the ministry tty sia^ly statl;jg: that nhs begaa attending
with his s»ther in early childhood", 2his waa act^mliy far sore then J-ust "attad-s-
ing cinsre-Jl-0 * It inqlu.dsd reftilar arid d.illiger,t- sfeu<iy for 1;hc classes
as well a.s ^cttjai training in the field ^aisi.stry work. Th* a«xt aeu-fesae.« i

of" tfeis regular and sys^ssgLtic stu^f ^hi«h I rolio««d* • 3h-e la.st teo
-es of this par£g.rsp}i testify to ths f&et ~thst as e result of Erf stacfgr

o^thsra view sss as a ttboim fide ^i

She- l&st- ssatrsaet; of parer,rs.ph one on i^gs three of the reecsmesdation.
has b&eu ?cr>' active is hie raligicma work, a.qd sontinuas to serve as a '

fact this testifies to the great amoijsl; of tinte I spend is a^ ministerial



{

activities -flfeieh. include about 50 hours a month of actual door-to-door
•work, using prepared sermons in preaching to the peopls in their homes.
-too 5 this includes at least another SO hours a -motel in calling sack on psopla j/
-who are willing to l&ara more about the Bi'olts -through a systsraatie study at it^- .,
longer ssrsKrns are proa.eh.3d to these people e«d a regular study o:f the Bibls .^p "'.V
started with th« use of other text books. £*A full o-ourse of instruction is — j?^*',,V'''
available to the swny people I serve in this rsauncr* This activity ig Included ^~V*'
In the tens. n?icme^^.JBeHdes all of this there are still other ministerial «- :"
obligations I perform said for this reason the statement says, "He has "boss rery7''.
active in his religious 7£>rk"--. &i«se other obligations include visiting the
sick end leeak: on^s of ;sr/ congregation* travel. time to and from, studies and laeetiztgs^s
attending: aaay and various zseetiufs, preparing somorss snd doing personal study,
lEakiag care of duties of -the several offices I hold in our local ministerial
association (appcizitsient to these positions are jasntioned ia the rtesttmfc of"
23, 19S5, pfegs two, paragraph one) and various other sinistsrial activities
takes up approxisatsly another 200 hofirs a zaonth of BHT time which rseana that I
spend up to 300 hrars a sionth taking cars of all sjy TalnistsriaX obligations. •-

-"••» ' !
reason I have ^no steady secular -work,, but from tiae to time' (I)

work par"fc tims" and ^devote practically ail of {my} tijns to (i^r) religious
and &etiTritiws% ss stated in tha rcstiwe* prepared IMe^iabsr 28, 1S55. Tfeis it ean
1-je se-ers -feet tha greatest portion of niy tisie is spent ia the ministry. " lhat is
i?hy the report ^qoss en to say? nHaay of the persons contacted. ..gensrally agreed
that they believe hs is sincere in his religious beliefs and IJQ his present
They have reference especially to ^y ministerial claim,

As page twoj paragraph on.ss of this Bao-sjaber 28, 1955 resiiafe po'ints out, ay
full-time sidistsrial earesr started in May of 1952 and continues till now*
1CK3 hours a aiorith B^zitioiied hers do not in-elinie the addational 200 hours a
month I mentioned auore,

g the Sesxosi prepared Ifey 23, ISSSi 2his too testifies to the
of tiKS I spend at secular work and the ""great deal of time11 I depots to

my "religious activitiss". I'be days Thursdays- i5tr« Sunday on which I do ao
^ork fer« th4 <2a7S I rarularly schedule siy public field ministry work* The other-
days of the -??e9£ I take care of isy other ministerial obligations, and irork in aiy
part-tirse' secular -wori: Tffith which I support sjy sslf , iu part, together -with other
contributions siade to sse* In this -way, as ths report says, not only do I "believ*
"in the pria'ciplss of the tJehorab's 'Slsirnsso-s r-slieion b«t practice those principles
in * » ae~*r©;rydEy life." Let it also be notod that several persons iute:rri<5w«d *Ver»
of the opinion .that the registrant s-ho-uld be granted a ministerial elassification."
This is beeausa these people recogsiss 7^7 activities as those of & "boa fids

The abcire should clearly establish that the aiuistry is x$r vocation
of the great aso'ant of ticse I spend in fulfiling s// duties as a Miaister.-'Sierefora
I respectfully request the Appeal Board to ple.ce joe in class '17-0.

yo'urs,

Hishard M.
Ordained Kinister



LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN 1, N. Y.

December 10, 1959
MAIN 5-I24O

Mr. Richard M. Rawe
Box 443
Soap Lake., Washington

Dear Brother Rawe:

I have read the copy of your answer to the
recommendation from the Department of Justice
to the appeal board. -What you have v/ritten seems
good., but I believe you could have gone into more
detail about your full-time pioneer activity
and as such your leadership.

If you do not have sufficient time to re-
write it go ahead and send it1 in as you have it
written. Perhaps you have already done so.

Follow the suggestions given in the Counsel
On Ministerial Claims By Jehovah's Witnesses and
be sure to keep me informed of whatever develops.

With "best wishes and theocratic regards,

Your brother,

G-amc



Box 443
. Soap Lake, Washington

Jan. 12, 1960

Hayden C. Covington . -
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, »* Y.

Fear -Brother Covington, ,

I have just received my classification from the Appeal Board. Ihey
gave me a 1-0 classification ba/ a vote of 4 to 0. 2his was on Jan. 11,
1960. .

Unless you have other suggestions 1 will proceed to compose letters
to the Sate and National Directors asking them to take an appeal to the
president for me for a 17-D in order to avoid and injustice, â j <jid on
Oct. 31, 1954. .

With reference to my letter to you of Dec. 2, 1959: please find
enclosed page two and three of the rewritten statement on appeal that
was actually mailed to 2he appeal board for their consideration when
I was classified.

Any suggestions would be appreciated,
on this matter

Ihankyou for your attention

With you in seeking and pursuing peace,

Ricahrd Rawe



- • Box 4«.3;
. . Soap Ikke, "Washington

.January 20, 1960

Hayden C. Covington
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, ff. Y. . -

Dsar Brother Covington,

Enclosed please find copies of letters which I sent to -̂ ftfe 'Siite.

and National Directors of Selective Service asking them to take an

appeal to the President for me. Also a copy of the cover letter to

the local board is enclosed.

keep you informed on the developments.

.Your brother,

Richard M. Rawe



Box 443
: . Soap Lake, Washington

. - . - . . ' . January 2 0 , 1960

Selective Service
local Board Ho. 22 :
Wonatohee, Washington . ;

Dear Sirs:

Enclosed plaaeo find copies of letters to the Stats and National

Directors of Selective Service requesting them to take an appeal to

tha President in ray behalf. Please include these two letters in my file

I also want to ask tho local Tboard to delay any futher action in toy

case until!' the DireotorVs have acted on n$r request.

Sincerely,

tiohard M. Rawe



Box 443
Soap lake, Washington
January 20, I960

Gen. Lewie B. Herafaay
Director of Selective Service
451 Indiana Avenue, K. W.
Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Sirt

-. • Sao purpose of t&ia letter IB to request you to take an appeal to th*
President An my behalf. Would you please call B$- fii« into your office for
the purpose of a review. I am asking you to take this appeal to the Provident
in the national interests to Maintain freedom of worship for all and to avoid
an injustice to 00* .

I believe that "the Icccl board nnd th* appeal board hav* violated Soection
16 (g) of th* Aot by not civing s» a IY-D. %• file contains ample proof that
I am entitled to such and shows I an fulfiling every requirejpisnt of the Section
16 (g). !ihs facts will show that I have been preforming aa a full-felws sdniater
for alsiost sight years and yet I have bscn deniad c^ IV-D clataaification. She
injxie'bioe I would b« raoeivin? 1? th* sas* as miy other r«oo^aitad> duly ordained
end ro^ulftr m3ni8t»r that is preaching aa a vopation would suffer if he received
any other olassifioaiiozi that IV-D.

She follcwlriG is a hrlof history of sy long case, I am registered as
Hiohard &, Rowe. I ceg;i0tered Kay. 12, 1952 ?dth l^cal Board Ko. 22, Wenatohee,
^aehington. % number is 45-22-34-183. I was eeat &y blaeaifioation Oaestioneer
Jfovsjater 12, 1952 and returaed it ou loveo'bsi' 21, 195S. I filled oat Scries 71
for Eiinisters «zid requested a 1W> bapause I started nsy full-time servioe as i
miniater on l&y 1, 1952. Also I aakad for a Conscientious Objebtor forra. 3his
teva "was filled out and returned on Oecombsr 1, 1962. I hay© oonscientioua
olijeotion* to both cosibatairt and non-conbatant eervi.ce and training taoauen of
ay status and duties ao a full-time ralflietsr and because My aecaaiatatiou* has
been trained "fcy a study of God's t*ord. I also returned -with thosa fonss
dooumeBtary proof that I as a minister. Ihie dooument is entitled "Certiflo&te
For Ftonoer" and is froa the Watchtowcr Bible and Tract Socieiy* It states
that I 9.m a "duly ordained minister of Jahovtth's witnesses" and that say "custo-
mary vocation" is the ministry* It futher shows I v.*8i8 ordidned in a public
oorearony on September 20, 1942. Also that I ims "duly appointed on Hay 1, 1952
as a 'pioneer' minister" and "authorised to preforw the ordinary rites and
oermoniofl.. .such as Marriage cersony, the baptismal cerowony, the burial corempay,
eto." and I aa therefore certified by a recognieed religious organisation.
5FhiS should be substunial cvidance that I am entitled to a IV-fi. Along with
this oy file chow I have an authorised territory assignment
by the Watohtower Society ia ufaioh to preach, also that I serve as the Bible
Study Servant, 5hoooratic Ministry School Servant, Hagaeine-territory Servant
ans as a Congregation Book Study Conductor, to the Sphrata Congregation of
Jehovah's witnesses, 3hese appointments are "by the "X'atchtower Bible and Jraot
Society, ^utherinore I have on file isdth the loos.1 board a number of letters



J&j. Gen. Lewis B . Harehey - . - •
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and affidivata frosa other poo pis stating that th«y recognise tae as a duly
ordained lainietor and that this is *qy vocation.

In addation to the above thera is ip E^r -file e. document from the Tfatohtower
and Tiraot Society dated September 30, 1$57. It is entitled* "!tb Whom It

GorioermH i^iioh testifies to the fact that I have a missionary congregation
of Tshloh 1 am the aplrituoladvisor sad religious leader and that I have been

as such 'by thtt Watc&toWer Bible and Tract Society.

Ky file also oontaina serraral raporta froa -fee Justice Pepartssent aad, 't5i«
l?, D. I. •arhic'h Bhow that I am oontiauing to OBrve as a full-time minister and
that several people interviewed etotad that they -view ass as a ordained, full-time
minister anct said that they felt that I ohonld be Gttfcn e ministers claaaifioation.

reoord of -ay olaBaifications are as follows: On December 11, 1952
I me olassifled 1-0 "by tha IOCK! 'ooftrfi, th® following April 14, 10S3 I was
granted a personal apr-aaraaco \^iloH raaultsd ia another 1-0 fron the local
board. On Juaa 1, 1̂ 55 -the appoal board a^fts»Sfi«d as !-&». '2i« casa wa.e then.
appa&lod V tha. Director of Selective Serrice to the Prasldent and on Ootolaer
29, 195S I -Baa put in class 1-A, Following this tha loca.1 board reopened a^r
oae* and on liovembsr 12, 1955 fcg&iu alaooifi«d pe I-A. Oa tha folio-wing parsoaal
&pT?ear&r.aQ it arM^ clasaifisd E» I-A on January 7, 1054. A£ter an iaveatigation
T^-"the F. 3, I. the Appeal board clansified we 1̂ 6 on October 26^ 1954. Again
the good offices of the Director of Selective Service took an appeal to the
President -which rosulted to another I-£ on Keroh 8, 1965. 3ho Icael 'board
reopoiied aad on J«iy 1̂ , 1955 claBsified no *-«» on the follc^ing personal
appearances it cla.Btifiod ase I-A on Bovwaibsr 8, 1967 end Daoeaber S. 1957.
Another investigation "by the P. 3. I. resulted in the ftppoal to the appeal
board. On January 11, I960 the appeal "board again placed rao in clnss X-0.

In view of th* above nasntioned facts of thi* case I respectfully request
intervention iu this oa«o. VJill you pleaa* call in this file for review

cnpoal to tha National 0*leottv« Oervioe Appeal Board so that Z my tes
classified according to my vocation as a rainiatorT Pleass 1st r» kn.ow

action Is toicon in this case.

Sincerely,

Biohard H.



Box 443
Soap" Lake,

- ""* January 20, 1960

State Director of Selective Service
State Anaory
llacoma 5, Washington". - . " ~

Bear Sirs ' " " • _ •

The purpose of this letter is to request you to taice {in appeal to the
President in ^y behalf. VTourd you please call ay fila into your office for
the purpose of a review* I ar,i asking.you to take this appeal to the President
in the national interests'to rnaiiytaiu freedom of -worship, for all and to avoid
an injustice to m n * " " . -. ' . . " . _ .

I brtliove that tUe. l^cal board aod the appeal "board have violat-sd Section
16 (s) of th'o Act by'not fil^S no a IV-U. _% file contains ample proof that.
I wa or*titled to nueh and show-I .an fulfillD£ evory reqvir^ir.snt cf the flection
IS (g). Tho facto will chow that 1 have-bcon preforming as a full-tine minister •
for almost oi&ht years and yet I have Veen honied ay IY-D classification* The
injustice I "could "be receiving is Ui& .sacie aa any cth^r raco^ized, duly ordained
and ro;;ulr.r ninlstor that is pro^ohing as 'f i -vocation Troult1. cuffc-r if he received
any .other 1olasGificfct?.oii tha^ IV-D. '

1\\e follovlng la a brief history!-of-oy lovg case, I am registeredT as Richard H.
Rawe. I rfi^ictered liiy 12, 1952 -with local Board JS6, 22, T^riatohoo, 'Tiftshington.
Ify irjsibar'io 45-22-S4r-133.. I wao sont r$r clasalfics-hion (2u3stiona»r Kbv.- 12, 1952
and returned it on Kov. 21, 1552. I filled out Corles VI for laiaistora and
requested a IV-D bccauc'a I started ay fall-time -scrvio* as a ciiniator on Kay 1, 1952;
Also I askod for a Conscientious Objector ford., this Torn was filled out and
returned on I>«o* 1, 1952. I hav-? consoisntious ejections to both combe/tent
and non-oonbatn.fit servion and' training because of ^ wtatua and d.utios aa a
roll-tine ninlstflr end booatiae siy oonaolwitious has been truizted by R study of
Ood's Hord* I also returned frith 'tiiose forao documentary proof that I aja e,
TRinistor* 3h'is documsnt ia entitled "Certificate For Pioneer" and is from the
Tfritohtowor Eiblo and Tract Society. It otatca that I am a "duly ordained ndnister-
-of Jehovah's witressfts" ^Qd that j^y "oustoraary Yocation" is the saiiiistry. It
father shov;a I w,as ordainad in a public oeremony on Sept. 20, 1942. Also, that
I -was "duly appointed on May. 1, 1962 as a 'pioneer' sinister" and "authorised to
preform the ordinary rites and censonios. ..such as marriage carnony, the baptiezaal
cnremony, the burial ceremony,, etc." and am therefore certified by a recognized
religious organization, 'Ihia should be ctibstanial ©vidance that I am entitled
to a IV-P. Along with this my file shows 1 ahv« an authorized territory assignment
"by the VJetchtower Society in i&iah to preach, alco ths-t I serve as the Bible Study
Servant, Iheooratio Ministry School Sorv&nt, I3aga.§.ine--Tcri-i-fcory Servant and as a.
Cong;re£atiot: Book-Study Conductor, to the Ephrata Congregation of Jehovah's witnesses.
fhese pppointwents are by the Watohtor;er Bible and Tract Society. Futhermore I
have on file with the local board a*number of letters from other people
stating that they recognise roe as a duly ordained, minister and that that is 'my
vocation. - . • .
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In addation to the above there is in my file a document from the Watchtower
Bible and Tract Society dated September 30, 1957. It is entitledtnlb ffhoad--.lt
Kay Corioernt" which testifies to the fact that I have a missionary congregation
of which I am the spiritual advisor and religious leader and that 1 have been
authorized as such by the Vfatohtower Bible and Tract Society.

tfy file also contains several reports from the Justice Department and the
F.B. I. which show that 1 am continueing to serve as a full-time minister and
that several people interviewed stated that they view me as a ordained, full-tiiaw
minister and said that they felt that I aho$ld be given a ministers classification

The record of ray olaseifications are as follows i On December 11, 1952-
I was classified 1-0 ty- the Iccal board, the following April 14, 1953 I was
granted a personal appearance which resulted an another 1-0 from the local
board. On June 1, 1953 the Appeal .board classified me 1-0. 5he case was then
appealed by the Director of Selective Service to the President and on October
29, 1953 I was put in class I-A. Following this the local board reopened my
case and on Kbvember -12, 1953 again classified me I-A. On the following personal
appearance it again classified me I-A on January 7, 1954. Aftor an investigation
by the P. B. I. the Appeal board classified me 1-0 on October 25, 1954. Again
the good offices of the Director of Selective Service took an appeal to the
President which resulted in another I-A on Z&rch 8, 1956. The local board
reopened and on July 14, 1965 classified me I-A, on the following personal
appearances it classified me I-A on Eoveraber 8, 1957 and December 5, 1957. ~
Another investigation by the P. B. I; resulted, in the appeal to the appeal
board. On January 11, 1960 the appeal board again placed me in class 1-0.

In view of the above mentioned facts of this case I respectfully request .
your intervention in this case, ftill you please call iaa this file for review
and appeal to the Rational Selective Service Appeal Board so that I May be
finally classified according to nŷ voaation as a minister? Please let me know
what action Is taken in this case. .

. Sincerely,.

Richard M. Hawe



NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS

451 INDIANA AVENUE NORTHWEST

WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

January 26, 1960

ADDRESS REPLY TO
THE DIRECTOR OF SELECTIVE SERVICE

Mr. Richard M. Rave
Box 1&3
Soap Lake, Washington

SS Ho. ^5-22-3^-183

Dear Mr- Rawe:

This acknowledges your letter of January 20? 1960̂

concerning your selective service status,

Your case will "be considered and you will "be in-

formed of any change of status "by your local "board.

For The Director,

DEE INGOLD
Colonel, QMC

Chief f Manpower Division



WASHINGTON STATE HEADQUARTERS

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM
WASHINGTON NATIONAL GUARD ARMORY

S. 10TH AND YAKIMA D JM/fh

TACOMA 5, WASHINGTON
January 29, I960

IN B£PLriNG.*DDBESS:

THE STATE DIRECTOR OF SELECTIVE SERVICE
AND REFER TO:

142,

Mr. Richard M. Rawe-
Box 443
Soap Lake, Washington

Dear Sir:

Your Selective Service No. 45-22-34-183

Upon receipt of your letter dated January 20, 1960 re-
questing that the State Director appeal your case to the Presidential
Appeal Board, we secured your Selective Service file from your local
board for review.

As you are aware, your case has already had the benefit of
consideration by the Presidential Appeal Board on two occasions and
by the Washington State Appeal Board on three occasions. It is the
consensus of the staff at this headquarters who have reviewed your
file that no new information has been introduced since it was last
considered by the Presidential Appeal Board. Consequently, it would
appear that no useful purpose would be served by submitting it for
their consideration at this time.

There is no evidence in your record of denial of any right
to which you are entitled under the Universal Military Training and
Service Act, as amended, or that your processing to date has been
defective in any manner. We regret that we do not find sufficient
basis to accede to your request. Should your status change, please
submit the information to your local board, for their consideration.

For the State Director,

Major, AGC
Chief, Manpower Division

cc: Local Board No. 22



SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

r
Local Board No. 22

Chelan County Court House
Bfenatohee, Washington

| (LOCAL BOARD STAMP)

March 9, I960 IN REPI.Y, REFER TOt

1U2.

Mr. Richard Martin Rawe
Box 1|U3
Soap Lake, Washington

Dear Mr. Rawe;

Re: U5-22-3U-183

This local board has been advised by the State Director
of Selective Service, in a letter dated March ?a I960, that an
appeal to The President has been taken by the Director of Selective
Service in accordance with your request.

]$r Direction of the local Board

Florence W. Allen
Clerk

cc State Director



' Box 443
Soap Lake, "Washington
Maroh 10, 1960 ;

". Hay den C. Covrngton •
1 2 4 Columbia Heights " . - - . .
Brooklyn 1, IT. T. . .

Dear brother Covington,

This is to -keep you up on the developments in my case . On
Jan. 26, I960 The National Headquarters for the Selective Service

• System sent me an acknowledgement of my Jan. 20, 1960 letter to "them.
Ihey said that the local board would notify me of any change of status .

On Jan. 29, 1960 the State ̂ eadquarters replied to my letter
of Jan. 20, 1960 as follows; "Dear sir: Upon receipt of your letter

dated Jan. 20, 1960 requesting that .the State Director appeal, you case to the
presidential Appeal Board, we secured your Selective Service file from your local
board for review. As you are wware, your case has already had the benefit of
consideration by the Presidential Appeal Board on two occasions and by the "Wash.
State Appeal Board on three occasions. It is the consensus of the staff at this
headquarters who have reviewed your file that no new information has been introduced
since it was last considered by the Presidential Appeal Board. Consequently, it
would appear that no useful purpose would "be served by submitting it for their
consideration at this time. There is no evidence in your record of denial of
any right to which you are entitled under the Universal Military Training and
Service Act, as ammended, or that your proeessing to date has been defective in
any marine:-. We regret that we do not find sufficient basis to accede to your request,
Should your status change, please submit the information to your local board for
their consideration. ***For the State Director, David J. Mansfield, Chief,"

On tkroh 9, 1960 the local board sent me a letter stating: " This
local board has been advised by the State Director of Selective Service,
in a letter dated March 7, 1960, that an appeal to Ehe President has
been taken by the Director of Selective Service in accordance with your
request. **** By Direction of the Local Board, Florence Allen, Clerk."

If the Presidential Appeal Board's desioion is not favorable,
what do you suggest as the next step of proceedure? I have preformed
a burial ceremony and marriage -ceremony that isn't on record as yet.
Also have hand bills on a large number of public talks and programs
of circuit assemblies I hove been used on where my name appears. Could
this be used as 'new evidence'? Would the fact that I'll be 26 on May
10, 1960 have any bearing on the case? Any suggestions are appreciated.

Your brother

Hichard
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HAYDEN C. C O V I N G T O N
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN T, N. Y.

April 14, I960
MAIN S-J24O

Mr. Richard Rawe
Box 443
Soap Lake,, Washington

Dear Brother Rawe:

I have at hand your letter of March 30 j I960, in
which you relate that the .Rational Director has again
taken an appeal to the President in.your behalf. This
is gratifying and 1 hope that it produces the desired
results.

The fact that you have performed a marriage cere-
mony and a funeral would not help much; however., the
fact that you will be 26 on May 10., 1960., will mean '
that you will no longer be liable under the present
regulations. Of-course, if you have had any kind of
a deferment such as a 4-F, 3-A or 1-S you. are liable
until the age of 35 instead of the age of 26. Write
to me immediately and tell me about this and also be
certain to get in touch with me at once if you receive
any word on the action of the National Director's ap-
peal in your behalf to the President.

In event that you do not hear any further word
by May 15., I960, and you are not subject to extended
liability then you will have no further dealings with
the draft under the present regulations.

Your brotherj

C-amc



Box 443 '
. - .Soao Lake, Washington

April 18, 1960

Hayden C« Covington
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, M. Ŷ .

Dear Brother Covington: - .

.Just received your. April 14, 1960'latter today. I have never had

a defered classification such as 4-f, 3-a or 1-S. The only classifications

whioh I hava had -were 1-A and 1-0., -which havo (always boon on appeal,

in some cases, as when I rod'sived i-A from the Presidential Appeal board,

the case was raopenod and consequently a new aaries of appeals taken.

To date I have had no futher word from the draft board but vdll

.let.you know isnmediately when I do. .

Your brother,



MEMORANDUM TO JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES CONCERNED WITH THE DRAFT

The Director of Selective Service lias issued Local
Board Memorandum No. 55, which provides for a
periodic review of all cases of registrants who have
been classified in deferred or exempt classifications
other than Class Y-A, such as IY-D.

Paragraph No. 2 of that memorandum provides:
"(a) At least once a year local boards shall review
the file of every registrant who has been classified in
an exempt or deferred class other than Class Y-A.
The information in the registrant's cover sheet con-
cerning his status shall be re-examined to determine
whether the registrant currently meets all require-
ments for the deferred or exempt classification."

If a registrant has continuously met the ministerial
quota set for pioneers and has not been engaged in
full-time secular work, thus pursuing the" ministry
as his vocation, he should have little difficulty in
satisfying the periodic inquiry of the local boards.
Of course, some local boards will be more difficult to
deal with than, others. However, generally speaking
the provisions of the above memorandum by General
Hershey will amount to protection for the bona fide
registrant as well as the Selective Service System.
The responsibility is upon you as a minister of
Jehovah G-od to defend your ministry and to be dili-
gent in giving the local board the full facts when
requested.

At the time of the checkup the local board may
send you a set of questions for answering, or it may
call you before it.

One question the draft boards are concerned with
is: How does registrant earn living? To answer the
question merely requires the facts. If a registrant is
a pioneer he should show the amount of support by
way of gifts and contributions he receives. You may
live at home with your parents who are in the truth.
If you do and your family supports your ministry
to the extent of providing room and board, then such
information should be mentioned to the local board.
If you are invited to homes of people to whom you
render ministerial services and are given meals or
perhaps transportation, then such information should
be given to the board. You are earning your living
from the ministry. If part-time work is engaged in to
provide the necessary funds to support your ministry,
you should give the board the amount of time spent in
such work and the amount of your net earnings. Some-
times the local boards also request a description of the
secular work performed.

If you are asked whether you regularly teach and
preach the principles of religion and you are a regular
publisher or a pioneer, show that you do. Give the
amount of time spent pursuing all your ministerial
activities.

You may desire to describe the exact way -in which
you spend your time in the ministry. Also, the local
board may ask for a specific schedule listing day by
day and hour "by hour how your time is spent. This is
good evidence to have in your file. "When preparing

the outline showing the "breakdown of the time, follow
each day's activities beginning from early morning
right through until late at night. You could list time
spent in the following activities: (1) time in morning
worship, consideration of the morning Scriptural text;
(2) time- in doing missionary work among your con-
gregation of laymen; (3) time calling upon the spirit-
ually and physically sick ones of your congregation
of layman, as well as those associated ministers with
the local unifof Jehovah's "Witnesses; (4) time pre-
paring for the local unit's congregational meetings;
(5) time attending and officiating at the unit's con-
gregational meetings; (6) tune counseling and aiding
visitors or associates within the local congregation of
Jehovah's "Witnesses before and after the meetings;
and (7) time in officiating at the rites and ceremonies
recognized and employed by Jehovah's "Witnesses, snch
as the marriage ceremony, the baptismal ceremony,
the burial ceremony, the Memorial, etc.

Show your responsibility with the unit by out-
lining to the board your duties as a servant assigned
to it. If you have not yet filed a photostatic copy of
your appointment letter, do so. The letter is kept on
file by the congregation servant. -

Call the local board's attention to your respon-
sibility as a minister of Jehovah God within the
community. Let the draft board know of how many
families or of what area of territory your congregation
of laymen is made up. Let the board know how many
families live within your assigned missionary terri-
tory and how many of them you call on each week
to provide them with free Bible education and.to
offer spiritual aid and answers to their Bible ques-
tions. Such congregation of laymen is your own
congregation.

Your congregation is in your personal missionary
territory. It is not the local congregation of Jehovah's
"Witnesses of which yon are a member and an as-
sociated missionary or minister. Your congregation
is the group of laymen living within your missionary
field or territory and with whom you conduct home
Bible studies, make back-calls., and regularly visit
from house to house in your missionary service. Item-
ize for the draft board time spent regularly in your
ministerial activities to your congregation of laymen.

Keep in mind that your congregation has definite
boundaries. You are the spiritual overseer and reli-
gious leader of it. You bear the responsibility before
the Almighty God, Jehovah, to properly care for
those sheep who live in your congregation.—Bzek.
33:6-9.

If you are a pioneer, emphasize that your regular
and customary vocation is caring for the spiritual
needs of your congregation of laymen. You perform
the duties of the ministry full time. Get affidavits
and certificates from those living within your mis-
sionary territory who attend your home Bible studies
or with whom you • regularly visit and give spiritual
comfort and guidance. The statements ishould show

1



that they are members of jour congregation and that
they recognize you as their minister. Perhaps a peti-
tion could be prepared and those who know you and
recognize you as a duly ordained minister of Jehovah's
Witnesses and a minister who is qualified to teaeh and
preach could sign it. File such evidence with your
draft "board.

Keep in mind; therefore, that you hold jointly two
positions, namely: (a) a minister of your own eon.
greg-ation of laymen who live within your missionary
territory and to whom you regularly preach. and teach,
and (2) a minister working with the local congre-
gation of Jehovah's "Witnesses and a member of that
unit of the organization.

Although time spent traveling to and from such
varied ministerial responsibilities is not time spent
teaching- and preaching, it is certainly associated with
the ministry and does consume a part of your day.
It should, therefore, be considered by the draft boards
as time spent pursuing your vocation, the Christian
ministry of Jehovah's Witnesses.

Mention should also be made of the time spent in
private Bible research. While private study is not
time spent in preaching and teaching the principles of
religion, it is a duty and an obligation of every
minister of Jehovah's Witnesses. If it becomes nec-
essary for you to defend your need for study and
your enrollment in the local Theocratic Ministry
School, you may find helpful a reference to the
material on pa.g&^^^ofJb^b&^ffMake~^-r-6^ All
Things". It^QouhjJj^^ginted out, jurther, that doctors
and lav^-ers-aTe-reqtffi^d-^o-stedT^^ do
research_wo£k— in— -eyetea?- te-keep— abr-east— with the
progress and^_chang£s__Diade~in_iiie4i-eiae--and . law.
Likewise, ministers are required to keep up with the
fulfillment of Bible prophecies and the advancement
of the light of truth from God's Word,

Sometimes the local boards ask the brothers ques-
tions such. as this: Hovy-maa^-Qiemliers are ther.e_in
the congregation ? In^nswering consider the material
oiL-Qair~20?rtfLI3^^-^^^-^^Ai ........ •— -"""̂  ' ^

giving- the Ser^turj;lu_^jltion_o.f,_Jehov.ah'_sJWitnesses
as to membership rolls, point out the approximate
number of people comprising your lay congregation,
that is, those people who live in your missionary
territory. It^^ould b^^ejamb&r-of.^eople that you
preach to regularly in your B ible_study._"wgrk. and^back-
cairwOTj^an^^osTwE'g.' lisierutcuyou .each time you
eall.iipon .them when in their ..neighborhood. Show
that many more people associate with your congre-
gation by attending your religious services.. Many
more people, therefore, receive direct benefit from
your services.

If the local board requests the number of ministers
in your congregation, give the Scriptural use of the
word. Show that only one minister is assigned to your
congregation of laymen and that one is yourself.
Perhaps you could give the Scriptural and then the
legal definitions of the word "minister." The legal
definition of the word is discussed on pages 2 and 3

of the booklet Procedure of Jehovah's Witnesses Under
Selective Service. See also the material on pages 7 and
S of the booklet Excerpts from Selective Service Reg-
ulations. Tell the draft board that you do not keep
records of each member. The important thing is that
you qualified Scripturally and according to the law
as a minister and should be so recognized. You are a
minister caring for a congregation of laymen.

Occasionally a registrant is asked to give the title
or titles which he holds within the congregation. If
you are asked such a question, you might explain that
Jehovah's Witnesses do not use titles as the clergy
of other religions do. (Job 32:21) Tell the draft
board that you are known as "minister" among your
congregation of laymen. Also it could be mentioned
that the religious organization of Jehovah's Witnesses
has names for service positions within the local mis-
sionary service centers (units or congregations). In-
form the board the exact -title of your position of
service within the local unit. Refer to your official
appointment letter as a servant, which may be in your
file. Prefer to proof of your position as a pioneer with
the congregation.

. Endeavor to show the draft boards that your own
congregation is in the homes of the people living
within'your missionary assignment. While you per-
form your missionary work in conjunction with the
local missionary center at which Bible education is
offered to the people, emphasize that your real mission
is to preach to the people in.their homes, for there
is where your congregation resides. It is for that
service for humanity that you should be recognized
as a teacher and preacher of religion and therefore
fully entitled to Glass IV-D.

An issue brought up by some draft officials is that
the time spent distributing the literature of Jehovah's
Witnesses is merely time spent "selling" books. No
time is ever spent selling the Society's literature. As
you know the Society's literature is never sold. There
is nothing commercial associated with the work of
Jehovah's Witnesses. All of the religious literature is
simply oral sermons that are conveniently used by
the missionaries in their vast work of preaching the
good news of the Kingdom. If Jehovah's Witnesses
and the householders had the time to discuss the con-
tents of the literature thoroughly there would be
little need for leaving the literature. However, the
complexity of modern living makes the use of printed
sermons and systematic Bible study aids practical.
It is another way that you use to properly care for
your congregation of laymen.

To be reimbursed for the cost of publishing the
literature is a reasonable request to ask of the person
who obtains the spiritual comfort and benefit it con-
tains. Such accepted contributions in no way trans-
form the religious work into some commercial enter-
prise. It should be remembered, too, that 'it is only
because duly ordained ministers devote their time to
prepare, print, bind and ship the Society's publica-
tions that the cost is so little to the receiver.



APPEARANCE BEFOKE LOCAL BOAE-DS
AND HEARING OFFICERS -

Many "brothers have been called before the Selective
Service officials and hearing officers of the Depart-
ment of Justice to discuss their conscientious ob-
jections to participation in war. Before you appear
before such officials it would be well for you to con-
sider thoroughly the information on pages 14-17 and
20-22 of the booklet Procedure. Also study the ma-
terial on pages 126-134 and 263-271 of the book "Make
Sure of All Things", in addition to the material pre-
sented in The WatcMower of February 1, 1951, and
in chapters SIX and SX of "Let God Be True" (2d
Edition).

"When asked by an official the extent of his con-
scientious objection to the use of force the Christian
will have to determine his answer according to the
facts of his conscience. The Scriptures clearly show
that a Christian will defend himself, his ministry and
those associated with him in the miiiistry.^bu^such
defense is without carnal weapons. (John 18:1*0;
llattr^r^T^^ '̂̂ T^Kiri'-VT, 16; 2 Cor. 10 : 3-5)
It is true that the Scriptural position of Jehovah's
witnesses in this matter is clear. Nevertheless, each
registrant so concerned will have to search his con-
science and determine his own position in harmony
with his deep-seated beliefs. Perhaps the material
referred to in the above paragraph and particularly
that appearing on pages 78-81 of The Watchtower of
February 1, 1951, will aid you in expressing your
beliefs.

It is suggested that you also consider the material
on page 237 of "Let God 3e True" (2d Edition) and
in paragraph No. 13 on page 77 of The. Watchtower
of February 1; 1951, as to the exemption of ministers.

Sometimes the boards ask registrants, Jehovah's
Witnesses, if the February I, 1951, issue of The
Watchtower is the "basis" for their conscientious
objections. The basis for the conscientious objections
of Jehovah's "Witnesses is the conscience as trained
by G-od;s "Word, the Bible. Of course, it could be
mentioned that the material contained in The Watch-
tower well expresses the views of one of Jehovah's
"Witnesses, hence the reason for filing it.

""Will you participate in any war that you under-
stand is authorised by Jehovah?" That question is
commonly asked today. The Scriptural point to re-
member'is that the only future war to be fought by
divine authority is the apocalyptic war of Armaged-
don. The Scriptures show that no human element
will be used by God in fighting that war. See pages
24-27 of "Make Sure of All Things". Christians rec-
ognize that the only war in which they participate
is described by the apostle Paul at Bphesians the 6th
chapter.

A duly ordained minister is dedicated to Jehovah
God. He must follow in the footsteps of Christ Jesus
if he is to receive the approval of the Lord. (Rom.
1: 31, 32) Jesus said that Ms followers would be
neutral and no part of this system of things. (John
17: 6, 11, 14-18) The apostle Paul said that a Chris-

tian is a minister and ambassador for the Kingdom.
(2 Cor. 5; 20, NW] The Christian witness of Jehovah
recognizes, as did Jesus, that Ms covenant relationship
with Jehovah is far superior to any obligations arising
from human relationship. Kuch benefit will be derived
from keeping this material in mind when presenting
your case to the officials asking- of you the extent of
your conscientious objections.—1 Pet. 3:15.

Try to answer questions propounded according to
what the questions say. Should a question have an
ambiguous appearance then get its meaning clarified
before attempting to answer. Otherwise, you may be
giving an incorrect answer. For example, this leading
question is often asked: Is registrant's conscientious
objecton based primarily upon his desire to preach
or upon his unwillingness to use force? The basis is
the Christian's conscience trained ft-y God's. Word,
the Bible. Tlie desire to preach comes as a direct result
of such training. However, the unwillingness to use
force has no direct application to the position of Je-
hovah's "Witnesses as conscientious objectors. A direct
and factual answer to the question, therefore, would
be: neither. The basis for the conscientious objection
is not given in either answer suggested in the question.

Many more examples could be cited but'the above is
sufficient to emphasize the need for alertness and
advance preparation when presenting your ministerial
and conscientious objector claims to the draft boards
and hearing officers. By being diligent and asking
Jehovah for Ms spirit and direction you may be able
to defend your ministry.

ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE
If you are a full-time pioneer minister who has

already filed the Certificate for Pioneer and you have
done everything within your known power to get the
local board to recognize and classify you as a minister,
and still the board refuses to place you in Class IV-D,
suggest in writing to the local board that it contact the
Society for verification of your active full-trme status.
TMs may be of aid to you in proving your claim:
Upon receipt of an inquiry from the local board for
such information the Society will write a letter dis-
closing the registrant's activity in the ministry as
shown by the current records.

CERTIFICATES
"When preparing certificates and affidavits to be

filed with local boards and hearing officers, it is sug-
gested that the following points be included: (1)
complete name and address of the signer of the affi-
davit; (2) identification of the signer, such as servant
position and length of time acquainted with subject;
(3) the subject's ministerial training and activities,
either known personally or shown by the congrega-
tional records, including the ordination date and in?
formation on how the subject regularly maintains the
high standards of the Christian ministry of Jehovah's
Witnesses; and (4) as many of the seven things listed
on page 6 of the Procedure booklet as the individual
is qualified to mention. The statement should be dated.



Also, see paragraph No. 1 on page 7 of the Procedure
booklet.

LOCAL BOARD MUST ?OST NOTICE OF ADYISOB
Section 1604.41 of the Selective Service Begulations

provides that each local board shall have an Cfadvisor"
for its registrants. Notice of such advisor must. be
posted in the local board's office. Cheek the local
board's bulletin board and see whether the name and
address of your advisor are listed. Do not ask the
clerk or local board members for the information.
Look for yourself. If the information is not posted
on the local board's bulletin board, then perhaps the
notice will be in some other part of the board's office
for you to see. Look for it.

Should the board fail to have a notice of the advisor
posted, do not tell the board of that" fact. Let the
board handle its own business. However, make a
notice-o-f the failure-to have the notice-posted and then
keep the note, containing the date and other pertinent
facts, in your own file at home.

APPEAL STATEMENT
When preparing and filing with the local board an

appeal statement (within ten days after notice of
classification; see page 18 of Procedure) in a case
involving the conscientious objector claim the regis-
trant should request his file to be forwarded to the
Department of Justice for investigation, hearing and
recommendation. Such request is of special impor-
tance in eases where the conscientious objector claim
has been accepted by the local board and where the
registrant is entering his second appeal due to a
reopening of the classification.

Some appeal boards have not been referring to the
Department of Justice the files of registrants whose
cases involve the conscientious objector claim. There-
fore, if your claim has (1) either been accepted (Class
I_0) by the local board (2) or if your claim was in-
vestigated by the Department of Justice during an
appeal within the past sis years and now your case
is being sent to the appeal board for the second or
third time due to a reopening of'your classification,
you should specifically request in your appeal state-
ment the investigation by the Department of Justice
as prescribed in the .-Universal Military Training
and Service Act.

In your appeal statement after you have requested
the appeal board to refer your conscientious objector
claim to the Department of Jusjace
nd recomendation, askj/t tg_mail to vnn:

classifies you, a copy of the Department's report and
recoinmend^-on. Inform the appealjboarcVjii^L,you"
need the copy of the re.p.o_rtj3efore it_J^alJv_classifies
you, in orderjx^correct anvjmjsunr)

evidence that may appear in the r-eport..jrnf_o_rni_the
appeaT15oarQ^-that--y-eu need at least ten days in
which to prepare and file a reply to the report, if
such reply is found to be necessary. Einpli a.sizg_ that
this should be doneifrefore Jhg_a.npeal 'boardfinally

for your request.

oar'd and sjoould..
reouest time wi^iroLtichJ^fil-e _areply to the report

"̂ fm-LJU-u" ar7""**"*- *̂̂ f̂c>gja^J^ *̂--i-«?^g<*̂ *-q-*»J?^ w • ifg^*tftyu r̂r -t u "

for the reasons outlined in the above paragraph. This
suggestion applies to every appeal in a ease involving
a conscientious objector claim. It makes no difference
on this point whether the local board has accepted or
rejected your claim. This is mentioned now so you
may be awake and may include all of these requests
in your statement of appeal to the- appeal board, which
is filed with, your local board.

Occasionally brothers are asked by officials whether
the Society provides advice on draft procedure. It
should be remembered that the General Counsel for
Jehovah's "Witnesses provides you with legal advice
as to the most effective way to legally present, safe-
guard and defend the ministry. The Society is ded-
icated to but one thing, the preaching of the good
news of the Kingdom. From that assignment the
Society will never deviate. The advice, therefore, is

' not from the Society but from a recognized lawyer.
By Jehovah's strength I am endeavoring constantly
to aid you properly and legally.

Keep in mind, too, that all this information is only
for your use and benefit. It is not for the use of those
not entitled to it, nor for those outside the organi-
zation. Since the material in your file should be your
own expressions of your own status, there is no reason
for you to place in your draft file any memorandum
from my office, such as this one. Use the information
that is provided by me when making your notes,
formulating- your-answers,'and in preparing your
papers and documents that show your status.

I sincerely hope this information will aid you as
you endeavor to defend your Christian ministry.
Should you have any question on these matters feel
free to write me.

Bj-YDEN 0. COVINGTON

124: Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, New York

General Gounsel for
Jehovah's Witnesses

defendjur claim against damaging^gossip^ or hearsay July, 1954:



MEMORANDUM ON FAILURE TO CONDUCT CONSCIENTIOUS
OBJECTOR HEARING BY THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Beginning in the latter part of 1951 and the first part of 1952 law-
yers in the Department of Justice have argued, that one classed as a
conscientious objector by his local board may be denied that clas-
sification by the appeal board without an investigation, and hearing
in the Department of Justice, which are required by statute.

It is my opinion that the statute commands the investigation and
hearing. The policy of the department and the regulation making it
the usual procedure are invalid because they are against the statute.
Where the statutory investigation and hearing are not given upon an
appeal taken by a registrant who has made the conscientious ob-
jector claim, the law is violated. It should be asserted that there has
been in such case an improper denial of a foil and fair hearing of
the conscientious objector claim commanded by the statute and also
that the regulation, to the contrary is invalid.

Section 5 (j) of the Universal Military Training and Service Act
reads:

"Upon the filing of such appeal, the appeal board .shall refer any
such claim to the Department of Justice for inquiry and hearing.
The Department of Justice, after appropriate inquiry, shall hold a
hearing with respect to the character and good faith of the ob-
jections of the person concerned, and such person shall be notified
of the time and place of such hearing. The Department of Justice
shall, after such hearing, if the objections are found to be sustained,
recommend to the appeal board that (1) if the objector is inducted
into the armed forces under this title, he shall be assigned to non-
combatant service as defined by the president, or (2) if the objector
is found to be conscientiously opposed to participation in such non-
combatant service, he shall be deferred. If after such hearing the
Department of Justice finds that his objections are not sustained, it
shall recommend to the appeal board that such objections be not
sustained. The appeal board shall, in making its decision, give con-
sideration to, "but shall not be bound to follow, the recommendation
of the Department of Justice together with, the record on appeal
from the local board."

Section 1622.14 of the Selective Service Regulations (32 C. P. a.
5 1622.14) provides:

"Class I-O: Conscientious Objector Available for Civilian Work
Contributing to the Maintenance of the National Health, Safety, or
Interest.—(a) In Class I-O shall be placed every registrant who
would have been classified in Class I-A but for the fact that he has
been found, by reason of religious training and belief, to be con-
scientiously opposed to both combatant and noncombatant training
and service in the armed forces.

"(h) Section 6 (j) of title I of the Universal Military Training
and Service Act, as amended, provides in part as follows:

" Iteligious training and belief in this connection means an in-
dividual's belief in a relation to a Supreme Being involving duties
superior to those arising from any human relation, but does not
include essentially political, sociological, or philosophical views or
a merely personal moral code.' "

Section 1623.2 of the regulations (32 C. F. R. § 1623.2) provides:
"Consideration of Classes.—Every registrant shall be placed in

Class I-A under the provisions of Section 1622.10 of this chapter ex-
cept that when grounds are established to place a registrant in one
or more of the classes listed in the following table, the registrant
shall be classified in the lowest class for which he is determined to
be eligible, with Class I-A-O considered the hightest class and
Class I-C considered the lowest class, according to the following
table:

Class: I-A-O Class: IV-A
I-O IVXB
I-S IV-C
H-A IV-D
n-c . IV-F
n-s ' V-A
I-D I-W
nr-A I-G"

In all cases where there has been a denial of the conscientious
objector status by the appeal board before June 17, 1952, without
referring the case to the Department of Justice for investigation
and hearing, there is a conflict "with the express provisions of the
Selective Service Regulations then in existence. These regulations
(before June 17, 1952) made it mandatory that the appeal involving
conscientious objection be referred to the Department of Justice for
inquiry and hearing, regardless of whether the local board had
classified the registrant in Class I-O. The regulations were amended
on June 17, 1952, whereby this requirement was deleted. It is my
opinion that the new regulations are inconsistent with the provi-
sions of the act above quoted, as will be discussed later.

Herein discussed are rights' of a registrant: (1) to a hearing under
the regulations before June 17, 1952, (2) to an investigation and
hearing in the Department of Justice after June 17, 1952, and (3)
to a hearing even when tbe appeal board grants the I~O classification.

I.
Sections 162S.25 and 1626.26 of the regulations (32 C.F.R. g§

1626.25 and 1626.26) before June 17, 1952, provided:
"1628.25. Special Provisions When Appeal Involves Claim That

Registrant Is a Conscientious Objector.—(a) If an appeal involves
the question whether or not a registrant is entitled to be sustained
in his claim that he is a conscientious objector, the appeal board •
shall take the following action:

"(1) If the registrant has claimed, by reason of religious training
and belief, to be conscientiously opposed to participation in war in
any form and by virtue thereof to be conscientiously opposed to
combatant training and service in the armed forces, but not con-
scientiously opposed to noncombatant training and service in the
armed forces, the appeal board shall first determine whether or
not such registrant is eligible for classification in a class lower than
Class I-A-O. H the appeal board determines that such registrant
is eligible for classification in a class lower than I-A-O, it shall
classify the registrant in that class. If the appeal board determines
that such registrant is not eligible for classification in a class lower
than Class I-A-O, but is eligible for classification in Class I-A-O, it
shall classify the registrant in that class.

" (2) If the appeal board determines that such registrant is not
eligible for classification in either a, class lower than Class I-A-O or
in Class I-A-O, the appeal board shall transmit the entire -file to
the United States Attorney for the judicial district in which the
office of the appeal board is located for the purpose of securing-an.
advisory recommendation from the Department of Justice.—[Em-
phasis added.}

"(3) If the registrant claims that he is, by reason of religious
training and belief, conscientiously opposed to participation in war
in any form and to he conscientiously opposed to participation in
both combatant and noncombatant training and service in the armed
forces, the appeal board shall first determine whether or not the
registrant is eligible for classification in a class lower than Class I-O.
If the appeal board finds that the registrant is not eligible for classi-
fication in a class lower than Class I-O, but does find that the regis-
trant is eligible for classification in Class I-O, it shall place him in
that class.

"(4) If the appeal board determines that such registrant is not
entitled to classification in either a class lower than Class I-O or in
Class I-O, it shall transmit the entire file to the United States
Attorney for the judicial district in which the office of the appeal
board is located for the purpose of securing an advisory recommen-
dation from the Department of Justice.

"(b) No registrant's file shall be forwarded to the United States
Attorney by any appeal board and any file so forwarded, shall be
returned, unless in the 'Minutes of Action by I/ocal Board and
Appeal Board' on the Classification Questionnaire (SSS Form No.
100) the record shows and. the letter of transmittal states that the
appeal board reviewed the file and determined that the registrant
should not be classified in either Class I-A-O or Class I-O under the
circumstances set forth in subparagraphs (2) or (4) of paragraph
(a) of this section.—[Emphasis added.]

"(c) The Department of Justice shall thereupon make an inquiry
and hold a hearing on the character and good faith of the con-
scientious objections of the registrant. The registrant shall be noti-
fied of the time and place of such hearing and shall have an oppor-
tunity to be heard. If tbe objections of the registrant are iound
to be sustained, the Department of Justice sliall recommend to the
appeal board (1) that if the registrant is inducted into the armed
forces, he shall be assigned to noncombatant service, or (2) that if
the registrant is found to be conscientiously opposed to participation
in such noncombatant service, he shall in lieu of induction be
ordered by his local board to perform for a period of twenty-four
consecutive months civilian work, contrifantizig to .the...maintenance
of the national health, safety, or interest. If the Department of
Justice finds that the objections of the registrant are not sustained,
it shall recommend to the appeal board that such objections be
not sustained.

"(d) Upon receipt of the report of the Department of Justice,
the appeal board shall determine the classification- of the registrant,
and in its determination it shall give consideration to, but it shall
not be bound to follow, the recommendation of the Department
of Justice and the report of the hearing officer of the Department
of Justice.

"1626.26. Decision of Appeal Board.— (a) The appeal board shall
classify the registrant, giving consideration to the various classes
in the same manner in which the local board gives consideration
thereto when it classifies a registrant, except that an appeal board
may not place a registrant in Class IV-F because of physical or
mental disability unless the registrant has been found by the
local board or the armed forces to be disqualified for any military
service because of physical or mental disability.

"(b) Such classification of the registrant shall be final, except
where an appeal to the president is taken; provided, that this shall
not be construed as prohibiting a local board from changing the
classification of a registrant in a proper case under the provisions
of part 1625 o£ this chapter."

The' denial of a hearing provided for by the regulations before
draft boards is a denial of due process.—United States v. Peterson,
53 F. Supp. 760 (N. D. Calif. S.D.); United States v. Laier, 52 F.
Supp. 392 (N.D. Calif. S.D.); United States v. Fry, 203 F. 2d 638



{2nd CirO; -Dauis v. United States, 199 F. 2d 689 (6th Cir.); compare
Knox v. United States, 200 F. 2d 393 (Sth Cir.).

Refusal of the conscientious objector status to a registrant solely
because he appeals on the ground that he is a minister is a plain
violation of the regulations and flouts the requirements of pro-
cedural due process.—Cox V. Wedemeyer, 192 F. 2d 920 (9th Cir.).

The interpretation placed upon the act by the United States
attorneys when they returned the files to the boards before June 17,
1952, because they held that an inquiry and hearing was not neces-
sary flies in the teeth of Section 6 (j) of the act and Section 1626.25
of the regulations. They denied the registrants a full and fair hear-
ing hefore the appeal board.

n.
The denial of an investigation and hearing in the Department of

Justice after June 17, 1952, pursuant to amended Regulation 1626.25
(executive order of the president 10,363, Volume 17, Federal Register
No. 119, Wednesday, June 18, 1952, pages 5,449 to 5,452) is a denial of
a full and fair hearing. The amended regulation and the executive
order of the president conflict directly with Section 6 (j) of the act.
The new regulation, as amended reads as fellows:

"§ 162G.25. Special provisions when appeal involves claim that
registrant is a conscientious objector, (a) If an appeal involves the
question whether or not a registrant is entitled to be sustained hi
his claim that he is a conscientious objector, the appeal board shall
take the following action:

"(1) If the registrant has claimed, by reason of religious training
and belief, 'foTbe~cdrisHenfIou'sTy"'opp~osed"tQ participation in warln-
any form and by virtue thereof to bo conscientiously opposed to
participation in combatant training and service in the armed forces,
but not conscientiously opposed to participation in noncombatant
training and service in the armed forces, and the local board has
classified the registrant in Class I-A-O, the appeal board shall
proceed with the classification of the registrant. If, in such a case,
the local board has classified the registrant in any class other than
Class I-A-O, the appeal board shall transmit the entire file to the
United States Attorney for the federal judicial district in which the
appeal board has jurisdiction for the purpose of securing an ad-
visory recommendation from the Department of Justice.

" (2) If the registrant has claimed, by reason of religious training
and belief, to be conscientiously opposed to participation in war in
any form and by virtue thereof to be conscientiously opposed to par-
ticipation in both combatant and noncombatant training and service
in the armed forces, and the local board has classified the registrant
in Class I-O, the appeal board shall proceed with the classification
of the registrant. If, in such a case, the local board has classified
the registrant in any class other than Class I-O, the appeal board
shall transmit the entire file to the United States Attorney for the
federal judicial district in which the appeal board has jurisdiction
for the purpose of securing an advisory recommendation from the
Department of Justice.

"(b) Whenever a registrant's file is forwarded to the United States
Attorney in accordance with paragraph (a) of this section, the De-
partment of Justice shall thereupon make an inquiry and hold a
hearing on the character and good faith of the conscientious objec-
tions of the registrant. The registrant shall be notified of the time
and place of such hearing and shall have an opportunity to be
heard. If the objections of the registrant are found to be sustained,
the Department of Justice shall recommend to the appeal board
(1) that if the registrant is inducted into the armed forces, he shall
be assigned to nonccmbatant service, or (2) that if the registrant is
found to be conscientiously opposed to participation in such non-
combatant service, he shall in lieu of induction be ordered by his
local board to perform for a period of twenty-four consecutive
months civilian work contributing to the maintenance of the nation-
al health, safety,..or—interest.. If the Department -o£. Justice-finds -
that the objections of the registrant are not sustained, it shall rec-
ommend to the appeal board that such objections be not sustained.

"(c) Upon receipt of the report of the Department of Justice, the
appeal board shall determine the classification of the registrant, and
in its determination it shall give consideration to, but it shall not be
bound to follow, the recommendation of the Department of Justice.
The appeal board shall place in the Cover Sheet (SSS Form No.
101) of the registrant the letter containing the recommendation of
the Department of Justice.

"5. (a) Subparagraph (1) of paragraph (b) of 5 1628.4 of Part
1628, Physical Examination, is amended to read as follows;

"(1) Prepare an original and three copies of the Record1 of In-
duction (DD Form No. 47), by completing all of Section I except
item 2, and item 18 of Section II thereof, and send the original to
the medical advisor to the local board for completion of item 19 of
Section n after the medical interview.

"(b) Paragraph (b) of § 1628.5 of Part 1628 is amended to read as
follows:

"(b) Upon receiving such request for transfer for medical in-
terview the registrant's own local board shall forward the original
and three copies of the Record of Induction (DD Form No. 47),
after completing all of Section I except item 2, and item 18 of Sec-
tion II thereof, to the local board of transfer and shall enter under
"Minutes of Actions by Local Board and Appeal Board" on the
Classification Questionnaire (SSS Form No. 100) the date such
forms were forwarded and the designation of the local board of
transfer.

"(c) Subparagraph (2) of paragraph (a) of § 1628.13 of Part 1628 is
amended to read as follows:

" (2) Prepare an original and three copies of the Record of In-
duction (DD Form No. 47), by completing all of Section I except
item 2, and item 18 of Section II thereof, for each such registrant
for whom such form has not previously been completed.

"6. Section 1630.4 of Part 1630, Volunteers, is amended to read as
follows:

"5 1630.4 Classification of volunteers. When a man files an Ap-
plication, for Voluntary Induction (SSS Form No, 254) under the
provisions of g 1630.1, he shall be classified as soon as possible and
placed in a class available for military service unless:

"(a) Disregarding all other grounds for deferment, he would be
classified in Class H-A, Class II-C, or Class IH-A;

"(b) He is the Vice President of the United States, a Governor of
a State, any State official chosen by the voters of the entire State, a
member of the Congress of the United States, a member of a State
legislative body, or a judge of a court of record of the United States
or of a State, required to be deferred by law;

"(c) He is the sole surviving son of a family of which one or more
sons or daughters were killed in action or died in line of duty
while serving in the Armed Forces of the United States, or subse-
quently died as a result of injuries received or disease incurred
during such service, whose induction is prohibited by law; or

"(d) Under the provisions of § 1S22.44 of this chapter he is found
,to_he physically,^mentally, or morally unfit."

HAKHY S. THOMAN
THE WHITE HOUSE,

June 17, 1952.
[F.R. Doc. 52-6748; Filed, June 17, 1952; 11:48 a.m.]

To understand the conscientious objector provisions of the 1948
act the background of the 1940 act must be considered. The 1948 act
being identical to the 1940 act in most respects, it is necessary to
consider the history of the 1940 act along with the history of the
1948 act. Senate Report No. 1268, 80th Congress, Second Session,
dated May 12, 1948, accompanying Senate Bill 2655, indeed, under
Section VI, discussing Section 6 (j) of the act, said concerning con-
scientious objection: "This section re-enacts substantially the same
provisions as were found in subsection 5 (g) of the 1940 act."

It will be noticed that the report on the 1948 act says that it is
exactly like the 1940 act. This means that the same statutory con-
struction that prevailed underxthe 1940 act should be followed for
the 1948 act.

The "Statement of the managers on the part of the'House" in
making their conference report on September 12, 1940, shows there
was an original plan to refer the conscientious objector cases by
the local board to the Department of Justice. The House amendment
was accepted by the joint conference and an agreement reached that
the conscientious objector classification would be first determined
by the local board with the right of appeal. Among other things,
the conference report reads:

" . . . Upon the filing of such appeal, the appeal board is directed
forthwith to refer the matter to the Department of Justice for
sn inquiry and hearing. After appropriate inquiry by the proper
agency of the Department of Justice, a hearing is to be held by the
department with respect to the character and good faith of the
Objections."—86 Cong. Rec. 12038, 76th Congress, Third Session.

The same conference report made to the House was also made
to the Senate on the next day.—See Hearings on Senate Bill 4164
86 Cong. Rec. 12082, 76th Congress, Third Session.

House Report No. 2947 to accompany Senate Bill 4164 dated Sep-
-tember I4j '1940( - states - tnidra: "Conscientious OGj ectcrs"*": ~~"A2ter
appropriate inquiry by the appropriate agency of the Department
of Justice, a hearing was held by the Department of Justice in the
case of each such person with respect to the character and goad
faith of his objections."—See pages 17-18, House Report No. 2947,
76th Congress, Third Session, September 14, 1940.

Senate Report No. 2002, on Senate Bin 4164, dated August 5,
1940, provided as follows; "The measure is fair both to a person
holding conscientious scruples against war and to the Nation of
which he is a part. It provides for inquiry and hearing by the
Department of Justice to make recommendations as to whether a
person claiming deferment because of conscientious objection to
war is or is not a bona fide conscientious objector. . . . The rights of
a conscientious objector and of the government are fully protected
against possible local prejudice, influence, or passion, by provision
for appeal to a board of appeal."—See Senate Report No. 2002,
76th Congress, Third Session, p. 9 (Emphasis added).

It was always the view of the Department of Justice and the
Selective Service System that the Selective Training and Service
Act of 1940 required a reference to the Department of Justice for
investigation and hearing in every case where the appeal board did
not sustain the conscientious objector classification.

General Lewis B. Hershey, in the publication entitled "Con^
scientious Objection" said:

"The Department of Justice and Selective Service took the posi-
tion that each time the case of a registrant who claimed to be a
conscientious objector came before a board of appeal, the case



must be referred to the Department of Justice for its recommen-
dation. This was felt to be the direct application of the law. In ad-
dition such reference was necessary because new factors in the
case might be brought to light by the Department's investigation
and hearing. . . . " (Emphasis added.)—See Selective Service
System, Conscientious Objection, Special Monograph No. 11, Vol. I,
pp. 147, 150, 155, Washington, Government Printing Office, 1950.

It is my opinion that the Department of Justice has changed its
construction of the statute and sought the amendment to the regu-
lations, dispensing with the reference to the Department of Justice
where the local board gives the I-O classification, solely for the
purpose of lightening the burden of the Department of Justice. The
department wants to get out of investigating as many of these
cases as possible. It' thought it saw a loophole by reading into the
statute something that was not there.-

The government ought to produce something from Congress au-
thorizing this change. The Department of Justice cannot do so. Its
failure proves that it is trying to amend the statute and make it
different from what Congress intended. The fact that the executive
order incorporated the departmental interpretation of the act into
the regulations does not make it valid. This regulation by executive
order flies into the teeth of the act of Congress.

The position taken by the Department of Justice is unreasonable.
The regulation resulting from the executive order of the president
is not reasonable either. The over-all purpose of Congress in deal-
ing with the conscientious objectors must be considered.

Congress intended to exempt all conscientious objectors found by
final determination to be such. The congressional report on the
1940 act shows an intent to have the Department of Justice in-
vestigate every case where there is any question about the con-
scientious objector status. The intent to have the investigation is
not hinged on the type of an appeal that was taken. Congress knew
that when an appeal was taken there would be a completely de nova
consideration of the conscientious objector problem.

Congress knew that the local boards would not have the final say
in all cases. It knew that appeals would be taken. In fact the act
provides for appeals generally.

Section 10 £b) of the act provides for the boards. Section 10 (b)
(3) in particular mentions the local boards and appeal boards.
Section 6 (j) deals specifically with conscientious objectors, in-
cluding procedure on appeal. The sentence in that section of the
act, reading "Any person claiming exemption from combatant
training and service because of such conscientious objections shall
if such claim is not sustained by the local board, be entitled to
an appeal to the appropriate appeal board" is mere surplusage.
The registrant would have the right to take an appeal in any event
under the act. It merely recognizes that he has the right to take an
appeal like all other registrants. The conscientious objector is not
limited in taking an appeal claiming other grounds. This provision
of the act was merely to ensure that the conscientious objector had
the right to appeal from the denial of the claim.

The controlling sentence is the one following the one above
quoted, namely, "Upon the filing of such appeal, the appeal board
shall refer any such claim to the Department of Justice for inquiry
and hearing." The words "such appeal" cannot be reasonably in-
terpreted to mean 'only in event he appeals from a denial of the
conscientious objector claim.* The sentence says that upon the
filing of the appeal the appeal board shall refer any such claim to
the Department of Justice. If Congress intended to limit "such
claim" it would have said so. The proper interpretation of this
sentence is that whenever any appeal taken to the appeal board in-
volves the conscientious objector claim, "such claim" must be re-
ferred to the Department of. Justice for inquiry and hearing unless
the appeal board grants the complete conscientious objector classi-
fication immediately upon taking the appeal.

Congress also knew that there would be a de novo consideration
of the case by the appeal board. Especially is this true of the Con-
gress that passed the 1948 act since the regulations provide for the
de novo consideration of the case Upon appeal by the appeal board.
An appeal board therefore performs the same function as the local
board. It is required to consider the case as though the registrant
had theretofore never been classified. Section 1626.2S provides that
"The appeal board shall classify the registrant, giving consideration
to the various classes.in the same manner in which the local board
gives consideration thereto when it classifies a registrant."

Since Congress knew that the conscientious objector status should
be considered de novo by the appeal board, this would mean that
the conscientious objector I-O classification would no longer be in
effect. It certainly would not be a binding judgment like a judgment
of a court of law. The taking of the appeal from any local board
classification for all practical purposes constituted an obliteration
of that classification regardless of what the classification may have
been. This would put the registrant in the same position before the
appeal board as before the local board, before any classification.
Now with the registrant standing in this unclothed position before
the appeal board and with the appeal board having doubt or intend-
ing to" deny the conscientious objector classification, it would be
plain that Congress intended that there would be an investigation
and hearing in the Department of Justice.

The only way that this conclusion can be escaped is to have
something specific in the act which, would command that there be no
investigation in such circumstance.

It is necessary to consider the reasonableness of this interpreta-
tion and the unreasonableness of the construction placed upon the
act by the government. It would put Congress in an incongruous
position. It would mean that the appeal board would have greater
authority than the local board, thus making the law inconsistent.
The appeal board has no greater authority than the local board
so far as classification is concerned. Congress was after the facts
on claims involving conscientious objectors. The only way the
facts could be obtained was to refer the matter to the Department
of Justice. The very purpose of the Department of Justice investi-
gation was solely to protect the government against malingerers
and to ensure the bona fide conscientious objector against arbitrary
and capricious denials. If the local boards were not permitted by
Congress to exercise arbitrary and capricious power, then certainly
the boards of appeal were not intended by Congress to have such
power. If the denial of the conscientious objector claim by the local
board demanded a Department of Justice inquiry and hearing,
then certainly the same denial by the appeal board commanded a
similar inquiry and hearing.

It should be remembered that the investigation and hearing in
the Department of Justice is not only for the benefit of the govern-
ment. It also is for the benefit of the registrant. The appeal board
is entitled to know all the facts about "any such claim." A regis-
trant is entitled to have the claim developed in the Department of
Justice if it is not to be granted by the draft boards—either local
or appeal.

It is unreasonable to say that Congress intended to make the
safety and welfare of the conscientious objector before the appeal
board dependent on whether the claim was granted. The registrant
would be much better off if the local board denied the claim in
each case. Then this would mean that he "was assured of an in-
vestigation. Since the appeal board has no greater authority than
the local board, the logical consequence is that the hearing in the
Department of Justice must be had.

This seems to be the only reasonable interpretation that can be
placed on the act. The act must be interpreted in a fair and "just
way. Congress intended that there should be a fair and just selection
of registrants. It would not be fair and just to give a man denied
the conscientious objector classification by the local board greater
rights than one given the conscientious objector status by the local
board. Congress did not intend to discriminate between two classes
of registrants when they appear before the appeal board. Congress
certainly intended to give the conscientious objector found by the
local board to be entitled to the classification at least the same
rights before the appeal board as the one denied such status by the
local board.

in.
It seems that the act requires an investigation even when the

appeal board gives the I-O classification itself. The giving of the
I-O classification by the appeal board makes it harmless error if
the conscientious objector status is not taken away. But where the
conscientious objector claim is later denied by the National Selec-
tive Service Appeal Board, the registrant can be said to be harmed.
The National Selective Service Appeal Board may have denied the
claim because of lack of corroborating evidence. In any event the
denial of the claim by the National Selective Service Appeal Board
after the appeal board has failed to refer the case to the Depart-
ment of Justice is a denial of procedural due process.

The word "shall" is used in the sentence of the act commanding
the_inquiry and hearing. This is followed by the word "refer." Fol-
lowing the word "refer" are the words "any such claim." "Any
such claim" means any conscientious objector claim. This would
mean that if an appeal had any conscientious objector claim in it,
it would be the duty of the appeal board to refer it to the Depart-
ment of Justice.

It is necessary to look further into "the history of the various
bills that were proposed to Congress. The original (1940) Burke-
Wadsworth Bill had in mind that every conscientious objector
claim be investigated by the Department of. Justice as soon as the
claim was made to the local board. That procedure, if made the
law, would have required every claim filed with the local board
to be investigated by the F.B.I. This 1940 bill was objected to in
Congress and finally a compromise was reached whereby the ref-
erence to the Department of Justice was provided for -when the
conscientious objector claim reached the appeal board. If Congress
intended that originally all such claims be investigated by the De-
partment of Justice before the local board then the change of the
original bill to require the appropriate inquiry and hearing in the
Department of Justice after an appeal to the appeal board would
indicate that Congress had in mind the same type of investigation
being made in every case after the claims reached the appeal board.

In any event Congress intended in the original bill that every
conscientious objector claim that was questioned by the local board
should be investigated by the Department of Justice. If this was
the intention of Congress then when this investigation was trans-
ferred from the local board to'the appeal board in the final con-
ference report of the two joint committees of Congress in 1940, it
would also indicate that Congress intended that there should be an
investigation where the appeal board questioned the claim. In
other words, if Congress intended an investigation if the local
board denied the claim, by force of the same reason the sub-
sequent bill transferring the investigation to the appeal board would



mean that the appeal board denial would require the investigation
too.

The sentence-of the act immediately preceding the sentence pro-
viding for the inquiry and hearing is-merely declaratory of the
rights of the registrant to an appeal. It. merely iterates for the
conscientious objector the right of appeal that is granted all regis-
trants under the act. If the sentence is interpreted in this way, the
sentence that follows about inquiry and hearing means that there
should be an investigation and hearing following the filing of such
appeal. "Such appeal" means an appeal by a conscientious ob-
jector or'by a. person having "such claim" as a conscientious ob-
jector. The word "appeal" used in the sentence is not in any way"
qualified by reference to the type of classification that was made
by the local board. Since the right to the investigation flows from
the taking of the appeal, rather than the type of classification made
by the local board, it is absolutely mandatory that the inquiry and
hearing be-conducted by'the Department of Justice in every case
where there'is an appeal to the appeal board and where a claim
for classification as a conscientious objector is involved in such
appeal, regardless of the appeal, board classification.

CONCLUSION
Wherefore, it is submitted that a proper interpretation of the act

makes invalid any departmental interpretation or president's order
which conflicts with it. The executive cannot add to or take from
the intent of Congress. This is expressly true where the administra-
tive interpretation upon the act requires a just investigation and
fmaL: report-"by- the. iDepartment of Justice on the conscientious ob-
jector claim, regardless of the classification by the local board.

This interpretation .of the law has been the. interpretation of the
Department of Justice and the Selective Service System for a long
time under the act. This administrative interpretation should be

given great weight by the courts. The sudden change in interpre-
tation expressed in the new regulation, promulgated on June 17,
1952, must find some justification in a change in the law. It cannot
be justified merely by a change of opinion by lawyers for the De-
partment of Justice who for the first .time dreamed up this new
idea for the purpose of saving the Department a great deal of work.
Congres_s is the one that must lighten the burden of the Department
of Justice. It cannot lighten its own burden by new theories
that attempt to stretch the law out of its proper shape.

Cox v. Wedemeyer, 192 F. 2d 972 (9th Cir.), is in point and supports
our position here. In the Cox case, the registrant was classified in
I-A-O. The local board found him to be a conscientious objector
willing to do noncombatant service. He appealed. The appeal board
did not refer the case to the Department of Justice because he was
seeking a ministerial exemption on appeal and not the conscientious
objector status. The Court of Appeals found that the failure to con-
sider the conscientious objector claim on appeal was a violation of
the regulation.

•While this case is not directly in point, it seems that the spirit of
the decision calls for a conclusion that the appropriate inquiry and
investigation should be held where a registrant appeals from a
I-O (full conscientious objector classification) as well as wben he
appeals from a I-A (full military service classification) and from a
I-A-O (partial conscientious objector classification).

Kespectfully submitted,

HAYEEN C. COVTHGIOIT
• General'Counsel f o r - Jehovah's '

• • Witnesses
124 Columbia Heights •
Brooklyn 1, New "York '



LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
\ZA .COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN I, N. Y.

MAIN 5-1240

MEMORANDUM TO ATTORNEYS
CONCERNING OMISSION OF HEARING OE*FICER'S REPORT

Before long tlie .government will renew its pending prosecutions for trial in the district courts
in many parts of the United States. "Many, if not all, of these prosecutions will involve appeals
that have "been determined "by the appeal "boards throughout the country since June IS, 1952.
Since that date it has been the practice of the Department of Justice not to include the report
of the hearing officer of the Department of Justice in the files of conscientious objector cases.

Section 6(j) of the act (50 U. S. C. App. § 456(j), 65 Stat. 83) provides for the reference of
conscientious objector eases to the .Department of Justice for an investigation, advisory hearing
and a -recommendation about the general nature and character of the conscientious objector
claim .made.

Before June IS, 1952, there was a regulation in. effect that required that the hearing officer's
report be forwarded, along with the recommendation of the Department of Justice, to the ap-
peal board. (See Section 1626.25(d) (32C.P.H. [1951 Rev.]).) This regulation was mandatory.
Failure to include the report of the hearing officer, along with the recommendation of the De-
partment of Justice, -\vas a violation of the law. This regulation had been in effect for over ten
years. It was first promulgated after the passage of the 1940 act. "When the Selective Service
Act of 1948 was passed this regulation was still in effect and was readopted under the 1948 law.
"When the Universal Military Training and Service Act was passed the regulation was still in
full force and effect.

After these two re-enactments of the original law and while the old regulation, was still in
full force and effect, the President of the United States, on June IS, 1952, changed the regu-
lations. This was by Executive Order No. 10,363, Vol. 17, F. B. 119, June IS, 1952. This amend-
ment to the regulations discontinued the practice of including the report of the hearing officer
of the Department of Justice in the registrant's file. It provided only for the appeal board to
place in the cover sheet the (frecommendation of the Department of Justice."

I am convinced that the present procedure and this new regulation are invalid. It seems
clear to me, also, that every case involving the conscientious objector claim that has been ad-
versely decided by the appeal board under this procedure is defective.

Procedural due process of law, required by the statute as originally enacted and then re-
enacted, has been denied. Therefore, the thing to do if you have a ease involving the I-A-0 or
I-A classification given by the appeal board, thereby-denying the full conscientious objector sta-
tus, is to cheek the draft board file. Make sure the hearing officer's report is not included. You
can be certain that it is not included in eases where the recommendation was made after June
IS, 1952. Then where yon find such omission you will have clear and unquestionable grounds for
a motion for judgment of acquittal.

The grounds of the motion should be: (1) The Department of Justice and the appeal board
denied the defendant procedural due process of law, contrary to Section G ( j ) of the act, by not
including in the draft board file the complete record of the Department of Justice proceedings
—the report of the hearing officer as well as the recommendation of the Department of Justice.
The report of the hearing officer was f orwarded to the Department of Justice in "Washington, D. 0.,
and made a part of the record of the proceedings, but such report has been omitted from the
file of the registrant by the Department of Justice and the appeal board, contrary to the act. (2)
Executive Order No. 10,363, Vol. 17, P. B. 119, June IS, 1952, is void, because it is in con-
flict with the act in so far that it provides that the report of the hearing officer of the Department



of Justice is not to be included in the file. The recommendation and report must "be included in the
registrant's file pursuant to Section 6( j ) as interpreted by 32 0. B1. R. 1626.25(e), which was in ef-
fect and adopted by Congress as the law of the land under the 1948 Selective Service Act as
well as the 1951 Universal Military Training and Service Act.

As a sure basis for this motion all you will need is the opinion in Sterrett v. United States,
9th Cir.; 216 F. 2d 659. In that case an innovation gimilar to this, one was introduced "by the
same Executive Order but it was declared'to^invalid. In another part of that order the Presi-
dent directed that no longer would there be a Department of Justice investigation and hearing
where the local board classified the registrant in Class 1-0 and the registrant appealed from
such conscientious objector status for another classification, such as Class TV-D, This new section
of the regulations was declared to be invalid for the same reason that the above-mentioned
change in the regulations requiring that the report of the hearing officer be omitted from the
file is contended to be illegal.

In the Sterrett opinion the Court said:

"Such had "been the interpretation of this provision of the Act of Congress for a -
period of approximately twelve years. Such interpretations by .those charged with
the Act's administration are entitled to persuasive weight. Billings v. TruesdeTi, 321
U. S. 54£, $52; United States v. Alabama Kaibroad Co., 142 U. S. 615, 621; Luchen-
lacli SS. Go. v. United States, 280 U. S. 173, 181; Louisville & N. R. Go. v. U. S., 282
U. S. 740, 757. In other words, the construction of the Act for which, the appellants
here argue is the same construction which the officers charged with its administration
had placed upon it for this considerable period of time.

"There is a further reason why we think we must thus construe the Act. "When
Congress substantially reenacted the provisions of the 1940 Act, the Administrative
Regulations thus interpreting and construing the Act and long continued' without sub-
stantial change will be deemed to have received Congressional approval. It has been
said that in similar cases the Regulations have the effect of law. Helvering v. Winmill,
305 U. S. 79: 83-, United States v. Zosoue, 334TJ. S. 602, W; Hartley v. Commissioner,
295 U. S. 216, 220.

"In each of these cases the Department's refusal to hold a hearing preceded the
June 18 amendment of the Regulations. The fact that in each case the appeal "board
made its classifications subsequent to the amendment of the Regulation does not aid
the Government's ease. In view of what we here hold not only was the Department
of Justice in error in refusing to hold a hearing but so much of the Regulation as
would purport to deny such a hearing to these registrants was itself unauthorized by
the statute."

Also .argue that Section. 6( j ) of the statute guarantees an oral hearing. The report of the
hearing officer is the only record of that hearing where new oral evidence in favor of the reg-
istrant is given. The Department of Justice procedure is for the benefit of the registrant.
(White v. United States, 9th Gir., 215 F. 2d 782; pending on petition for certiorari, No. 390;

October Term., 1954; Tomlinson v. United States, 9th Cir., 216 F. 2d 12; pending on petition
for certiorari, No. 391, October Term, 1954) This means that a record of the favorable evidence
given by the registrant must be passed on to the appeal board. Failure to include the report of
the hearing officer of the Department of Justice in the draft board file denies procedural due
process of law.

If you have a case where this point is involved please let me know what the results are. I am
glad to be of assistance to you at any time.

Sincerely,

February, 1955.

C. CoVESTGTCHSr

Q-eneral Counsel for
Jehovah's Witnesses



LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
1ZA COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN I, N. Y.

MAIN 5-I24O

VENUE MEMORANDUM FOR JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES

Are yon facing prosecution for failing to perform civilian work at a hospital? If yon are,
then the first thing for you. to find ont is whether the hospital is located in the same federal
court district where your local board is situated. The "way to find out is to notice whether the
hospital is located in a state different from the state where the board is located. If it is, then
obviously it is located in a different district. Should the hospital be located in the same state
where the board is, then you will have to telephone the clerk of the local hoard and the clerk oi:
the United States District Court where your local board is located and ask someone in that office
whether the place where the hospital is located is in that federal judicial district. If it is said
not to be located there, then ask what district the hospital is in.

A motion to dismiss the prosecution for want of jurisdiction and venue should be made
immediately upon your discovery of such difference in the districts where the board and
hospital are located. You mil need a lawyer to make the motion to dismiss for improper
venue. The law guarantees you the right to be tried in the district where the offense is committed.
Two district courts have held that the place of. prosecution must be the place where the local
board is located. One of these courts was reversed by the Court of Appeals. This case is being
taken to the Supreme Court of the United States. Unless and until the Supreme Court holds
that the proper place of prosecution is in the district where the hospital is located you should
have your lawyer make a motion to dismiss the prosecution. And this must be made before
you enter a plea of not guilty. If you have entered such a plea, then your lawyer should ask
the judge for permission to withdraw the plea and make a motion to dismiss for want of juris-
diction because of a lack of venue for the offense charged.

The moment you learn o£ the difference in the districts where the board and hospital are
located then you should immediately write me for the material to give to your lawyer to
support the motion for a dismissal. It is hoped that this will help your lawyer assist the
court in determining whether proper venue exists in your case.

, . . Sincerely, -,- . .

C. COVINGTON

General Gounsel for
Jehovah's Witnesses

February, 1956



UAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN 1. N. Y.

MAIN 5-12.40

MEMORANDUM CONCERNING CITIZENSHIP APPLICATIONS

Dear Brother:
Tour letter of recent date asking about your rights to obtain United States citizenship

has been considered.
You realize, of course, that whether to apply for citizenship or not is entirely your own

personal decision and not that of anyone else. It is not for the Society or for me or anyone
else to say what you should do. I may merely tell you what your rights are under the law.

Before December 24, 1952, several of Jehovah's "Witnesses obtained citizenship in different
parts of the country. On that date the new "McOarran Act" went into effect. It had new pro-
visions for the naturalization oath. Its restrictive and diffictilt provisions take the place of
the old law. Before the present law went into effect it was necessary for an individual only to
prove that he was a conscientious objector to military service and then take an unobjectionable
alternate oath.

Under the present law, however, it is necessary for an applicant to take a much broader
oath. He must swear either to (1) bear arms for the United States when required to do so by
law, (2) perform noncombatant service in the armed forces of the United States when required
to do so by law, or, if he objects to either of these two types of military service, he must perform,
instead of military service, civilian work of national importance under government direction,
whichjs usually in a state mental institution. The requirements of the Act conform to the

'present draft law that covers the duty of men of military age. If a person becomes a~citizen
he will have to swear that he is willing to perform one of the three above-mentioned duties.
There is no alternate oath for citizenship that can be taken which exempts one from all
governmental service.

'Whether one wants to and can (in view of his dedication to Jehovah) agree to any of the
provisions of the oath is a matter for decision only by the person involved. To aid you in
deciding the question, I suggest that you consider Chapter 20 of "Let God Be True'J, 2d
edition, especially pages 236 and 237, and Tlie WatcJitower of February 1, 1951, at pages 70,
77 and 78 (paragraphs 12 to 14 in particular).

Remember, it is not necessary to be a citizen in order to preach, the good news of the
Kingdom. The Constitution of the United States guarantees freedom of press, speech, assembly
and worship to all persons, including aliens. These are rights of aliens as well as of citizens.
The only things citizens have that aliens do not have are privileges granted by the government,
such as that of being a doctor or a lawyer, holding public office, voting, operating a taxi or
similar business that requires a lic^nse_froni jhe state.

It should always be remembered that regardless of what nation Jehovah's Witnesses are
citizens of, or in what part of the earth they happen to live, Jehovah is capable and willing
to protect all those who serve him. Jehovah gives everlasting life and salvation to men of
all kinds, regardless of their citizenship of the nations of this world, as long as they keep
their dedication vows to him and do not violate their covenant obligations.

It will do no good to apply for citizenship because you will be denied it if you say you
cannot take the oath. If you. apply and are refused citizenship, no appeal to the courts or
further action should be taken. Drop the matter and leave it in the hands of Jehovah to
provide for and protect you in the future.

I sincerely hope that the above information will be of some aid to you in solving
your problem.

Your brother,

HAYDEN G. COVINGTON

March, 1956.

General Counsel for
JeliovaJi's Witnesses



LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C, C O V I N G T O N
12,4 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS

BROOKLYN I, N. Y.

M A I N 5-12x10

SPECIAL VENUE MEMORANDUM

The Supreme Court of the United States on May 21, 1956, in Johnston v. Unit-
ed States, 76 S. Ct. 739, held that a registrant who reports at the local board to inform
-the board .-of hi.s-Jntent.ion not to do hospital work-places himself in a-position so'hc
can be prosecuted in the district where the hospital is located. This is usually very far
away from the place where the board is located.

A registrant who plans on doing hospital work should report to the local board.
But any registrant who claims classification as a minister of religion and desires to
obtain judicial review of the denial of the exemption need not report to the local board
in order to exhaust his remedies. If he does report to the local board for the purpose

. of informing the local board he will not proceed to the hospital, he should keep in
mind that in doing so lie will be prosecuted at a far-distant place, which will be very
much more burdensome and expensive for him.

Some local boards are following the policy of ordering persons to do hospital
wrork hundreds and even thousands of miles away from the place where the local board
is located. This is an extreme hardship, and the only way that it can be avoided is by
not reporting to the local board in response to the final order to do civilian work.

In order to avoid getting into this trap of having to stand trial in some strange
and distant place it is necessary that the registrant classified as 1-0, upon receipt of
the final order to report for hospital work, should not report to the local "board. This
is only in the event it is his intention not to do the hospital work.

This memorandum is intended only for persons who do not intend to report and
who desire to defend their eases in the federal district courts so as to establish their
legal rights to the ministerial exemption in defense to a prosecution for failure to do
civilian work. It does not apply to anyone who intends to go to a hospital and per-
form civilian work.

Sincerely,

HAYDEN 0. COVINGTON

General Counsel for
Jehovah's Witnesses

JNovember, 1956.



MEMORANDUM CONTAINING POINTS FOR, AND ARGUMENT SUPPORTING, MOTION FOR. JUDG-
MENT OF ACQUITTAL WHERE DEFENDANT HAS BEEN ORDERED TO

DO CIVILIAN WORK EST LIEU OF INDUCTION

To Attorneys Representing Jehovah's Witnesses:
Many prosecutions under the draft law now involve refusal

to perform civilian work. This work is ordered to be done as
an alternate service and is a substitute for induction into
the armed forces. la each case the registrant has been finally
classified in I-O. He has been ordered to perform civilian work,
but has refused.

The file of each registrant should be searched and studied
to determine whether any procedural rights have been denied.
Has he been denied a hearing? Did the board comply with the
personal appearance regulations? Has the board posted the
name of advisers for the registrant?

It may be that the registrant is a full-time minister and
the board has denied that exemption Trithout basis in fact.
Did the board refuse to reopen the classification if and when
the defendant filed proof that he had changed from full-time
secular work to the full-time ministry? This failure to reopen
or to send the file to the appeal board, if any was requested,
may be a complete basis for an acquittal.

"Whatever grounds that are relied upon should be specified
in a written or oral motion for judgment of acquittal. In
addition to the grounds that might be found from a search of
the file the following grounds and arguments are always present
in each case of a person prosecuted for failure to perform the
civilian work:

POINT ONE
THE ORDER OF THE LOCAL BOARD FOR DE-

FENDANT TO PERFORM CIVILIAN "WORK AT THE
STATE HOSPITAL AND SECTIONS 1660.1 AND 1660.20
OF THE SELECTIVE SERVICE REGULATIONS ARE IN
CONFLICT. WITH THE ACT, BECAUSE THE WORK IS
NOT NATIONAL OR FEDERAL WORK AS REQUIRED
BY THE UNIVERSAL MDOITARX TRAINING AND

SERVICE ACT.
Section 1660.1 of the Selective Service Regulations reads

as follows:
"1660.1 Definition of Appropriate Civilian Work.-—

(a) The types of employment which may be considered
under the provisions of section 6(j) of title I of the
Universal Military Training and Service Act, as amend-
ed, to be civilian work contributing to the maintenance
of the national health, safety, or interest, and appro-
priate to be performed in lieu of induction into the
armed forces by registrants who have been classified in
Class I-O shall be limited to the following:

"(1) Employment by the United States Government,
or by a State, Territory, or possession of the United
States or by a political subdivision thereof, or by the
District of Columbia.

"(2) Employment by a nonprofit organization, as-
sociation, or corporation "which is primarily engaged
either in a charitable activity conducted for the benefit
of the general public or in carrying out a program for
the improvement of the public health or welfare, includ-
ing educational and scientific activities in support
thereof, when such activity or program is not principally
for the benefit of the members of such organization,
association, or corporation, or for increasing the member-
ship thereof.

"(b) Except as provided in subparagraph (2) of
paragraph (a) of this section, work in private employ-
ment shall not be considered to be appropriate civilian
work to be performed in lieu of induction into the armed
forces by registrants who have been classified in Class

. I-O."
Section 456 (j) of the Universal Military Training and

Service Act (50 U. S. C. App. §456(j), 65 Stat. 83, approved
June 19, 1951} provides:

", . . (2) if the objector is found to be conscientiously
opposed to participation in such noncombatant service,
he shall in lieu of such induction, be ordered by his local
board, subject to such regulations as the President may
prescribe, to perform for a period equal to the period
prescribed in section 4(b) such civilian work contributing

to the maintenance of the national health, safety, or
interest as the local board may deem appropriate. . . ."

The key word here is "national," as distinguished from
state, city or county.

The word "national" has a very important and definite
connotation in federal jurisprudence. A reading of the indes
to the United States Code Annotated shows page after page
with references to laws relating to national organizations and
laws. There are "national" parks as distinguished from "state"
park, "national" banks as distinguished from "state" banks,
"national" and "state" labor relations boards, "national" and
"state" housing administrations. These all show that the
word "national" has a distinctive federal meaning.—See Words
and. Phrases, Volume 28, at pages 21-25.

The word "national" is defined in Volume 66 of Corpus Juris
gecu-n-dum, at pages 3S-39. There it is stated that the word
"national" is an adjective, which means "pertaining or relating
to a nation as a whole; commonly applied in American law to
institutions, laws or affairs of the. United States or its govern-
ment, as opposed to those of the several states."—65 O, J. S.
3S-39.

S oitvier's Law Dictionary, Baldwin's Century Edition
(Cleveland, Banks-Baldwin Law Publishing Company, 1940),
defines "national" thus: "Belonging to, affecting, or pertaining
to, a particular nation: as, national domicile, the national
government. Often opposed to State, and nearly synonymous
with Federal: as, in national bank (g. v.), or national hanking
association."

Webster's j\eio International Dictionary, Second Edition
(G. & C. Merriam Co., 1950), at page 1629, defines ''national."
It says: "Of or pertaining to a (or the) nation; common to
a (or the) whole nation; . . . Of or pertaining to a politically
united people or state (a nation in sense (4)) ... as, national
debt."

Under "Grimes," 18 U. S. O.A., Section 709, at page 75,
it appears that the use of the word "national" is prohibited for
all escept the federal government. It is a crime to use the "word
"national"-as part of the business or firm name, etc., except as
permitted by the laws of the United States. In the 1954 Pocket
Parts of IS U. S. C. A., Section T09, the section is extended to
National Housing or Public Sousing Administration. The
punishment is $1,000.00 fine, imprisonment for not more than
one year, or both. Violation may also be enjoined at suit of
the United States Attorney.

The annotation shows that the First National Corporation
of Boston, a Massachusetts corporation with brokerage powers,
is not entitled, by reason of the inhibitions of former section 5S3
of Title 12, to use the word "national" in its title. (See 32
Op. Att'y Gen. 473 (1921).) Byers v. United States, C. A.
Kansas 1949, 175 F. 2d 654, cert, denied 70 S. Ct 183, 33S U. S.
887, 94 L. Ed. 545, holds that the courts will take judicial
notice of the fact that a bank with the word "national" in
its title is one organized pursuant to the laws of tie United
States.

The word "national" cannot be used as part of the name
of any bank unless the bank is chartered under the laws of the
United States and courts take judicial notice of such fact.
—See Wedding v. First 'National Bank, 133 S. W. 2d 931, 280
Ky. 610 (1939) ; First National Sank v. First State Bank,
Tes. Com. App. 1927, 291 S. W. 206.

In the case where a registrant is ordered to work for the
state or a state hospital, this is not a national or federal in-
stitution. It is, on the contrary, a state institution and not
"national" or "federal" work. The work does not pertain to
the "national" interest or welfare. It relates exclusively to
"local" or "state" welfare. The work's not being in the "na-
tional" interest consequently is not that which Congress
intended or could constitutionally order to be performed by
conscientious objectors.

A reasonable interpretation of the statute by the Court is
due, indulging all reasonable doubts concerning the meaning of
the act in favor of the rights of one indicted thereunder.
(garrison V. Vose, 50 U. S. 372, 378) It has been said that a
sensible construction should be placed on an act so as to
avoid oppression, absurd consequences or flagrant injustice. It
will be presumed that Congress intended to avoid results of
such a character. (United States v. Kirly, 7 Wall. 4S2, 486-
487; United States V. American Trucking Ass'n, 310 U. S.



534) "Where a statute is susceptible of two constructions "by
one of which grave and doubtful constitutional questions arise
and "by the other of which such questions are avoided, our
duty is to adopt the latter." (United States V. Delaware &
Hudson Co., 213 IT. S. 366, 408) The argument of the Govern-
ment requires the court to place an unreasonable construction
upon the act. Additionally it raises "a succession of con-
stitutional doubts as to such interpretation."—Harriman Y.
Interstate Commerce Gomm'n, 211 II. S. 407, 422.

If the statute is not interpreted in such a way as to afford
the defendant the right to make this defense then grave doubts
arise as to the constitutionality of the prescribed forced labor
procedure. To avoid such consequences, the interpretation here
suggested should be accepted.

The final order to perform the work at the state hospital
and Sections 1660.1 and 1660.20 of the Selective Service
Regulations, authorizing such order, are in conflict with the
statute. They are, therefore, void. It is submitted that a motion
for judgment of acquittal should be granted for this reason.

POINT TWO
THE ACT, AS CONSTRUED AND APPLIED BY TfiK

REGULATIONS AND THE ORDER, CALLS FOE A
PRIVATE NONFEDERAL LABOR DRAFT FOR THE
PERFORMANCE OF SERVICES THAT ARE NOT
EXCEPTIONAB—Qft RELATED- TO-'THB—NATIONAL'
DEFENSE, IN VIOLATION OF THE THIRTEENTH

AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED STATES
CONSTITUTION.

The act, as construed and applied, calls for a labor draft
for private or nonfederal purposes. This complaint is entirely
outside the, field of unlimited authority of Congress to raise
and maintain an army or provide for alternative service of a
civilian nature. The defendant agrees that an examination of
the law on this subject will reveal that the Thirteenth Amend-
ment is no ban on the performance of military service. It
also does not prohibit alternate civilian work for the Govern-
ment or work for a federal agency, as in taking over industry
by the Government, or work under control of the federal
system.

All of the cases where the subject of the performance of
civilian work ordered to be done by draft boards has been
determined by the courts are not in point here; such do not
control here. The cases have been considered under the
Thirteenth Amendment as related to work done for the National
Director of Selective Service in civilian public service camps—
federal agencies. Such camps were not private camps but were
federal. (See United States V. Brooks, 54 F. Supp. 995
(S.D.N.Y.), aflirmed Brooks V. United States, 147 F. 2d 134,
cert, denied 324 "U. S. 87S; WeigJitman v. United States, 142
F. 2d 1SS (1st Oir.) ; Zuclcer V. Os&orne, 54 F. Supp. 9S4
(D. 0. W. D. N. Y.) ; Sapper v. United States, 142 F. 2d 131
(9th Cir.).) None of these cases involved orders placing a
conscientious objector in nonfederal employ or in the employ
of private persons. It is seen that there exists here an obvious
distinct!ou_between the orders, under, the present law and the
work required under the 1840 Act. This is a real and substantial
distinction. It is not one without a difference.

It must be admitted that there is no constitutional right
of exemption from any kind of work that is within the
discretion of Congress and the President to order a con-
scientious objector to perform. The defendant does not argue
that a conscripted conscientious objector has a greater choice
of work to perform than a person conscripted for ordinary
military service. He does not. They are both on the'same level.
Neither may set his choice of service up against the discretion
of the President acting under a proper law of Congress. The
discretion and power of choice as vested in the President by
the scope of the war power given to him through the act by
Congress are unlimited. The objection here is that the order
to do work for a nonfederal agency is not within the scope
of the Universal Military Training and Service Act. If it is
argued that it is, then it is the defendant's position that
Congress does not have authority to conscript labor for a
private employer or for a nonfederal project. In other words,
the order in this case to perform civilian work is like a labor
draft for private employers. It was not for the performance
of service in-the war effort of the nation.

The best way to emphasise this point to the court is to
make an analogy. It will be conceded that men can be drafted
to perform military service, notwithstanding the Thirteenth
Amendment. But it seems that a very substantial and different

question arises here. The Thirteenth Amendment -prohibits the
President from taking those men and putting them to work
for private industry, even engaging in war work, which is not
done by the Federal Government. It must be admitted that a
soldier cannot be put to work by the Government in a private
defense industry. It follows that a conscientious objector may
not be ordered to do work for a private employer not engaged
in federal work as an agency of the Government. If a soldier
cannot be ordered to do private work for a private employer
then a conscientious objector cannot be compelled to do such
work. The question is as simple as that! It must not be mixed
up with a maze of comples questions of war powers of the
President.

There are no cases where the labor draft for private
employment has been determined by the federal courts. No
federal labor draft has yet been passed by Congress. The
action of the President in taking over the railroads and putting
them in the hands of the army to prevent strikes is an evident
interpretation of the Thirteenth Amendment, that it must be
federal employment to give the power. "While this is not directly
in point it is of persuasive weight that the Government has no
unlimited control over the relationship of private employer
and employee but it does over its own employees. It is true
that there are laws that authorise federal injunctions against
strikes in certain national industries engaged in commerce.
But that situation is not in point. The right to strike is one
thing. Involuntary seryitude_jLs another. _ _ _ _ _ _ _

The cases involving the civilian public service camps (United
States v. Brooks, 54 F. Supp. 995 (S.D.N.Y.), affirmed
Brooks v. United. States, 147 F. 2d 134 (2d Cir.), cert, denied
324 U.S. S7S; Weightman v. United States, 142 F. 2d 188
(1st Cir.) ; Hopper v. United States, 142 F. 2d 1S1 (9th Cir.) ;
Zuclier v. Osborne, 54 F. Supp. 984) should be put aside in
one broad sweep. It is obvious that such cases did not involve
a drafting for a private labor for nonfederal agencies.

All of the civilian public service camps were operated at
the expense of the Government. They were under the control
of General Hershey and subject to the Selective Service
Regulations promulgated by the President. It could not be
successfully argued that the Thirteenth Amendment reached
labor in such camps. It was alternate conscription service of
a civilian nature performed for the Government. It is true
that some of the camps were run by religious groups, but they
were not privately owned and operated. They were federal
camps. They were under federal control. There were elaborate
regulations made and published by General Hershey, the
Director of Selective Service. The religious camp directors of
the different religious camps were acting as agents of General
Hersbey. They were, therefore, agents of the Government. The
conscientious objectors in the camps were, therefore, working
for the Government and not for private or nonfederal employers.

Let us turn now to a consideration of the leading cases on
the Thirteenth Amendment to the Constitution. The draft law
cases, although not in point, shall be considered first.

In the Selective Draft Law Gases (Arver v. United States'),
245 U. S. 366, Chief Justice White (at page 390) held, without
discussion, that compulsory military service did not violate the
Thirteenth Amendment.

Angclus v. Sullivan, 246 F. 54" (Cir. Md.), held that the 1917
Act did not illegally interfere with the rights of the person
contrary to the Thirteenth Amendment.

United States V. Brooks, 54 F. Supp. 995 (S. D.N. Y.),
involved a question of whether the provisions of the Selective
Training and Service Act requiring civilian work in a public
service camp was invalid. The United States Court of Appeals
for the Second Circuit sustained the holding of the lower court
that the act was valid. (147 F. 2d 134) The same holdings were
made in Weightman, V. United States, 142 F. 2d 188 (1st Cir.),
and in Ssflin V. Sanford, 143 F. 2d 798 (oth'Cir.).

In United States v. Brooks, 54 P. Supp. 997 (S. D. N. Y.),
the Thirteenth Amendment argument was based "on the treat-
ment by the defendant of the provisions for work of national
importance as completely severed and independent from the
comprehensive mobilisation contemplated by the Selective Train-
ing and Service Act." The court said that it must be treated
as a part of the mobilization of all manpower. The argument
of defendant was reduced to an absurdity. The court said the
registrant contended he could be inducted into the army but
could not be put in a camp in recognition of conscientious
objectors. Defendant seemed to make the argument that the
conscientious objector was singled out and discriminated
against. The court said that the fact that the work was under
civilian direction was immaterial because such work could be
directed by either a civilian or the military. "Nor does it



matter that the actual labor performed by the assignees is
not directly in aid of the defense of the United States or of
its military establishment. It is sufficient that in the judgment
of Congress such labor is of national importance; that its
performance by assignees releases others for services more
directly concerned with military action; and that assignment of
conscientious objectors tends to deter others from asserting a
claim to exemption."—Page 997.

The Second Circuit held in Brooks V. United States, 147 F.
3d 134, as follows: "The federal government in the exercise
of its undoubted power to raise and maintain armed forces
for the protection of the country could have disregarded the
appellant's conscientious scruples against participating in such
service and conscripted him for any military service for -which
he was mentally and physically fit. ... Congress could in the
exercise of its incidental power do whatever was reasonably
necessary and appropriate to raise and maintain armed forces
provided that those who were given exemption from such
service be required to perform such work of national importance
as they were able to perform tinder reasonable rules and
regulations. There are many good reasons which may have
let Congress so to provide but it is enough that such action
may have been considered needed during a great national emer-
gency for its effect upon the moral of those who do serve in the
armed forces."—Pages 134-135.

Weightman V. United States, 142 31. 2d 188 (1st Clr.),
involved an attack against the constitutionality of the 1940 Act
in its provisions for treatment of conscientious objectors. The
power of the President to designate the forestry work and the
low pay, described as slavery and imprisonment in the con-
scientious objector camps, were questioned. The court rejected
all arguments. CPhe court, among other things, said: "Possibly
the system established "may be condemned by some as unwise
or illiberal or unfair1 (Oardozo, J., concurring in Hamilton v.
Regents, 293 U. S. 245, 266, 55 S. Ct. 197, 205, 79 L. Ed. 343),
but this is no basis for holding the system unconstitutional.
Since the situation presented by the Act called for 'the exercise
of judgment and discretion and for the choice of means by
those branches of the Government on which the Constitution
has placed the responsibility of war-making, it is not for any
court to sit in review of the wisdom of their action or substitute
its judgment for theirs.' Kiyoshi Sirabayaslii v. United States,
320 IT. S. 81, 93, 63 S. Ct. 1375, 87 L. Ed. 1774. Under the
circumstances we do not believe that the action taken with
respect to conscientious objectors has exceeded constitutional
bounds. In accord see Sapper T. United States, 9 Cir., 142 F.
2d 131; United States v. Van Den Berg, 7 Oir., 139 F. 2d
654, and cases cited."—Page 192.

In Sapper v. United States, 142 F. 2d 181 (9th Cir.),
the requirement for civilian work at a public service camp was
attacked. It was claimed to be involuntary servitude. The
court said: "These propositions, in one guise or another, have
been advanced again and again, both in this and in the first
World War, and have been uniformly .met with rejection."
—Page 186.

The defendant's claim that the work camp requirement
violated the Thirteenth Amendment in United States V. Van Den
Berg, 139 F. 2d 654 (7th Cir.), was rejected with the following
statement: "Defendant's claims that his assignment to a con-
scientious objectors' camp amounted to imposition of involuntary
servitude in violation of constitutional rights; . . . have all
been considered fully by this court and denied in United States
v. Mraz, 7th Cir., 136 F. 2d 221."—Page 656.

Exceptional service such as labor in the federal maritime
service or the JTavy may be compelled without a violation of
the Thirteenth Amendment. It is the same as the right of the
federal Government to conscript manpower for military service.
A consideration of the cases on the point shows that such
services are, like military service, exceptional. They may be
compelled as an exception to the general rule commanded by
the Thirteenth Amendment.

Robertson V. Baldwin, 165 U.S. 275, 2S2-2S3, held that
the federal statute authorizing justices of the peace to issue
warrants to arrest deserting seamen did not violate the federal
Constitution, Thirteenth Amendment. This is also the old
common law rule. The Supreme Court said: "It is clear,
however, that the amendment was not intended to introduce
any novel doctrine with respect to certain descriptions of
service which have always been treated as exceptional; such as
military and naval enlistments, or to disturb the right of
parents and guardians to the custody of their minor children
or wards. The amendment, however, makes no distinction
between a public and a private service. To say that persons
engaged in' a public service are not within the amendment is
to admit that there are exceptions to its general language, and

the further Question is at once presented, where shall the line
be drawn? We know of no better answer to make than to say
that services which have from time immemorial been treated
as exceptional shall not be regarded as within its purview."
(165 U.S., at page 282) Mr. Justice Harlan dissented. Much
of what he says applies as argument in favor of the defendant
here.—See pages 288-303.

The compulsory road work law of Florida was held not to
violate the ^Thirteenth Amendment because the services called
for were exceptional and akin to the usual compulsory duties
that every citizen owed the government. The work was likened
to military service and jury duty, which are not forbidden by
the Thirteenth Amendment. (Butler v. Perry, 240 U. S. 328,
333) The Court said: "The great purpose in view was liberty
under the protection of effective government, not the destruction
of the latter by depriving it of essential powers. Slaughter
Souse Gases, 16 Wall. 36, 69, 71, 72; Plessy V. Ferguson, 163
U.S. 537, 542; Robertson V. Baldwin, 165 U.S. 275, 282;
Olijatt v. United States, 197 U.S. 207; Bailey v. Alata-ma,
219 IT. S. 219."

A case similar in its holding is Plessy y. Ferguson, 163
U. S. 537. That case involved a Louisiana law that provided
for separate but equal accommodation for both black and
white passengers traveling on railroads in the state. The
Court held that the law did not violate any of the rights of
a railroad employee convicted under the law.—163 U. S., at
pages 542-543.

Mr. Justice Black in United States v. Petrillo, 332 U. S.
1, 13, stated that the criminal sanctions of the Communications
Act punishing coercion in broadcasting did not violate the
Thirteenth Amendment on its face. He indicated that the
application of the statute may present the question. Thus it
is a question whether it is void as construed and applied.

A New York statute making it a crime for a landlord not
to provide usual apartment house services on an equal basis
to all tenants did not violate the Thirteenth Amendment. (See
Marcus Brown Holding Company, Inc. v. Feldman, 256 TJ. S.
170, 199.) The Court said: "It is true that the traditions of
our law are opposed to compelling a man to perform strictly
personal services against .his will even when he has contracted
to render them."

In Auto Workers v. Wisconsin Employment Relations
Board, 336 U. S. 245, it was held that the law for collective
bargaining between the employer and union did not violate the
Thirteenth Amendment. The statute was sustained because it
did not make it a crime to quit a job.—336 U. S-, at page 251.

In all the cases quoted from above (except in the case of the
seaman, which is special—finding its background of exemption
from the rule in the common law) none of them, involved
service performed for a private person. They all involved forced
service of an exceptional or emergency or special nature, to
the state.

The peonage cases are directly in point here. They will
not be considered in this section of the argument. But, before
they are stated, let a few general remarks be made to show
that they apply.

It was compulsory private labor that was prohibited by
the Thirteenth Amendment and the Anti-Peonage Law. In.
every case there was involved a state law or custom that
produced the forced labor for private purpose. Had the laws
been passed by the Congress instead of the state governments
the results would have been the same. The Thirteenth Amend-
ment would have invalidated the custom or laws even by the
Federal Government compelling the work either directly or
indirectly. .

What is done by the Congress here is identical to that which
was done by the state governments and condemned in the
peonage cases. Here there is compulsory work of a nature that
does not come within the recognized exception of the Thir-
teenth Amendment, such as military service. The peonage
cases would prohibit the drafting of young men as soldiers
and putting them to work on the King Sanch or in the
Nieman-Marcus Store. Soldiers could not be put in the state
hospital to take care of mentally ill people without its being
a violation of the principle of the peonage cases by the Supreme
Court. Since a soldier cannot be thus drafted for compulsory
labor without a violation of the Thirteenth Amendment, then
the President also violates the Amendment when he orders a
conscientious objector to work in the state hospital. The
Amendment and peonage cases prohibit what is done in this
case by the order made under Section 1660,1 of the Selective
Service Regulations.

Let us turn our attention now to a consideration of the
peonage cases.



A very good discussion of the Thirteenth Amendment, its
"background and the earlier decisions under it appears in
Polloak v. "Williams, 322 U. S. 4, 7-13. The Court, at page 17
of the opinion, held that the Florida law imposed peonage upon
certain persons under certain conditions. The statute made
one who obtained an advance of money upon an agreement to
render service guilty of a misdemeanor. The law provided for
a presumption of fraud on the showing of obtaining the money
on such agreement. This case involved the federal act passed
to implement the Thirteenth Amendment. It is the law against
peonage. (322 1L S., at page S) The Thirteenth Amendment,
without a special act, has teeth against an act of Congress.

' (See Surd v. Sodge, 334 U. S. 24, at pages 31-32.) Mr. Justice
Jackson for the majority of the Court said: "The undoubted
aim of the Thirteenth Amendment as implemented by the
Antipeonage Act was not merely to end slavery but to maintain
a system of completely free and voluntary labor throughout the
United States. Forced labor in some special circumstances may
be consistent with the general basis system of free labor. For
example, forced labor has been sustained as a means of
punishing crime, and there are duties such as work on high-
ways which society may compel."—PollocJi Y. Williams, 322
U. S., at pages 17-18.

In the Slaughter Rouse Oases, 16 Wall. 36, the Court held
that the Thirteenth Amendment was not limited to protection
of the Negro or to a prohibition of slavery.—See 1G "Wall., at
pages 69, 71-72.

The other peonage "casesTlike 'PoTTdoU V. Williams, 322 U.S.
4, lay down the rule that there can be no indirect violation of
the Thirteenth Amendment. Criminal sanctions cannot be
used to punish one who refuses to do forced labor or violates
a labor contract. By force of the same reason the Amend-
ment prohibits the use of the war-powers section of the police
power of the state to be used to compel performance of work
not of an exceptional character coming strictly under the old
common law practice of service to the state of a nature which
can be compelled. If the service does not relate directly to the
war effort it cannot be said to be exceptional. It is not, there-
fore, an exception from prohibited forced labor under the
Thirteenth Amendment purely because it was attached to a
war law. It is fundamental that the Constitution deals with
realities and not with shadows. (Oummins V. Missouri, 4 "Wall.
277/325; Ex parte Milligan, 4 Wall. 2, 120-121) And there
must be a direct relationship between the end aimed at and
the power exercised.

Indirect and remote purposes or ends cannot be sustained
purely because Congress has chosen to say they are to be done.
Compare the other peonage cases (Bailey v. Alabama, 219 U. S.
219, and Taylor v. Georgia, 315 U. S. 25) with Pollock v.
Williams, 322 U- S. 4.

Hodges V. United States, 203 U. S. 1, involved an indictment
seeking enforcement of the criminal sanctions clause of the
Civil Bights Act. While the dismissal of the indictments was
ordered the court wrote on the subject of "involuntary servi-
tude" words used in the Thirteenth Amendment. The Court
said: "The meaning of this is as clear as language can make
it. The things denounced are slavery and involuntary 'servitude,
and Congress is given power to enforce that denunciation.
All understand by these terms a condition of enforced com-
pulsory service of one to another. While the inciting cause of
the Amendment was the emancipation of the colored race, yet
it is not an attempt to commit that race to the care of the
Nation. It is the denunciation of a condition and not a dec-
laration in favor of a particular • people. It reaches every
race and every individual, 'and if in any respect it commits
one race to the Nation it commits every race and every
individual thereof."—203 U. S., at pages 16-17.

It is submitted, therefore, that the order for the defendant
to perform work at a state hospital and the regulations author-
izing such order constitute a construction and application of
the statute which makes it unconstitutional, because it is
brought into conflict with the mandate of the Thirteenth
Amendment.

POINT THREE
THE ACT, AS CONSTRUED AND APPLIED BY THE

REGULATION AND THE ORDBK, IS UNCONSTITU-
TIONAL BECAUSE IT DEPRIVES THE DEFENDANT
OF DUE PROCESS OF LAW CONTRARY TO THE FIFTH

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION.
The due process clause under the Fifth Amendment, as

stated under Section 684 of Volume 12 of American Jurispru-
dence on ''Constitutional Law," requires "* * * that the
law shall not be unreasonable, arbitrary or capricious and

that the means selected, shall have a real and substantial re-
lation, to the object sought to be clamed."—Emphasis added.

The Court's attention is called to the case of Er parte
Mitsuije JSndo, 323 U. S. 283. This case held habeas corpus
proper to secure the release of a concededly loyal citiaen who
was being illegally detained by the War Relocation Authority
under presidential executive power. The Supreme Court,
speaking through" Justice Douglas, after calling attention to
the constitutional safeguards against improper exercise of the
war power, one of these being "due process" under the Fifth
Amendment (see page 299), ruled that a concededly loyal
citizen presents no problem of espionage or sabotage and since
the power to detain is derived from the power to protect the
war effort against espionage and sabotage, the detention, which
had no relation to that objective, is unauthorized. The force
of the reasoning in that case falls upon this case here before
the Court.

It is to be noted that the Supreme Court of the United
States as early as Ex parte Milligan, 4 Wall. 2, 120-121, has
held that the Fifth Amendment is a valid bar against the
improper exercise of the war power. The MiUigan ease involved
the release on habeas corpus of a civilian who had been
sentenced to death upon a military trial during the Civil War
in the state of Indiana, where federal court' trial was available.
—Compare Gummins v. Missouri, 4 Wall. 277, at page 325.

While some of the cases dealing with the exercise of the
war power speak of. the presumption of regularity attaching
to presidential and other official acts, nevertheless, the Supreme
Court itself has recognized such presumption will be of no
avail where a presidential war order is clearly shown to be
arbitrary and repugnant to the Federal Constitution.—See
Highland Y. Russell Car & Plow Go., 279 U. S. 253, at pages
261 and 262.

A Selective Service case deemed worthy of mention on
this question is United States v. Emery, (2d Cir. 194S) 16S
F. 2d" 454. The prosecution 'was under the 1940 Act for a
conscientious objector's leaving detached service "for which he
had volunteered." He had previously been hired out as a
volunteer laborer from a Civilian Public Service Camp "to do
private dairy herd testing." The prevailing wages for this
farm-out laborer were paid to his employer, the Federal
Government. Out of his wages he was paid the $15.00-a-month
Civilian Public Service Camp allowance by the Federal Govern-
ment. The balance of his wages was paid into a separate fund
of the United States Treasury.

The defendant was not a volunteer. The Emery case, supra,
is not in point. It is to be noted that the United States Court
of Appeals for the Second Circuit held that, as to the wages
paid the defendant, his rights under the First and Fifth
Amendments had not been violated. The court at 16S F. 2d
454, page 456, said: "* * * The conscientious objector cannot
refuse to perform his work, of national importance even if he
thinks he is being underpaid and acts on conscientious scruples
to avoid what he considers the status of contract labor." The
language was dictum, since the defendant was in no position to
assert the defenses because he had volunteered for the work he
later questioned. Had it been without his consent the case would
have been different. Also the points on forced labor were not
presented in that case, as they have been here, -which distin-
guishes that case.

It is submitted that inasmuch as - the defendants in these
cases do not consent to the work and since they are ordered to
do work that is not in the "national" or "federal" interest or
welfare as distinguished from "state" or "local" welfare, and
because the work is against their wishes, it is plain that they
have been deprived of their rights contrary to the due process
clause of the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution.

There may be other grounds to raise. The only way to
determine this is to read the draft board file in advance of
triaL The defendant should get a photostatic copy of the file.
This is obtained by the defendant and his attorney writing
letters to both the State Director and the National Director of
Selective Service requesting it. A reason for its being promptly
supplied should be stated, as it is needed to prepare for trial.
This is usually supplied at little or no cost to the defendant.
If there is time to do so before the trial, counsel may mail the
file to me and I should be glad to see what, if anything, can be
found in addition to the above points.

Please keep me informed of developments.
HA.YDEU C. COTTNGTOH

Attorney at Law
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, New York

May, 1954.



NEW PROCEDURE IN DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
TO BE FOLLOWED BY JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES

The Supreme Court of the United States has rendered
decisions recently affecting the procedure of the De-
partment of Justice in handling conscientious objector
cases. Because of the changes that have been made and
those that will be made by the Department of Justice
and the Selective Service System it will be necessary to

\e the procedure to be followed by registrants as
well. This memorandum will take up_thei^p,ariraenj;al

-procoduie_frorn its beginning,. It is suggested that you
follow each step here outlined carefully. Where it.is
suggested that a letter be written be sure to keep a copy
of your letter. Also keep the letters and envelopes that
you receive from the Department of Justice or the draft
boards.

The Secret FBI Report
Section 6(j) of the Universal Military Training and

Service Act provides for the reference of a conscientious
objector claim by the appeal board to the Department of
Justice. First the Department of Justice has the FBI
agents make- an investigation. This is followed "by a
secret report by the FBI to the hearing officer of the
Department of Justice. Then the registrant is notified
to appear before the hearing officer for a hearing. Be-
fore the hearing he is sent a notice of the time and place
of hearing. Along with this notice the registrant receives
instructions. Accompanying these, also, is a summary
of the important parts of the secret FBI investigative re-
port.

"Upon receipt oi the summary of the FBI report the reg-
istrant-should examine it. The registrant will note that,
no names and addresses of informants are included. If
there is any false information given by ah unknown in-
former it will be impossible for the registrant to know
who the person was or even whether the informant had
the knowledge of what he is reported to have said, Thexe
is no way to_determine whether the in^onmation is_ou±-
right-ialse.. TKeriTis no means of checking this informa-
tion. " •', " ;*

Immediately upon' receiving this summary the regis-
trant should write a letter to the hearing officer. Several
copies of this letter should lie prepared. A copy should
be mailed to the local, board to be placed in the draft
board file. In this letter to the hearing officer the regis-
trant should state that he desires to be supplied by^the
hearing officer before the hearing or at the hearing with
the secret FBI investigative report itself. He shojjld_siate
in his letter that he needjj the.secret report to^onrpare
with the summary to determine whether the summary i§
fair_and accurate. He should also add in his letter that
he desires to identify the source of the inforniajjon' and
know who the informants are in order to be able to an-
swer the information or challenge the informants be-
cause of evil motive, lack of knowledge or on other
grounds. He should also state that he desires to have
the entire FBI report so that he can prepjare^a^full "and
complete ansiter.to the entire_FBI_reporfc.

The registrant should state to the hearing officer, in
this letter., that he wants to make a corjy_ of the entire re-
port so that the entire Tenant can be put injh£_d£aft
board file and forwarded to the appeal board for the

reason that the appeal board is entitled to all the favor-
able as well as the unfavorable evidence. He should then
.add that if he is not permitted to make a cony of the
complete FBI report then he desires that thehearing
officer and the. Department of Justice both see to it that
the entire FBI report not only be,su,upHed to him at the
hearing but also that it be gent, to the ap_pea,l board_to-
ge&ieE-with the final recommendation oi theT Separt-
inent of Justice.

In conclusion in this letter the registrant should state
that he does jio_t-want to call the informers before the
hearing officer .or cros_s-gxajninfi the^a. He should add
that he does not desire '"todelay the proceedings. He can
say that all he wants is to have an opportunity to answer
and also to l^aye th.e_fflvorahle evidence brought to the

Df the anpeajjjoard and to make use of the
evidence at his IiRgrinJhpfQT^ tVm

Summary of FBI Report Received from Hearing Officer
Upon receipt of the letter from the hearing officer of

the Department of Justice, including the summary of the
FBI report, the registrant should write another letter
to the hearing officer of the Department of Justice. He
should make six copies of the summary of the FBI report
mailed to him by the Department of Justice as soon as
possible after it is received. He should send one of the
copies of the summary to the loca]_hoaxd and request that
it be forwarded to the appeal^board. He should put
another copy with his letter to the hearing officer and
request that this copy. -be included. in .the draftJioaid-
file -SsaiL t̂o the appeal-board along^with— fche finaLzec-
ommeiLdaiipn of the Department oj Justice. He should
state that the copy enclosed is identical with the copy
received from the'hearing officer. He should state that if
the Department of Justice does not want to make use
of this copy in filing the summary with the appeal board
the Department of Justice can send' its own copy of the
summary to the appeal board.

The registrant should then take up the surnmary
of the FBI report and deal with each sentence of the.ad.-
verse_maj:eriat appearing in the summary of the FBI
report. The registrant should explain, answer or contra-
dict, whichever the case may be, each sentence of the tin-
favorable evidence appearing in the FBI report. He
should point out, also, how this unfavorable evidence is
contradicted by other material appearing in the sum-
mary of the FBI report. Several comes_of this angwgror
coinnaent upon the adverse evidence should be madeTD^
extra copy of the answerer comment upon this unfavor-
able evidence should be forwaided-to the Department of
Justice with the letter to the hearing officer, along^with
a requesj; that it be sent to_jfche appeal hoard jo be in-_
cludeoin the registrant's file along with the final recom-
mendation of the Department of Justice.

In this_letter to the_Departtnent of -Justice _hearmg'
officer theTDepartment of Justice Should ̂  be requested to
include_the hearing officer's report in the draft J30_ard
file and forward it to. the appeal board sn {hat it cart y.
compared with the final recorj^mgndation of the Depart-
ment of Justice and considered along with the other
papers in the file.

of ' ̂

(over)



Final Recommendation of the Department of Justice
The Department of Justice will mail to the registrant

a copy ;of the final recommendation of the department
to the appeal board or a summary of it containing the
grounds of the unfavorable recommendation. I:£jiie_sum-
ma'ry. comes from the. ap^pj&L boajxLthe answeixjjhould
he directed to the appeal board..If the summary of the
recommendation comes irom the Department of Justice
then the answer should be to the.Dpparh'"np-n-f: nf Jnc-Hpp
unless you rare advised to write your answerto_ the_appeal
board. In any event, .wherever the registrant is told to
Tmte his reply to, he s]iould_comply with the instruc-
tions, but, also, he should send__a_.CQpy_nf_^igJpttpT to^
the lo^alhoarcl to be filed with the
.'Bach sentence of the adverse recommendation should

be 'dealt with separately. Bach sentence should be quoted
in the answer and then explained or denied. Bull answers
should be made on each sentence of the adverse or un-
favorable .recommendation. Any references to reports by
informants should be answered. Anj' unfaygiable-axgn-
ments or conclusions of the !0epartrnent of Justice
should be arguejl, fully in the answer oT the registrant.

" In the event the rewnnrnendation refers to -inf orjnants'
unfavorable_evidence, then the .informants' evidence
shoTilcLbe challenged. The registrant should state that
he has no opportunity to defend against the evidence
-given by the unknown informants because he has noway
of saying whether the persons^axg known to hirn__ar
know tEe faci£_gtated against him, because he has no way
of knowing the names of the persons, or their addresses.

—A-statemeu-t-shoul-d-be-inade^in-the-letter-that-iHs-neees—
sary to have the names and addresses of the informants
to protect the registrant.

In this same letter to the Department of, Justice or to
the appeal board, whichever the case may be, the regis-
trant should recmest again that he be suppjiedth^jyatire
FBJ_ report so that he can pmiect MrngfilfanHTiis rights
under the law. . " " —
. The registrant should also complain to the appeal
board or the Department of Justice, whichever the case
may be, about the recommendation's being based on the
secret BBI investigative report and cornnlaiu thatjt^is
notjneluded in the file. Both the Department, of Justice
and the appe^jJaoaraTsnould be requested to include^all
tljeBBI, report 'in the file so^piai_all the evidence-for
the fienerit-of-the registrant will be included. The reg-
istrant should again demand that he be supplied, the
copy of the FBI report so that he can answer the in-
formants "whose names will become known to him when
he reads the report showing their names and addresses.

The appeal board or the Department of Justice, which-
ever the case maybe, should be informed that tlieZh^ar-
ing officer, of theDepartment of Justice gave the regis-
trant a sumraaJ.y-.of the unfavorable»£yjjience. He should-
siaio-that a CCTQ^ of the, written document is being-on—
closed with the letter to tne appeal^ board or the Depart-

ment of Justice, whichever the case, may be, and it is
requested that it be filed with the papers in the draft
board file so that the summary will he consideredjjy the
appeaJJioaxd. " .

In the conchisiou of the letter answering the unfavor-
able recommendation the registrant should complain
about- being tried behind his back and being denied a
fair hearing- in the appeal board by not being supplied
the secret FBI investigative report. The registrant can
say that the Department of Justice used it'in making its
recommendation- and based its recommendation upon<the
secret investigative report, but did not- give the regis-
trant the report/and that the supplying'-of the -meager
sunrmajcY by the Department of Justice through " the
hearing officer was entirely * inadequate to enajile_jhe
registrant to protect, his rights, and to defend-himself
b ef ore_the jnjjeal board; The ap_peal board should he-re-
quested not to take any action unless and, uujjl the en-
tire BjBI report is supplied to _the registrant' and the
regis^ant ̂ has 'an r opportunity ~t"o consicler^nd answer
it Helore the appeal board reaches its final dprn'siouT

The registrant in this letter should also cojriplaiu
about the failure of the Department of Justice to in-
clude the report of the hearing officerJnJhe draft-board
fileTHe should state that the report should accompany
the recommendation of the Department of Justice.
-. This letter of argument and request directed to the
aprjealj3Qa-Td should be - _ m j n _ - t a _ whatever
reistrant is ansex-to^the recom-

It may be directly to the appeal board. It

by the registrant to the local board (acting as agent for
the appeal board) . The registrant should kema copj of
his letter in answer to the recornmendationTTIe "snould
make sure that he keeps.a~£oj}v_oi: the unfavorable recom-
mendation or the recommendation itself, whic5gy.er-o.ne
is sentjoJiim. He should also preserve the summary of
the unfavorable evidence appearing in the FBI report
sent to him by the hearing officer.

Qoncl-usion .
Please keep me informed of the developments in your

case. Follow the procedure outlined in the booklet "Pro-
cedure of Jehovah's Witnesses Under Selective Service."
If .you do not have a copy of this booklet you cau obtain
it by -writing to this office and making a contribution of
ten cents to the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society,
Incv to cover the printing cost.

HAYDEK G. COVIKGTON

124: Columbia Heights
•. . Brooklyn 1, oSTew York

General Counsel for
, . Jehovah's Witnesses

April; 1955. . ; , ' ;



ADDENDUM NO. I TO INSTRUCTIONS TO HEARING OFFICERS APPOINTED

PURSUANT TO THE UNIVERSAL MILITARY TRAINING AND SERVICE ACT

NOTICE OF HEARING AND INSTRUCTIONS TO REGISTRANTS WHOSE CLAIMS
FOR EXEMPTION AS CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS HAVE BEEN APPEALED

1. Pursuant to the provisions of section 6(j) of the Universal

Military Training and Service Act (P.L. 51; 82nd Cong.., 1st Session;

50 USC App. 466(j); hereinafter referred to as the Act, and section

1626.25 of the Selective Service Regulations,, the Department of

Justice will make an inquiry and hold a hearing with respect to the

character a.nd good faith of the registrant's objections to training

and service under the Act on the ground that the registrant is

conscientiously opposed to participation in war in any form. The

scope of the hearing is restricted to consideration of the merits

of thecon̂ cient4rê is--o:b-j"eci:or claim. Consideration of ministerial

claims and all other claims is within the exclusive jurisdiction of

the Selective Service System.

2. The hearing will be conducted by the undersigned'̂  a Hearing

Officer duly designated "by the. Department of Justice as a Special

Assistant to the Attorney General of the United States.

3- It is incumbent upon the registrant to establish that he

is entitled to the conscientious objector classification he claims.

- 1 -



The registrant has a right to appear at the hearing and make a

full and complete presentation of his claim. The registrant may

testify orally and may present witnesses in support of his claim.

However., no Government funds are available for the payment of

witness fees or travel expenses.

k. The registrant may also submit at the hearing written

statements or documents,, or certified copies thereof, in support

of his claim. Written statements shall "be sworn to or affirmed

"before a notary public or other persons authorized to administer

oaths *

5 - Attached hereto is a resume of the information developed
i

"by the inquiry conducted pursuant to the aforementioned Act. At

the hearing the registrant will "be entitled to discuss the infor-

mation contained in the resume and to present witnesses to refute

or corroborate such information.

6. The hearing will not "be in the nature of a trial or

judicial proceeding, but will be informal and non-legalistic,

legal rules of evidence will not apply at the hearing, but

reasonable bounds will be maintained as to relevancy and materi-

ality. In addition to his witnesses, the registrant may have an

attorney., relative, friend, or other adviser present at the hear-

ing. Such person, whether an attorney or not, will not be permitted

to object to questions, or to make any argument concerning the

proceeding. In order that the conduct of the hearing may comport

- 2 -



with the necessary requirements of dignity, orderliness, and

expedition,, the Hearing Officer will be the sole judge in the

matter of choice of a method of -procedure designed to effectuate

the desired result.

7- Failure to comply with these instructions may result in

the termination of the proceeding'.

Special Assistant to the
Attorney General

tearing. Officer
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In Regard to Series VI .

I would like to make this, statement concerning my minist/ry.

I came into contact with Jehovah's Witnesses about the vaerr
1940. In -tH*t years that followed I learned of God's requirements
to gain endless life in a righteous tefefclb new worldi ( same,,.. :
globe only with perfect conditions) Please see Ecclesiastes 1-4:
Psalms, 78:69 Proverbs 10:: 28-30 Isaiah 45:18 Matthew 6tlO
John 17:3 2 Tim. 4:2 Rev. 21:1.

From 1940 till now I have spent many hours of personal
study on these^ible subjects. I also have regulany attended
.four one hourAiible classes weekly ( study-for these classes M/
is done outside of class)#jchese classes, cpasistj of \. general uoibl-e-
studies usjy'ing Watchtower publications as aids, eQso, one Service
Meeting in which I was trained for doorrto-doo'fr'and^pible studll&
work along with other necessary instructions. I also*1 received /
practical field training. The fourth meeting is called the
Theocratic Ministry School. The purpose of this meeting is to train
students for public sneaking. Students are Assigned 6,̂6 minmtefe
talks which after del*ve"ry before an audience they are couW&ed
by the school insî §/ctofr"and is this way become ef̂ lc/ent speakers.
As students progress in school .they are also givek 15 minute talks
Because of this training I have .recently given 3 one hour talks
which were advertised in the area where talk was given. Enclosed
II are copies of handbills used in advertiseing talk.

On September 20, 1942 I was baptized in accordance with the
"prescribed ceremonies of Jehovah1 s TVitrie'ssesT" Jehovah' s" WitSeVseY
believe that baptism constitutes formal ordination therefore from
September 20, 1942 to April 30, 1952 I was a part-time ordained
minister of religion. From May 1 1952 to now I.am serving as a
full time minister(pioneer) deVoaEing-a minimiM7of 100 hours a
month to this service. I also have '%fauthorized territory assign-
ment in the Moses Lake Company of Jehovah1s Witnesses Territorjr
by the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society. I also have been
appointed to the- position of Assistant Company Servant and
Theocratic Miniŝ /y School 'Servant by the Society in the
Bphrata Company of Jehovah's Witnesses.

I \I hope theserew brmif facts will help the board in proper
classification of me as a. ordained minister.

If more information is needed please do not hesitate to
write me.

Richard Rawe





(oopy of Bush letter)

Local Board ITo. 10.

Clark County
Cith Hall
Neillsville, Wisconsin

REQUEST KJR RE3JPANI1JG
OF CUSSIFICAUOtI

'Gentlemen.' ' • _ " • - - . , ' •

In Sept, of 1956 I wrote to you-, completely? new and additional information
not before considered by any board in.classifying me. No. favorable action-towad
my proper classification as IT—D was taken on the obvious merits of that material.

At this time, therefore, I am -renewing my reauest and appealing to you to
exercise your authority under Section 1625.2' of the Selective Service Reg. 'MEhe."
local -board nay repon and consider anew thi classification of a gegistrant (l)
upon the written, request of the registrant/., if such request is %ecompied by
written information presenting facts not considered when the registrant was class-
ified, which, if trae, would justify a change in the registrant's classification.1'

This new information that I am. s ub'mitting at this time is a sample copy of a
certificate that shows I am authorised or recognized to perform marriages in the
state of Wisconsin, I have obtained this and sent it _to "the board to substantiate
what I have heretofore toald the board in my papers and orally, which apparently,
the local board chose to disregard of disbelive. I have.reference to tho claim
that I have made that I am a minister. • .•'

- To obtain this I had to register with the Clerk of Circuit court my
credentials as an ordained minister. To firmly establish my credentials I submitted
a photostatic copy of my "Pioneer Certificate" to the Clerk of Circuit Court which
has been filed with the Court. 'Ihis certificate is in effect a certificate of my
ordination. ' ' . ; , . ' _ . " •

"— I hnva filed a copy of this same " Pioneer Certificate"with the Local Board,
doing so on September 14, 1956, I wish -to call your attention once again to this."
Cerificate Because I feel that it was not given proper and ample consideration and
weight. •. " , . . . ' - . - . ' " .

!This cerificate is comething the local board, requested from me on March 6, -. -
1956, in order , apparently, to ilia enable the ;board :to grant me my desired
classification of T IV-P. .

On record at this time, in my Selective Service file, I have a "Memorandum of
imy Personal Appearance" which was submitted after iqy personal appearance on Sep. 20,
1955. On the second .page of that memorandum the opening line of paragraph four
'stated the boards future policy and dealings relative to my case.

1 submitted the evidence on Sept, 14^ 1956 but the material in your letter
to me dated Oct* 26, 1956 indicated you were not coherent with your preceding statement.

At the time ,of ray personal appearance you stated you "would reopen my case in
event of further evidence. Your letter dated Sept. 14,-1956 says that if ray cage
were reopened I would, be notified on SSS 'Form Ho. 119?, Kotice of Classification, since
I haee not received any form of this nature since April 4, 1956, I can only



'••s

conclude 'the "board did not reopen my case'upon reception? of the additional material
it received, on September 14, 1956.

To this, my pionee certificat, then, (which was a part of this additional
material) which the "board apparently chose either to disregard of overlook I now
wish, to direct your attention. .

You will note that the Certificate speaks of .my ORDINATION. A religious
organization may select any cermony it wishes as its form of ordination.
Section 1622. 43 (bj.of the fche Regulations just says that a'duly ordained minister
of religion' must be ordained according to the .ceremony or practice of his religious
organisation. Therdfor my ordination, bjing in the manner prescribed by my religious
organization, must be recognized. -

Lly ordination, however, doss not qualify me for the ministerial classification
of IV* D. This is beacnuse Section 1622.42> (b) lays down one other test. -That
is whether a man, in addition to having baen ordained according to the principals
of his religion, preaches and teaches "as his regular and customary voaction.".
Kow, if I meet both of these test/ then the regulation?, is they are administer
without prejudice or'partiality, say that I "shall be placed" in Class IV*-D.

Is the ministry -my vocation? That is the question. At the time of my first
personal appearance before the board I had mentioned that I devoted about 20
hours a week at the ministry work. At thin time However that statement is no longer
meritorious* It is errounious, actually I. now devote, each month, well over 200
hours in performariing my various ministerial duties. I spend about 115 hours monthly
in public and teaching alone* Other time is spent in moring worship and 'devotionals ,
comforting and aiding' the spirituality sidk and idfttlul affilicated;; carang for my
functions as Theocratic Ministry School Conductor and I-Sagazine-Territory Servant
(two Positions of servant responsibilities) in my local congregation of .Jehovah's
witnesses; preparing and researching public sermon;- and other such Christial
responsiblilites/All in all, the majority of my time is devoted to ministry.

Wt may be that you have deinied that I an a minister because I perform a 1
little part time secular work to support myself... about 10 houss a week* In
my "Memorandum of ray Personal Appearance" on page two, paragraph 1-4 particularly,
I discussed this subject}. It is not at all strange that I should be working part
time at a secular job. From apostolic times this has been an honorable practice.
The Apostle Paul, as ever Bible student knows, made tents-as a secular by-line
to his 'ministry. . I hardly believe that the local boarrd would dany Paul a IV-D -
classification'. He .said; "by labor-and- toil, night and day we were working so
as not to impose an expensive burden apon any one of you." He said of those whod
did not work but lived off the congregation: " We hear certain ones are Raskin g
disorderly among you, not working at nil but meddling with what does not concern
them. M (2 Thes. 2:-8,ll K* W. Trans,) I am no such a one "wasking disorderly"
but do a little part time secular work aside form my.vocation of the ministry
so as "not to impose and expensive burden on anyone."

Part time secular work is a recgonised part of_the life of the majority of
preachers and ministers in the United States today. -Ifot all clergymen are blessed
with a finacially strong congregation. In the Northern Baptist Convention -fiO
percent of all clergymen in rural sections "help earn their keep by work not
connected with their churches- " (Hartshorne and tfroyd, Theological Education in
the Northern Baptist Convention (1945) Judson Press, Philadelphia, p.72) It is
well known that the majority of the ministers of the Society, of Fr&ends (Quakers),
Church of JOKUS Christ of latter-day Saints (Mormons), Mennonites and many others
are dependant enitrely upon sedular work for their support, no salary being paid
to their ministers as a general rule. Yet they may be given the IV-D classification
that I ask for. . - . .
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It may be that you have dem led that I am a minister,, because I have not
graduated fnon some theological or divinity school. That, is not a valid reason
for denying the ministerial classification to-me. -It that were so, then you would
not, eould not classify Jesus Christ himself as a minister'. *" The Apostles of the
Iamb were "unlettered and ignorant men" (King James Version),"unlettered and ordinary"
(-New Vtforld Translation), Acts 4i:13. The Selective Service Regulation lay down no
test as to &ft schooling. The only test is ordination and vocation/ That I meet in
every respect. Therefore I should be classified IV-D.

I preach.- I have my congregation .of laymen that are dependent upon me for
spiritual and scriptural instruction aand councle. I am not the type of minister
who has a church building and a numbered congregation that I can call to chruch
"by ringing a bell so they can hear me proach. I am the missionary evangelist
type of minister* It is reported of Jesus thathe "went round about the Tillages,
teaching". Mr. 6r6 . He sent out seventy disciple to teach and preach in" the
homes of the people, giving them insturction to that effect in Luke, the 10\,

The very essance of Christianity is to "go ye therefore, and teach all nations"
(Lit. 28rl9) converting them to the religion of Jesus Christ. This I do. There
are some 70 million persons in the United States that do not belong to any reli gious
many millions of persons that nominally belong.to a religion, do not attend chrutj
at all; some only on Christman and Easter and other special days. Unless there
were peri]batetis ministers like myself, these would not be spiritually cared for,.
In performing my ministry there are many persons that have come to look upon me - :
as their religious insturctor. I conduct Bible studies in their homes. I
regular3y call back on them and mapy others to give them a sermon 'at the fireside1
so to speak. They -look to me for comfort and guidance, .which I give them from the
Bible* . - • . - " . . . "

Unless I h ve my ministerial claim, which is a valid one by reason of minitry
being my vocation, recognized by the local board, a great disservice will be cone
to the community and to all the members of my congregation* They will be deprived
of.a religious leader and teacher. It is for this reason that I so . deeply desire
the proper recgnition as a minister.

It may be th&llE that the local borard has denied ministerial classification
to others of JehovahBs witnesses who. have made that claim, but who were only part
time ministers. (Note the discussion we had on this subject at the time of my first
personal appearance^ found on p&g6 2, paragraph 4 of my Memorandum of my Personal
JBppearancs* The board had a case of one of Jehovah's Witnesses, who was'only a
part time minister, in mind at this time.) I am not a part time minister—I am a
full time minister. I devote over 200 hours every month to performance of my
ministerial duties^ with tili only 10 hours a week to secular support. Ministry -
i s r a y vocation i n life. • • - . . .

—•fchisease In this connection, I would like to mention the. case of
Dickinson v* United States,. 346 U.S. 389, involving a minister of Jehovah's
Witnesses like myself. Our situation are quite similar* He was a Pioneer Minister
I am a Pioneer Minister. He did a little seculr work part time. I do a little
secular work part time. The Surpreme Court declared the he-was a minister and stated
that:: . - '

"a ligitmate minister cannot be, for the purpose of the Act, unfrocked simply"
because all the members of.his sect base an exemption claim of thaof the
dogma of its faith. .That would leave the congregation without a cleric."
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Concerning performace of secular work the Court said.-. . •

"She statutor difindtion of a 'regular or duly ordained minister1 "dose
. . n o t preclude a l l secular employment. LSsiny . - - . " " _ • • . _ •

preachers, including those in the more traditional and orthodox sects,
may not be blessed with congregations , with perishes a pable of paying
then a living wage. A statutory ban on all secular work would mete out
draft exemntions with an uneven hand, to the detriment of those who minister
to the poor and thus need some secular work in order to survive,"

Since our cases are so similar, I ask th<3 local board to take the same attitude
-as did the Supreme Court when i t saidr . _ . . ' . ' * • -

We think Dickinson made out a case wfiiich meets the statutory criteria,
He was ordained ±n accordance with the ritual of his sect and, accordin g
to &he evidence here he meets the vital test of regularly, as a vocation,'
-Beaching and preaching the principales of his sect and conductions public
worship Tn the tradition oT his religion. "

Gentlemen, I am only .interested in fulfilling my vows to God without interference,
As a Christian minister, I have a grave responsibility to God and to the people
of my congrgation, It ,is an unselfish desire that prompts me to request the exemption
provided for ministers such as I by the .Congress of the United States.

.The .second and .third paragraphs from the end of my "Memorandum of my Personal
Appearance" says the local board hsd no-adverse or contredicory evidence agains me.
Too my knowledge there still is noe against my claims. . "

therefore I respetfull ask you to reopen my classification and ueclassify me
as a minister of religion, in Class IV-J),
on the basis of the new evidence presented herewith, and in my notes of last Sept.
so that I may vows to God and minister. to n^y fellow man for pur mutual blessing

.from God. . ' .... . '

Respectfully,

Stanley M..Bush. . '
Ordained Minister

(Original written Feb. 15, 195?)



1. "What is the Basis of your Conscientious objections?

2. What reasons do you have for your conscientious objections?

3. Is this country opposed to God's Kingdom?

4. What is your belief about the" use of force? Under what circumstances woul you use
force? • - - ' '

5. Co you believe Satan Gontrolls this woi*ld-?- 5his Nation? Our President?

6. Would you let an aggressive nation destroy this nation?

7. Do you believe in defending your loved ones and family? Your Country?

•8. Would you bear arms in Defense of your family, Kingdom Hall, Country?

9. Didn't Christ use violance in chacing out money changers from temple?

'10. Didn't Feter use carnal wepons whenhhe cut off the Priests Ear?

11. Didn't Christ authorize carnal weapons when he told them to buy swords?

12. Don't you believe in 'rendering Ceasers things to Ceaser1?

13. Is It love to stand by and watch your neighbors killed?

14. Would you defend yourself with a gun if an individual made a personal attack on
you, your brothers, home or Kingdom Hall with a gun?.

15. Don't you accept military protection without doing anything to help?

16. Arn't you supporting wars by paying taxes? Why not go futher and render time in
service, which time you are taking to earn money out of which you pay from 20$ up
in taxes, over half of which goes for war purposes?

17. What ever job you work at, dosen't it contribuite to supporting this world, nation,1
in its war preparation even if indirectly? Like Saul holding Coat.

18. Why won't you work in non-combatant ssrvice, which is just as indirect as the
job you may be holding, to defence> and in supporting this world?

19. If you relay on God's protection on a group basis, why not relay on him when
it comes to personal defense against bodiley attack?

20. Do you believe in killing if necessary in your own defense?

21. Would you attempt to stop a thief? With force, (like a gun or club) if necessary?

22. Would you retalliate? To what extent would you try to stop him?

23. Why not relay on Jehovah is such ciroumatances to protect you?

24. Would you participate in any war that you understand is authorized by Jehovah?



25. Wouldn't that be inconsistent with 2 Cor. 10:3-5? Eph. 6; 10-20 and with yoTJrr **
previous statements?

26. Arn't you a Pacifist? What is the difference between a Co 0. and Pacifist?

27. Bo you get advise from the Society on what to say and how to say it?

28. Wouldn't this country be destroyed if everybody took the same attitude as you do?

29. Dosen't the Bible support wars? Didn't the Jews fight? Why don't you1?
i .

30. Isn't this a Christian nation? Dosen't God give us the right to protect our country

31. Don't you believe in submiting to tho.s_e governing you?

32. Arn't you helping Coiraftinisum by the way .JEGU act? Arn't you "breaking down the
countries morral? Isn't it wrong to try to get others not to defend themselves?

33. Don't you beleive in obeying all the laws of the land? "Wasn't our Countyy founded
by God-1 fearing men or feven by God himself? . . . • . .

34. Don't w.e give you peo.ple freedom to preach? Shouldn't you do something in return?

35. "Why don't you fight for your country? Sulate the Flag?, Vlhy/ unpatirotic?

36. If our land'was like Russia then you wouldn't be Bree.to operate and win court
cases. So why don't you do something about it to help us?

37. Do you believe in using guns for hunting? In killing anaimals?

38. Would you arm yourself if some ones were coining to mob you? Would'y°u trust in God

39. Why don't you be a minister in the Army like our minister who became a Chaplin?
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