Box 1576
Grand Coules, Washington
December 7,1952
Watchtower Bible and Tract Society
117 Adams Street
Brooklyn 1’.N’ Y.
Dear Brothers,

L ~ e . S apE e

I haveljusé—;eoeﬂfiim}iiied 6uf“my Qusetionégr and Cbnscientioﬁs )
Objector form and sent them in. Now I am preparing affidavifls in

support of ﬁy cleims of being a Minister eand Conscientious Objector.

If you are still issuing lLetters of Ordination to Pioneers I would

like to make request for Sne of these to file wﬁth my other Selecfive

Service papers.

Yours in Jehovah's Service,

Richard M Rawe




Selective Service No, 45-22-34-183
Box 1578 '
Grand Coulee, Washington
Selective Service System QL&‘/Z/?S Z
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. The reason I feel my classification should be IV-D instead
of I-0 is because I am primarily an ordained minister of religion,
(measuring up fully to the requirements of the law in order +o
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:

Reguest For Personal Appearance

I wish toJmake 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.
Sincere1y yours,

Richard M Rawe
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Selective Service No. 45-22-34-183
Box 1578
Grand Coulee, Wa shington

| < - Pzt 2,/
Selective Servioe Sygtem Z3 / 7/ /74 ~ % M— 7

Local Board Ko, 22
- Chelan Co. Court House
Wenatchee, Washington

Rotice Of Appeal

I wish to make this written notice of appeal of my olassifica-
tion. 7The reason 1 feel my olassification should be IV-D ingtead
of I-0 ig because I am primarily @ ordained minister of religion,
(measuring up fully to the requirements of the law in order to
receive such a classification) and secondly a oonsoientious objector.
Thoe reagon 1 made '1:2!3 }:};1,112, of conscientious objector is becauge I
have coﬁ%qi}entious" d; 6 nfng and service in both combatant and
non-combatant service because of my status and duties ag a full-
time ordained minister.

If the Board does not wish to change my olessification to IV-D

o -~ - ~.Rfter_considerning this statement. then I.wish to. make_this_reguest:
T ey et M A B N 1 e

— L

Request For Personal Appesrince’

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

1f the personal appearance is necessEary’,. then when you send
me the date when this meeting is to take place I would elso like &
brief statement as to why the Board feels it can not give me 2 IV-D,

8inoerely .yours,

Richard M Rawe




Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.
June 9, 1953

Selective Servigce
Local Board No.22
_Wenatchee, Wash. —  _

Dear Sir:

Enclosed pleass 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 my file. - .

I also want to ask the local board to delay any futher
action in my case untill the Director's have acted on my
request, ' :

there are inclosed also in this letter 5 other lettersa
from different persons stating how they view me in relation
to my ministry. Please include these §-other letters in
my file also. . . ,

v * - Bincerely yours,,

Coad - Eicha‘!-‘d-;ﬁfka,‘we_

En'%_sures : 7

TR # .
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Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wagh.
June;;flo, 1963

. eieeee—General Lewis B. fﬂm:sh;iy - —— .

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 I-0
they gave me and determine whether a classification
of IV-D ghould be given.

Their adress is: Selective Service, Local Board No.

22, Chelan Co. Court House, Wenatchee, Washington.

I believe that in view of the Pacts that I gave you
in wy previous letter this request Will be subataﬁﬁated.

‘l'hank you for your. kind consideration.

v

Sincerely yours,

" Richard M Rawe




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

Rawe, Richard, M. 45-22-34-183

After postponing dexision of above registrant's case, the local board at the
direction of the Stete Director, reopened and considered anew; the clagsification,
end because there was no substantial change in the registrantls status since
consideration 6f case by the Presidential Appeal Board, the decision of that
board was affirmed and registrant continued in I-A classification.

Agst. Clerk

Florance W. Allen ’ 1
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Amended Minutes Local Board Mestin ,
p i IR
Janvary 5, 1954 T VLA S 70

Logh ¥

Rawe, Richard Martin- 45-22-34-183 . a7
W

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.

SIS RN RIS W B

In compliance with the State Director's request of December 1, 1953
the local Dboard reopened the classification of the above registrant and con-
sidered it enew, 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
religious ovpanizetion, as referred to in the Dickinson case, He is a member
of the Ephrata congregztion or coxpany of Jehovah's Witnesses., In his seven~
page swmmary of informantion, sworn to b y him or November 30,1953, he states
he has been assigned the duties of ”TelrltOfy Servant and Theocratic Ministry
School imstructor in Ephrata, Wash. Congregation of Jehovah's Witnesses". In
a letter dated Jene 7, 1953, Clifton Webb, who identifiies himself as "Congre-~
gation Servant" states "the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society recognizes him
As Assistent Congregation Servant ~nd Theocratic Ministry School Servant to the
Epnrata 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 "Comnany Servant of Grand Coulee Company of Jehovah‘ Witness8s", states
"4t present he holds the servant's position of School servant with the Ephrats
washington,company of Jehovah's Witnesses". 1In a lebtter dated June 7, 1953
Verne Woodall, who identifies himself as "Assis., Cong. Servant, Grand Coulee,
wash", st ates "He has been appointed by the Watchbtower Bible and Tract Soc, as
Assis. Congregation Servant and Theocratic Ministry School Servent 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
organization, 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 docvument or a copy thereof issued
by the Wabchtower Bible and Tract Society or any official of Jehovah's Witnesses
identifying the regigtrant as having been appointed to the principel position in
any congregation or company of Jehovah's Vitnesses.

The local board's conclusion is thst the registrant has submitted

voluminous evidence that identifies him as having spent s large amount of hjime ' /
in uhe act1v1t1°s of the religious orpanlzat ov of whlch he is s menber, bub ,\

tion wou
words of the Dickinson decisicn,

L~

. 'The local board also noted trat the rigistrant, in his own hand, in
Item 25 of Report of Medical History (Standard Form &9) completed by him at the
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Amended Hinvtes continued, Page 2

" Armed Forc®s Examination Station, Seattle, Washingbon, on August 27,1953, showed

“wood working? as his usuasl occupetion,

The local board has not sought information from other sources +o
contradict or comtrovert the registrant's claims. He has had ample opportunity
to submil evidence which would fully establish his eligibility for clasgifica-
tion in CGlass 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 Aot
the registrant is other than an acbive lay person who has Biven gvidence of
considerable devotion to_the tenets of his religious belief.

Consideration was also g/ven to the registrant's clazim of being
conscientiously oprosed to perticipation in war in any form. In attachments
made a part of his Special Form for Conscientious Objector (8SS Form No. 150)
The registrant subscribes to the belief that Jehovah's Witnesses will fight el
under certain circumstances and that they will fight in defence of their <7 &0
minist ir_brothers, The local board does not believe that wwHEHStHe
FEEHT BRRETE ¥ Y P ARL I TR U P B RSB EP AR SR B S I R IO LT B T 1B T A BB RGNS this is
conselentious objection to war in any form. It was also noted that when the
local board granted this registrant classification in Class I-0 he appesled

w
wé

(4
: wEPIN?

to the appenl board frem that determination, and that when the appeal board classi-

fied the registrant in class I-O he reguested the Director of Selective Serwice
and the State Director of Selective Sewvice to appeel to the President in his
behalf from that classification., The local board fiils to see how it cowld
classify the registrant in Class I-0 when he has indicated his dissabisfaction
with that classification on two separate occasions and exercised a statutory
right in appesling “o 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)
James A, O'Connor
Chairman
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-Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.
Jan. 12, 1954

Selective Service'System

Local Board Fo. 22

Wenatchee, Washington

Dear Sirs:

Please put im my file the enclosed NOTICE OF APPEAL TO APPEAL ROARD and
the motes I took on the "Proceddings of Personal Appearance Before Local
Board No. 22, Dec. 1, 1953"

Sincerely yours,

Richard M. Rawe
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Box 1576
Grand Coules, Washington
Jan. 12, 1954

"Hayden C. Covington
124 Columbia Heights .
Brooklyan 1, N. Y.

Deer Brother Covington,

On den. 7, 1964 the Local Board sent me annotice of classification card thet
inﬁﬁ?med me that the board hag decisded to continue me in class I-A.

Enclosed pleasge find 2 copy of the ROTICE OF APPEAL TO APPEAL BOARD and
copies of the hwbes of the two board meetings for your file.

As soon es I recéive the classification from the Appeal Board I will send
this information to you. '

Your brother,

Richard M. Rawe
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Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wnsh.
Jan. 12, 1954

Selective Service System
- Looal Board FNo.22
Wenatchea, Washington

¥OTICE OF APPRAL 10 APPEAL BOARD

I wish to have my I-A classification charged to 1V-D. I believs that
recent court decieiona apd the evidence in ny file will support my claim to
a IV-D classification. I believe the reason why the local boerd did not
classify mo IV-D is because of the age at which I was ordeined snd beceuse
of the Harch 9,1953 deeision in the Dickinson case, which ls;nov reversed.
These poiptes were raised in a létler to we from Charles M, Toynbes, Deputy
State Director, on June 11, 1955, he said, " Your letter states that a
document you have suhmitted to the local board shows that you were"”"ordained
in a public ceremony on September 20, 1982Y. At that time you were approxim-
ately 8 yoars of age. In a recent case before the United States Court of
Appeals for the Einth Distrioct, (Dickinson vs U.5.) a dscision was handed
down op Varch 9, 1963. I% it the Court pointed out the position of the
dreft board w’aem confronted with e situation which reoquired that it give
the appellant's claim rather cereful scrutiny. 7he entire lsuguage of that
certain portion of the Court's decision and the result of the cpmsideration
given to your case by your local board and by the A;:peal Board ﬁ.ppear to

be consonant.”

- I would like to point out that the Selective Sorvies Regulations provide that
it is the persons status st the time of his classification that determines
what his clessification shall be. Regardless of the age at which I begen my
ministry there is pothing to show not thet I am mot a minister and entitled
to such @& classification. {For more informetion on this see pages 3,4 of the
seven paze report I left with the board on Dec.l, 1853) I believe the Supreme
Court bucks me up in this regard when it ssid i& its majopity opinion op the
Dickinson cage: “fThat the ordinstion, doctrines, or wapner of preaching that
his sect employs diverge from the orthodox and treditionel is mo concern of
ours; of course the statute does not purport to impose s test of orthodox¥.”

( Paphasis added).

¥r. Toynbee applied the re:ults of the March 9, 1853 decision of the Dickinson
case to my case. On Hovember 30, 1953 the 8upreze Court of The United States
reversed this decision. The important points in the Dickinson case are
consonmt ‘with my case. Dickinson is a full time pﬁmneer minigster”, I am too.
Said ‘!‘lxeaccour‘b "fho principal end decisive issue before us is whether there
was a basis in feot for denying Dickingon's claim to & ministerial exeznption
under Sec. 6( g§ of the Universal !Hlitary Treining and Service Act,” The Bourt
found that there wag no bagis for denying D:mkinson 8 olaim to miniaterial
exemption. .

1f there be any douby as to whether 1 am now a p&oneer minister mqm.ry can
be made to the Watchtower Society.

Sincersely yours,

Richargd H. Bawe




LAW OFFICES
HaYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS
BROOKLYN 1, N. Y.

January 15, 1954 MAIN 5-1240

Richard M. Rawe
Box 1576

Grand Coulee,
Washington

Dear Brother Rawe:
‘Thank you very much‘for your 1étter of

January 12, 1954, 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, 1954. 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.

Rid you prepare a written.summary of fthe per-
aggglﬂgggegrggce? This suggestion is found on page
17 of 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 eral information presented to the local board
on December 1, 1953. Actually, according:to the law,
yvou were not afforded a personal appearance at that
time, since such appearance must follow a reopening v
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. Ofherwise he 4s denied the benefits
of a full and fair hearing. :

In the event that thé classification by the

appeal board 1s 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,
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Ro: Richard Nartin Rame

| consoientiousobjector o

' Registrant's father was interviewed and he sdvised that his
- son had been employed on & part-time basis for the past three ’

- years in the informant's lumber mill at Grand Coulee, We Ehington.
The informant continued that registrant had been working in this
. capaclity three days a weel and it was noted that he devoted the

o " remainder of the week to the performance of his ministerial B

duties in the Watchtower Bible and Tract Soclety.

: . One interviewee in Miles City, Montana, who is =n ordained ;
" minister in the Jehovah's Witnssseés organization, stated that he - - -
“had knomn the registrant .since 1948. According to this inter— - .
 viewea 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, ~ . . T

' Registrant and other members of his family have resided for
many yesrs in Grand Coulee, Washington. Persons who waere inter-

. viewed stated that registrant was a hard worker and they de-

" geribed him as a consclentious student. He and his family are T

~.well regarded in ‘the Orand Coulee, Washington area. Former T T

 instructors advised that registrant would not salute the flag or :

" _enter into social or athletic events while a high school student. -
< FHis refussl to do eo was based upon his religious training and = -

. convicticns. Associstes of the registrant in theé Jehoveh's

. Witnesses organiszation end references said that he was an active

_ and- devout membér of the Watchtower Bible and Tract Soclety. 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 Theooratic Ministry School conductor -

. and it was further noted that registrant was holding the office '

. . of Bible Study Servant. 8everal interviewees explained thab

" THIS COPY TO BE FORWARDED BY HEARING
. OFFICER TO REGIS:RAUI WiiH WOTICE -

' OF HEARING ' - .




- ) »registraxrt was . alao claas:i.f:led as a v pa.oneerﬂ minister and’ :Ln this
- capacity he wag required to devote at least one hundred hours a

' month to the parfomance of public church dut:iea.' Credit and
N orimmal records are. negative. . I

- - ‘?i‘e‘p‘aréd: a!arch 22, .1954 '




IS )
’ DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
WASHINGTON, D. C.

NOTICE OF HEARING

]

909 Paulsen Building | | ' -
Spokane 1 Washington April 20, 195k
(City) (State) ' (Date)

rg. Richard Martin Rawe
(Name of Registrant)

805'1576"' ~ - ~ “Grand Coulee - Washington . - -
Tétreet Address) ' (city) _ (State)

You are hereby notified that before the undersigned Hearing Officer at

Room 334  ,  Federal Building  Riverside Ave. & Lincoln Street
(Room) (Building) (Street Address) '
Spokane - . ‘Washington . 10:00 A. M.
| , ,
(City). S (State) - (Hour)
'o‘éloék on May ) . ' 4 , 19 54, a hearing, at which you are

, .

~ (Month) (Day)
requested to be present, will be held by the Department ofanstiCe to consider
your claim to‘exemption from training and servicé under the Universal Military

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

participation in war in any form.

Vééﬁuﬁq /o C%Cka@~caw~4»dd5;7» , Hearing Officer

Spécial Assistant to the Attorney General




Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Vash.
April 23,1554

Havdan C. Covingbon
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, ¥. Y.

Dear Brother Covington,

_ In your last letter to me of Jan. 15,1984 you acsked the question:
"Did you prepars w written swmsary of the persomil appesranca?” I

would like to inform you that I d4d and alsc thas I sent a copy of it
‘b0 the local board (registered lotter, return redeipt requested)

and this copy is now in my file.

My case has been referred to the Department of Justice and from
Feb. 20 to March 22,1954 an agent of the F. B. I. was making an
investigantion of me talking to every one. On April 20,1954 I received a
notice from the hearing officer thut the hearing would be held on
‘May 4,1954¢ at Spokane Wash.

I will continue to follow the suggestidns on pages 19-2% of the
Procsdure booklst and keep you informed on developments.

Yours in Praising Jah,

Richard M. Rawe




Box 1576
Grend Coulee, Wash.
April 23, 1984

Harry T. Davenport,
8pecial Assistant to the Attorney Gereral

Dear 8ir:

Received your notice of Hearing and Instructions, also Reé&ﬁé
of the Investijative Repom;. N

I note the date of the Hesring has beern set for 10:00 A.M.
May4,1984, Johovah's Witnesses are holdiﬂg their assembly in
Spokane May 739,1854. I would like to make the request that,Bif
possizble, the hearing date be set at ¥ay 83r7, praferabla~Friday,
May 7, 1964. Tois would save an extra trM§EEnﬁ,exgansns not only
Lfor ms but also for any witnesses I7@may havs to testify in support
of my claim. If the hearing date oﬂﬁ*nct‘be changed 1 will be glad
to come on May 4,1954. Please notify me as soon as poss*able when
and if the hea*lng can be chaaged.

In reading over the Resume of the Investigative Re*ort I noted -

that ‘there was no unfevorable evidence. I would liks to;gaka the
est that if there is any unfavorable evidence in thngnilre
’*nvestigat ive Report that you would please inform me of +this.

Sincerely yours, ‘
Rishord T [usr®

Richard M. Rawe




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
drd 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
L, 1954, to May 7, 1954, at Room 334 Federal Building,
Spokane, Wash. :

Yours truly,

anm4,~47 ' C%=L~u«’u—«—1xﬂdf:7txl

Hearing Officer
Eastern District of Washington

HTD:am




Substance of Hearing Before

S ‘ Hearing Offiger

Bastern District of Washington
(Barry 7. Davenport)
¥ay 7, 1054

Bearing was started v hearizng officer meking refference to letter of appeal
‘that I bad written end which was contained in my file which he had before him.

- SRatoiRts ivoTe made by registrant as to present clagificetion,l~A, clasgifSeation
eppenled for, 1V-D, date of birth, ¥ey 10,1934, the nutral stend teken by Jehowah's
witnegses, Hissionrry assignment I hold in Ephreta, Washington, and my position
- ©. nou-combuntant service, all “pioneers" of Jehovah's witnesses being Pull-time
ministers snd seeking #V-D. All of this was in responce to questions asked by hearing
of’ficer.

- Questions were next asked as to howmany of Jehoveh's witnesses there were at
Grand Coulee, (24) and I was scked to name the different servant positions in the
congregation and what each of their duties were, which wes dans. Questions were
agked and answersd as to Congregetion Committes. ’

In responce to questions the difference between a Pioneer and a Congregation
Publisher was explainsd. Also pumber of Wituesses at Ephrota(18) y and servant
positions I am holding which amre, Bible Study Servent, Theocratio Ministry 8chool
Servant, Territory Servant, and Area Study Cosductor. More statements were mede as
to time epent end activities of the pioneer work I am doing. .

Discussions on where I live, what work I do » compensation derived, and other
questions as to stapdard of living wera asked and snswired. o

Questions next were asked as to what oocasioned wy missionary work in Bphrata.
It was my assignment there by the Watchtower Society upon the ecceptance of oy
application to be = pioneer. At the time I started there thore was no active group
which there is mow. Application for a Congregetion were mede to the Boalety in
October, 1952, I started to pioneer there Fay 1, 19582. The 8ociety has assigned
the Ephrats Congregation surrounding towns and rurels whioch I am also working.

After a discussion of the "Certifieats For Pioneer” a discussion followed
on “the acceptability of a 1-0 olassification in whioh it was pointed out that I
was @ gonscientious objector as well as & minister end that sedtion 1623.2 of
‘the Selective Service Regulations states thet a registrant shell be placed in
one or more of the classes listed and that he shall be placed in the lowest
olass for which he is determined to be eligible. The Diokinson caee was also
pbinted to as substantiel backing for a IV-D.

lirs. B. C. Greon of Electric City, Wash. was presented as a witnesses
and tegtifiod that all that I hed said was true and that ghe knew of no
reason to doubt ny sincerity and convictions.,She stated she had Ynown we from
childhbod. Mrs. Green also took notos on the hearing for me.

With this ths hearing ended.




Grasd Coules, Waghington
Moy 10,3858

Attorney Geporal |
Fiashington 28, B. G,

Sips '

T heve just bed e hearing btefore Mr. Barry T. Devenpors,
Hoaring 0f€ficer, Bastern District of Washington.

- ynderstanding that Nr. Davenport will ke
a recommendation to you whishrwilLll be Lased on this hesriug
4 the sooret investigntivé report of the P B Ts

Wi s

Fay I make the roguest that slong with your recom-
mandation to the board of sppeal that you include & «opy
of the hearing offiicerts report and, il thero = eny, &
copr of ail of the edvaren ovidesce agposriug iz the

- F.B.I. seceat investigebive veport.

Theok you for ihis wervice. E
Yery truly youre,




Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington
May 10, 1954

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

Dear Brother Covington,

Please f£ind enclosed a copy of "Substance of Hear:l.gg,-
+the letter to the Attorney General, and a letter to the *
local board reguesting these to be put in my file.

The date of my hearing was changed from May 4,1954,
at my request, to May 7,1954 because we ¥md our on.rcuit
assembly at that date in Spoksne and would save on expenses.

There was no adverse or unfavorable evidence and
the hsaring officer geemed to be very nice.

In the event that the appeal board dose not give me
a IV-D, and is \manimous I will again write letters to
the Bi:a‘he and Fational Dlrectors of the Selective
Service,as mentioned on peges 24-25 of the Procedurs blt.,
unless you advige otherm¥iges

In writting to the Director? 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 1in the national interest or necessarjj“

to avoid an injustice”? Would you suggest I put strong
emphasis on the Dickinson case?
I will continue to keep you informed on developments.

Mw Rawﬁ”“”’up




 Box 1576 _
Grand Couleeo, Washington
¥ay 10,1964

Seloctive Service System
Local Board ¥o. 22
¥enatchee, Waghington

- Plemge put in my file when 1t is returned to you the
encloused copies of the "Substance ofHearing" and the
letter to the Attorney feneral. Thank you.

8incerely yours,




LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS
BROOKLYN 1, N, Y,

MAIN 5.1240

June 13, 1956

Mr . Richard Rawe

Box 1576

Grand 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 brother,




- Box 1576
Grand 5oulee,thsh.
June 11, 1956

Hayden C. Covington

. 124 Columbia Heights -

Brooklyn 1, Few York
Dear Jbrother,

Reoently my brother (Willlam Dale Rawe) had a hearing before
the Department of Justice. In following thd " new procedure!
he ask for the entire F B I ‘report even though the was no
actual adverse evidence in the summary. Instead of receiving
»1t they sent the enclosed 1etter.

I have not yet received notice of. my hearlng but it may
be held soon so would like to know the follow1ng information
in order to be prepared for it. :

I feel it is necessary to have both comnlete F B I reports
(I have been investigated twice) contained in my draft file
because of the large emount of favorable evidence. Especially
the second report because it gives a tfafbrable testimony’
from those not wittnesses such as back-calls and Bible
studies I have been’ conduoting. Would it be proper to insist

- on- both reports?

1s it true he is 'not permlttéd to! give this complete
F B I report or have it put in the file? If not, how should -
I attack this problem in wrltting Yo hlm for the reports?

Thank  you for -your conslderatlon of. these questlons on
proper procedure.

Your brother,

ek st

’ Rlchard Rawe

"BreTlosure:




_ : ( Copy ) .
*:LDEPARTMVNT OF‘JUSTICE

909 Padlsen Building
Spokene 1, Washington
~ April 24, 1956

Mr., William Dele Rawe - ;
Box 15%6 . o [
Grend coulee Washington ' o
Dear Sir: R ‘ _ o :;f’ v

I have received your letbter of April 20, 1956,
requesting that I supply you with' the Fedoral Bureau of

Investigation report. have to/advmse that I am.not nermltted
to do so.

Reoeppt of your other/letter of the same date,
‘reguesting that the Department ?f Justice send to the
-Appeal Board a copy of the Resume' and the Hearlng ’
Officerts report is also. acknowledged.

l

Yours truly,
(slgned)
Harry T. Davenport

Speciel Hearing Officer
Eagtern District of Washington

HﬁDfAM
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e Anothar Teason why I conscientlously objeot to partioipation in war in- any

Summery of hearing before hearing officer, April 30, 1956
Do you have ® brother who was here for a hearing about a year ago?
- Yes, I believe it was about a year ago.
HOW'many are there in yoﬁr.family begides yourself?
My brother, mother, and father.

Is your brother still doing ministerial work in Ephfata?

Yes.

You received your first classification while you were still in school, whkich was
I-3 until your greduation?

¥esx Yos.
Then you were classified I~A?~Yes. ﬁave you ever has any other clagsification? No.
What is the basis of your conscﬁbhtious obgeotions?

The basls of my oonscﬁantiovs objectlons is my conscience trained by the Bible.
Yes, but what are the reasons for your conacientious objections?

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

Another reason Why I have conscientious objections to participation in was
in any form is because if involves the use of camnal whapons, which also is condemned
by the Scriptureas. The says that a Christians are not carnal. '

By carnalf&eépons you mean% fleahly-veapon32

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

form sither as a combatant or noncombstant is because to do so would méan 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 woudd be giving to Caesar, of a worldly govermment
"what belong only to God, and the Bible says that a Christian should give to
€hun Caesar what belongs to Caesar, but to give to God what belongs to God. Faesar
can't give me life; thaet comes only from Jehovah, so I must not give my
L 1 life to any earthly government, but only to God. The same is 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, I}would be ceusing a division in the
organization, and the Scriptures say thet one of the things that God hates,
the thing that is any abominatlon to him is he- who causes a division among
brothers. ;




-

Another reasons is that participating in wap 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 embassador were to forsake the cause of the country he was represent-
1 ing and join thet fortss conntry f to which he was sent, it would be treason.
fhe same is my position as an ambassador for God's kingdom: if T would take
up the cause of any tBHAtY 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 power of
the evil one, Satan, who is opposed to Jehovaeh. And Jesus said that his
xingdom is no part of this world. '

1s this country opposed to God's kingdom?
Yes, this country along with all others are opposed to God's kingdom. They
show this by refusing to recognize the kingdom and Jehovah's witnosses as its

ambassadors. They show this by their treatment of Jehoveh'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 os ministers, only some of them.
But haven't you people been given the same rights as other religious groups?
We haver® besn given those rights with as little trouble as others; it's been

only after lohg and costly coubt battles. Wo other organization has had to
go through as much as we have.

Where are you #employed at the present?l
1 have a business of my ova in Moses lake, a tree service business.
Are you married? . No.

Is there a congregation of Jehovah's witnessee in lMoses lakb? Yes. Do you
holg any position in that congregation? No. Do you engage in the work there? ¥es:
Do you conduct any of the congregation meetings or home Bibls 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 avay free when a person cannot afford to pay for
i%. Well, but when you stand on street with your magazines, you expesact people to
pay for them don't youl 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.

Whaﬁ are yoﬁr plans for the future?

I plan to enter the pioneer, or full time, service some time this year. It
will probably be about the same time as does Mr. Butler, who is my partiner
in the tree service business.

Is Mr. Butler one of Jehovah's witnesses? Yes. How old is he? 1 don't know exactly,
but I guess about in his thirties.

Are your conscéentious objeetions based primarily on the matter of how you spend
your time?

They are not based on that primarily, bdbut that is one of the reasons; if I
would devote my time to anything else, T would be breaking a vow to Jehovah, 'in
whioh I have vowed to give him everything I have, money, tims, energy, otao.

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

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

What is your belief about the use of force? Under what ciroumstance womnld you use
force?

My 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 1o defend my brothers, meetings,
preaching, myself, and my property. ‘ -

What about to defend your éouﬁtry?

o, T wouldn't mee forde to defend eny country. Biry wonldnit you? BOCRRSE
{t's forbidden by the Bible, Where does the Bible forbid it? It forbids it
whan it says that a Christian is not to murder, not to be a part of this world,
not to give to Cnesar what is Cod's, and those other things that I've
already mentioned. ' '

When did you begin attending the meetings? About 1950. How old wsre you thenk
About 12 or 13. Hnen were you baptbzed? On Oct. 28; 1951,

You have said that instead of tohbatany non—combs tant service you would perform
givilian work only if it is exactly the kind you want, work for the Watchtower Societyf.
To do that wouldn't you have to go to Brooklyn? " Not necessarily. What 4% I mesan

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
goe that I can stay in tt the longest, then I will; but if I agreed to any other work
T would not be able to enter the fulltime service anytime I want to.




Dear Brother Covington,
 wheather my ministerial expenses

" pusiness expense OT only as &-con

HMinisbry bub to them ik didn't seem cle

 may be of help in considpring,thisfmatter;

K | | Box 1576 -
, . " fGrand Coulee, Wash.
' - April 2, 1987

Hayden c. Covingtonr

124 Columbisa Heights
Brooklyn 1, N. Y.

red the question arose as to
coyld b}ovdc'ducted as &
tribution whidh'would have

In having my Tntome ihi"pr"-epa

a 20 % limit.
rs 26 per December Mik Kingdom
ar,enough_especially

to the conclusion drawen from the ruling by the federal
he aubtomobile.

government &8 to theidepfecidtion oo

Ve considerc&_the lette

Bnclosed please find a copy ofiincoms tax return which

Please ~return .
~ Any help on the above would appreciated. .- ’ : '
, As to my draftjcase, nothing hes been.&onejsiﬁoenthe
F. B. 1. invistigated me the second time in Nov. of 1955.
"1 am still eawaibting & hearing before the nearing officer
which it looks like would be the next logical step.
With you inftelling;tha.goéd'news from day to day.

.~ Your brother,

e




LAW OFFICES

Haypen C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMEIA REIGHTS
BROOCKLYN 71, l‘:l. Y.

MAIN B-1240

April 4, 1957

Mr . Richard Rawe

Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington

| Deéf Broﬁher Rawei

Returned to you herewith is the copy of your 1956
income tax return. Since you are a piloneer, the ministry
is your vocatilon, 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 bthe depreciation on the car ag 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,

HCC:gh




Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington
May 2, 1957

'EAydén'C. Covington

124 Columbia Heights

Brooklyn 1, N. Y.

Dear'Brother'Coﬁington,

it 1t is possiable please send me two copies of the
Pate opinion as I would like one for my personal file.,

Since ay 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, invistagated again, would you
 suggest +that I send a copie of the Pate oplnion 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 desicion, when ever that will bs; and then
'aend it to the Local board?

Your brother, -




LAW OFFICES
HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS
BROOKLYN 1, N. Y.

MAIN B-1240

May 8, 1957

Mr. Richard Rawe
Box 1576 »
Grand Coulee, Washington

Dear Brother Rawe:

Enclosed are two Paté opinions that you requested.
There 1s 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 1it.

Your brother,

HG:gh R —< . CZZ;;j227£Z;:ET“S
Enclosures
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September 9, 1957 ocal Board No. 22

Sept. 11, 1957
Chelan Co. Court House
Wenatchee, Washington

Director of Selective Service
State of Washington

State Armory

South Tenth & Yakima 3treets
Tacoma 5, Washington

Re: Richard Martin Rawe, SSN  L5-22-31-183
Conscientious Objector :

Dear Sir:

Pursuant to the reqﬁest of our Department dated August
20, 1957, ‘the selective service £ile in the captioned case is returned
for further prosessing/

Very truly yours,

WILLIAM B. BANTZ
United States Abtorney

GG
Encls.

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




Washington State Headquarters
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM
Tacoma 5, Wash,
September 10, 1957
In replay refer.
142

The Chairman
Local Board No. 22
Wenatchee, Washington
Re: RAWE, Richard Martin
45-22-34-183

. Dear Sirs

The Cover Sheet (8SS Form No. 101) and contents Pertain-
ing to the subject-named registrant is returned.

- The Director of Sleective Service has requested, in ac
cordince with the provisions of section 1625.3, 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 lenghh of time that has elapsed since this
case was referred to the United States Attorney.

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

For the State Director,

(signed)

DAVID J, MANSFIELD
Major, AGC
Chief; Manpower Division

Inclosure « 2
Cover sheet and contents
9/9/57 US Atty ltr to SD




SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

O i
- Lecal Board Mo, 22
fwi&ﬁ fozs::ty Court Houpa
&, ?n’&rhm ' w}uootcﬁ

L. (LOCAL BOARD STAMP) _

‘September 11, 1957

IN REPLY, REFER TO.

Mr. Richard Martin Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington

Re: L5-22-3}-18
Dear Sir:

Your case is belng 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
Y e (ﬁfy (ia Cg;%74/wuay«<§1<)

James A. O'Connor
JAO/fa Chairman




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

Hayden C. Covmngton
124 Columbia Helghts
Brooklyn 1, N, Y.

Dear Brother Covzngton

: , Enclosed plmase find oopies of 1etters whlch I ecopied from mg
file at the draft board offlce when I was down thore.
J
Ybu w111 notlee thatt * The Director - of Selective Servics has
requested, in accordance'with the provisions of section 1625.3
“Selective Service Regulations, that four locel board Teppen and
consider the subgeot—namedfregzstrant'a olassifxcatlon anew."

_ In November of 1955 Ifwas investlgated for the second time
by the F. B, I. My case wpnt to the Appeal Board. However I
have never had & second hepring. ‘before the hearing officer.
Neither have I received thp. decision from the appeal board. Now
they want the local board %o reopen the case. LIy question is:
Is this proper prooedure? ' Bhould not the appeal board first
act on the case? Should T proosdd as they have instructed or
should I 1nslst that the appeal board render a dsclslon firgt?

E S Ybur brother,

- Richard TRawa




LAW OFFICES

HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS
BROOKLYN 1, N.Y, )

MAIN B5-1240

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-0, 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 I-0,

The reason for the local board to reopen
your classifiication 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 offlcers of the con-
gregation are not qualified for ministerial de-
ferments"” should-be_apswered in.wrdbing when
vou_gppear, and you can also argue orally. It
is an arbitrary and caprictous and illegal de-
nial of your rights under the law, because the
board employed artificilal 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
term used iIn 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, Flakowlicz v. Alexander,

United States v. Kose, United States v. Burnett

and Unlted 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
thelr consideration in reaching your proper clas-
sification. The enclosed BUSH letter may also
be of some aid to you in prepsring 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 materiszl 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,

o | @fé@/‘%y?%’

PS: When you prepare the materlal for filing, please
make an extra copy (or two if possible) for me.




Box 1576 .
Grend Coulee, Wash.
© Sept. 26, 1987

Hﬁydeﬁ C. Covingtbn
124 Columbimp Helghts s

'Dear brother,

‘Have at hand your letter of Sept. 18, 1957 which I thank you for.
Some complications seem to have arigen in my case #nd to get to the
bottom of them I would like to.review my oase for your

on Harch 9, 1955 T received a I-A classification from the

President, On iarch 16 end 28.;’, 1955 T wrote letters to the local Board

“to try to get a pergonal appee@rance'before the board. I failed in this.

That is to say I did not get & personal appearance Id before the board.

- Now comes July 14, 1955 on whi,‘gch date I received a Classification Card
(588 Form No. 110) Which infoymed me ~that the local board hed classified
. me I-A. I wondered why they should do this ‘since just prior to this they

refused me & personel appearsnce to discuss my case with them. I requested

a. personal appearance which I &'adeived on Aug. 8, 1955, -At this personal
appearance I found out that they had reopened and considered enew my case on. -
July 14, 1955 because of a 'prpeedural defect in the Department of Justice review

reopen end comsider anew =« cage. (See SUKMARY OF ORAL INFORKATION PRESENTED '
T0 1OCAL BOARD Aug".»‘B,ZLQSg From this personal appearance T understood

ny case' {wws and their Operations Bulletin ¥o. 123 ‘instructed them to - o

that the F.B.I2 would investigsite again and that T would heve anothsr hearing ™ "
before the hearing officer and wFhen the Appeal board would act on my cass. .

In & cover letter dated Aug. 11}, 1955 it said:r "We would appreciate your
ipmediate attention to this so thet your file my be forwarded on Appeal,
as requested in your letter of July 20, 1955." However, following the Aug. 8,
1955 appeargaunce 1 did not receive ';a Clessification Card (s8s Form ¥o. 110)
telling me what the desision of the board was. The last clmssification card

T heve ig deted July 14,1955, (I am writing the Local Board to see if thoy

. .were supposed to have sent me suchia classificathon card as seems to be
indicated in the letter deted Aug. 26,1955) o
. f

, Bub at any rate, my file was evidently sent to the Appeal Board which in.
turn geve it to The Justice Department so they could correct the ‘procedural
defect'(what ever that was?) as per Operations Bulletin No. 123 (whatever that
said?) because during Nov. 1955 the, F. B. I, investigated me for the second
time. So up te Sept. 1957 I was waiting for o RbAPEAREBAZLPLL RBLNLEITREY
second hearing before the hearing officer as a result of the second invisgtigation

by the F. B. I. in Nov. of 1955. I was also waiting for the decision of the
Appeal Board. But till zow I have received neither the second hearing ‘before the

‘hearing officer or the decision of the Appeal Board. (I am also writing the

Looal Board to see if the Appeal Board had acted and if they were supposed to

have sent me & Notice of Classification (sS8 Form No0.,110) and to find out what
thetpidevision was; 1f they made one) B ' . v =

of




,wﬁl : - (Pagé 2,‘CoVingfqh;'Sept.-26,1957) :

.

. Then on Sept; ill, 1957 cppes a letter from »-the Local ébérd, telling -
- me "Your case is beizng reopened nt the request of the Director of Sleective
Service and will be ‘consldered at our Nov. (19570 meeting." : :

Fow because I have not reo'gfived -eﬁﬁy;word from the hearing officer or (
the appeal board this reopening of my case looks like improper proceedure, -
dose it not? Howewer if the Appeal board did act and give me a I-0 (which
if they did I have no knowledga of) then of course like you mentioned in your L
letter of Sept. 18, 1957 I would have no hearing before the hearing officer, -
When I receive an answer ;f‘rom the Local Board &s to the Clasgification
Cards mentioned above I will nHtify you at onge. till then I will prepare for
* the -ffﬁﬁfﬁwa:fvb - k 2% : -the Board in Nov. as per your
~ letter of Sept. 18,1967, i ' S .

Enclosed please find the jcopy of the BUSH letter you sent to me. -

Another matter.. .Is. the Jiocal Board required to keep all’letterjpeftaing’
to my ocase in my file? I supact that many lebters betwoen Lhe State Selectve -
Service Headquarters and the }ooal Board Chairman soncerning my case are not
kspt in"tile which is rather % hendicap to knowing exactly that which is going .

. on concerning my case., For example some time ago I was in the Local Boardts

- office copying things cut of my file so I would have a complete file at home
and so you would have a complelts fils- to which to refer tc and there was a
letter in my file vhich made riéference to anothor. lotter pebtaing to my case - .
whish wes not imyfile at the boards office. I ask the clerk about this letter
and whers it was. She was rather nervious and said there was no such letter, -
but when I pressed the issue she called in +he Board Chairran to talk with me
about the matter (he was up stairs in his law office) as we wore discussing
the matter the Clerk was going through papers in another file in +the inate
and had her fingers on this letter in question. Just &% the tim65%§§%%§ﬁgz -
I brought the matter 4o a head with him and ask him where the letter was she
(the Clerk) pulled this letter oul of this other fils and handing it to him.
saidr " Is this it"? (which also indicated to me thers was others) The letter
she took out of the other file was then put in my file, but There was still © -

8 question in ny mind as to whether this wes 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 vy file.

T will keebquﬁ informed on all'deﬂblopménts; .
| o . ”Ybur,Bréthe;; v S
. ) T/ h o

EvehosewEs, Richard Rawse .




: 'IL 80 whaild jOJ Kindly 1nforn me of the results.

"theﬁﬁhcror not I was to appear befor the local board in the

L, I o *}_5 Sox 1576 -
- o . _.Grand Camlee, Wash.
Sept. 26, 1957 -

: Selective Sorvice System ‘
- Local Board No. p2 '
" Chelan Co. Court Houge
Wenatches, Washington

Dear Sirss

In reviewing my dreft board filc severai”qnastibns have,ccmnf -
up which I wbuld appreciate clarlf;QtLion or. ’ w

Following the Auvuat 8 1956 parsanal aopearance before the .
board wag I sent a Cl&ssificabion Card (8SS Form Ho. 110)7 Accor&ing
- to a letter in my file dated’ August 26, 1955 I wasg epparently sent
~one, but if T was I did not receive it. ' The last Classifieation ,
Card I received 1is dated July 14 1J55 (IﬁA)

1 have bean waltlng for the Jecls*on of the Appeal Board and
to date have received nona. Hus the Appeal Board aoted on my. caso?

In y*ur optomber i1, 1957 }ette; it wag not alear as to

Fovesber meetlng or if I was just to submit written informmtion. B
If it is proper I would also like to appsar before the board at
~ that time. Please motify me as to tho date of‘that meeting when

you have decided on it. : - _

1lSinoerélywyouts; ‘

.

:,Richﬁrd;vnaﬁé’ 

R DTWINTO. ot
uoquurnog *5 uepaGH
LS6T fuT tqdog
I{SBM ‘wahvu ‘ u:dﬁ o : ‘ ‘
gqik‘xog » : . , .
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- fdx 1576 o E
i - Grand Coulee, Wagh,
i - °  Sept. 26, 1987 ‘

o
Cos

. Watohtower . = i
117 Adems Strest
Brooklyn 1, New York

Dear brothers: ‘. ‘ )

e Thank you very much for the”'erioijosed ilotter 6f-Sep‘1:embar~ 20, 1957,

" The reason T am returning it is because there seems to be &n.error in ©

- the first paragraph, Ig says that I.-have been ploneering "since Ootober =
-1, 1952 . ' B EURIOIEIN -

" gation.. September 1, 1952 I received a Reégular pioneer assipgnment
with the Moses Lake Congregation ahd on May 20, 1953 an assignment
with the Ephrata Congregation, wher¢ I am working now, o
. My "CERTTFICATE FoR PIONEER" /(issued Dec. 31, 1952) gtates I°
~-was appointed a piecneer on My 1 1952. In order that this "0
'WHOM IT MAY CONCERN" may be in harmony with this and other draft
may be corrgctéd. »

Thagk you very much for your attention on this mgtt'er.‘

" Your beother,

_ Richard Raws




SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

— 71
Local Board No. 22
Chelan County Court House
Wenatchee, Washington

|_ . (LOCAL BOARD STAMP) __l

Sep’cember 27, 1957 "IN REPLY, REFER TO.

Mr. Richard Martin Rawe
Box 1576

""Grand Coulee, Washington

Re: [j5-22-3)-183
Dear Mr. Rawe:

In answer to your letter of September 26th we reply
as followse. v .

Notices of Classif:j?cation (858 Form No. 110) mailed to
registrants and not returned-to us are deemed to have been 7
received by the registrant. The fact that you say you did not
receivelthe classification card sent you on August 11, 1955
does not alter your classification, as your classification of
I-A was not clanged. I believe the jaugust 26, 1955 letter to
which you refer is a letter to the board from State Headquarters
and has no bearing on the matbter.

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

James A. O!'Connor
JAO/fa /Cmmnan ,

Fd.
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. - 1] a TRACT SOCIETY . ' ‘ B

cwa\mm WACOKLYN 1, NEW VORK, u...A.
SCA:8S4 September 30, 1957

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that RICHARD RAWE, who was duly
ordained on September 20, 1942, has continuously served
as a full-time minister, Ploneer, of Jehovah's Witnesses
since May 1, 1952. L

'y .
. . S et .- . et e Lo At » e P
er W S e e eyt A AT o i T e O < e iy e gy y-»f.w-g—“noqs-«ﬁasj-f—hr PRSI s £ M et ot (256 «*":,‘-—-MWM

Mr. Rawe's missilonary congregation 13 made up of many
groups of listeners and interested people living within
the area officially assigned by this Soclety to the

" Ephrata, Washington, Congregation of Jahovah's Witnesses,
He serves as spiritual advisor and religlous leader for
this group of interested people. They are his congre-
gation, He regularly provides them with spiritual aid
and guidance. He s fully authorizad by this Soclety
to perform such public worship and to do missionary work.
His vocation 13 the Christian ministry.. He regularly
teaches and preaches to his congregation the principles
prescribed by Jehovah God, outlined 1n his Word, the
Bible, and practiced by Jehovah's Witnesses under the

. direction of the Watchtower Bible and Tract Soclety,
Inc. H: 1s fully authorized to represent this Soclety .
as a Ploneer minister preaching to such congregation e

- full-time, Tl ‘ o

Sincerely,f{,

WATCHZQWER BLBLE AND TRACT SOCISTY, INCORPORATED

S w2

[ vy o AP—LT . ..;.-..._g_...‘
By_ YNt »,

-
v q0ls

. . Subscribed ahd” sworn to before me in Kiﬁgé County,
- New York, on this 30th day ii4:;£tember¢1957g »

2

t
Noeary Public, Stato of New Yl
. Na. 364301750 o . - TR
) w an Expires ag"'as“”gm , ' a .. - ’ :




SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

= 1
Local Board No., 22
Chelan County Court House
Wenatiches, Washington

[__ (LOCAL BOARD STAMP) _! .

October 1, 195? IN REPLY, REFER TO.

Mr. Richard Martin Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington

Re: L5~-22-3L4-183

-

Dear Sir:

Tt has been necessary to postpone the date of next
meeting of local board which was scheduled for October 3, 1957.

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

By Direction of the Local Board

Florence W. Allen
Clerk




" Hayden C. Covington & :
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, New York
Dear brother,

Briclosed piéase”find

send to the Draft Board fo
I do not plan to

my oass,

they meke is not IV-D then

-at which time I will
Trom.enclosed lstters

argue orally before the board.
from the draft board on Sept.

 Box 1576 |
,;,Grand'Coulee,‘thhington
Oct. 8, 1957 B

two copies of the material I plan to

r their next meeting when they consider

be &t this meeting but 4if the decision

I will request a personal appearance -
As you will note
27 and Oct. 1;

they ere willing to have me; come to this first meeting but it
seems better just to submit the written meterial and afterward if

their decision is not

Ivxg to then have a regular personal appearance

in accord with the Rdgulations, Whet €o you think, would it be
better to go to the firat meeting or just submit the matoriel and

then, if the decision is not fa

orable, to request & personal appearance?

I will not be able to submit all the written material for about

ten days as I will not haw

~ MAY CONCERN:" 111 then.
~ instruetion from you.

e & photographic copy of “the "TO WHOM IT:
*In the mean time

T will be waiting ang

‘Your brother,

v ﬁichard Rawev




LAW OFFICES
HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS
BROOKLYN 1, N,Y,

MAIN B-1240

October 10, 1957

Richard Rawe.
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.

Dear brother:
I 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-D, 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 first 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 orgl information
on this subject as suggested in the
Counsel memorandum, copy of which is
enclosed.

Your brother,

L i
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Box 1576 . _
. Grand Coulee, Washington
- October 17, 1957

Local Board No. 22
Chelan County Court Houss
Wenatchee, Washington :

Dear Sirss

The folloﬂng'infbrmatibn is to be ‘consliderod' at the next
meeting of the Local Board (in Oct. or Fov.) when it considers my
case. C I S .

‘The Act and Regulations make the following test for a Minister:
(1) He must be a 'duly ordained minister of’ religion' (Section 16
(g) 1). (2) He must be a 'regular minister of religion’ (Section 16
(g) 2,3). No other requirements are made either by the Act, :
Regulations or Courts. : _ o

. Yow comea the question, do T meet these requiroments? The
 racts as presented show I do. There is inoluded in my file a-

. WCERTIFICATE FOR PIONEER" which testifies that I am "a duly
ordeined minister of Jehovah's witnesses". Other documents in my
‘file show I have other appointments from the Watchtower Bible and - -
Pract Soclety also. To futher show that I "administer the rites
arnd ceremonies thereof in public worship", I enclose a copy of a
“CIERGYMAN'S RECORD" that testifies to a funeral that I presided
over. . : S

Now, as to Section 18 (g) 2,3 do I meet these requirements?

Again the record answers yes. I am still devoting up to 300 hours
a month to ministerial activity s stated in ~"SUMMARY OF ORAL

. INFORMATION PRESERTED TO IDCAL BOARD" (Aug. 8, 1955). Pleage read
 _pow the enclosed "T0 WHOM IT MAY CONCERR:" issued from the Watchtower
 Bible and fract Socisty, 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 is for more than b years. Note also that it testifies
"~ to the fact that I have a congregation of which I am the Minister.

) The definition of a 'regular minister' as set out in the

. Dickinson Case is thiss "Preaching and teaching the principles of
one's seot, if performed part-time or half-time, occassionally or
jrregularly, are inzufficient to bring e registrant under 6 (g).
These activitiee must be regularly performed... He was ordeined

‘in accordance with the ritual of his sect and, according to the _
evidence here, he mests the vital test of regularly, as a voocation,
teaching and preaching the principles of his sect and conducting -

" public worship in the tradition of his religion." (Pege 5) Page =
three shows Dickinson spent 150 hovrs each month at his religious activity,
1 spend nearly twice that amount, therefore, I must come under the
definition of a 'regular minister' as defined by the law. Please
examine the enclosed Dickinson decision. . '




PR

" - Servant are the Ministers of that particular Jehoveh's Witness - * {"" T
‘Congregation, and that the other officers of the congregation are S Eey) /
not qualified for ministerial deferments. " I believe this is an ™~~~ "~ "

(Page 2) |

. , - /‘,.7
COncerning ~l:he opinion of the- Board on August 8, 1955 Mihat /’*’

the Congregational Servant and perhaps the Assiatanﬁ Congregational e E

PR Sy £

artificial standard in determining what constitutes a minister. -
Fo where do the Act, Rsgulations or Courts make this requirement.
In fact, the courts have said just the opposite. ™A holding that
only leaders of organized congregations are oxempt as ministers
would deny exemption to many regularly ordained ministers who
spend their lives fcaohing and performing various other functions
for their churches." See page four of the U S.A. vs. Ranaom
deoislon wha.oh ie enolosed. S v : v

Oentlomen, the points I havo mede here are not my own opinions

 rather thsy are the opinions of the Courts of this land which have
_ gpent considerable time on the matter. I include for your considera—
tion four other Court decisioms which have a direct bearing on my .cags.

tThey are: U.S.A. vs. Burnett, Jewsell v. U.S.A., U.S.A. v. Hurt,

“Pate versus U.8.A. Also I inoclude an article from the Awakel
magazine entitled, "™What Marks A Christian Minister?™ That includes

"General Hershoy g Observations". Pleass give those through

E oonsider&tion as they are very important. ‘

It is my deeire to fulfill my dedication vows *‘co my God Jehovs.h
to this end I wish to take advantage of the provisions made by the . .
Congress of the United States for the exemption of ministers of

“religion. Terefore I respectfully a8k you gentlemen to act in’
- harmony with {;he Act Regulations and Court deoisions and placo me .
-in Class IV-D, » :

‘Rgspo,qtﬁxny,

© Richard M. Rawe
~ Ordained Minister

- Ent:iosurev--S ;
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Dear Sir:

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

r 7

Liocal Bonard Ne. 22
Chelan Couaivy Court Houss
Wenatchee, Washington

L (LOCAL BOARD STAMP) _J

October 30, 1957

IN REPLY, REFER TO.

-=—= Mre Richard Martin Rawe

Grand Coulee, Washington

Re: }5=22-3)-183

There is a meeting of the Local Board scheduled for
November 5, 1957 and if you are present about 2:30 P. M. you will
be given a courtesy appearance before the board.

By Direction of the Local Board

= Y

Florence W. Allen
Clerk '




(Stamp)
Local Board No., 22
Chelan County Court House

Wenatchee; Washington

:':“_November 5, 1957

RAWE, RICHARD MARTIN
L5-22-34-183

The board re-opsned Registrant's classifiéation 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 grounds that the new information did not materislly 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 recognizedwé,zg
v

On the grounds of the above and the conclusions. as set out in the (,.}dl
Amended Minutes of Local Board Meeting of January 5, 195k, it is .Ci
the decision of board to classify the registrant I-A. GL")%»,

James A. ¢ O'Connor, Chairman




. . Box 1576
- Grand Coulee, Washington -
- Nov, 11, 1957 '

Hayden C. Covington
124 Columbia Helghts,
"Brooklyn 1, New.York

. Dear brothers

- This is to bring youlup to date on my case. Enclosed are
two (2) copies of the Qotober 17, 1957 statement which I sent

+to the local Board for their consideratlon. This letter served

ag a cover sheet for all the. evidence which I submitted at the
. pame time. The same eviderice which is mentioned in the letter.

Enclosed also is a letter dated November 5, 1957. This is
the local board’s uoncluslons on the evldence 1 submitted.

] Englosed a&&o is a Nov.. 11, 1957 letter to the loocal board
requesting & personal appearance. This will probblje be held
about the first of December, 1957., I will appreciate angy

counsel you may have, , S ~

. . Your brother,'

W%ﬁm

Richard M. Rawe




L

have determined tho date.

/a/f/g?& -
Wt/ Tian

‘Dear 811'3:

1 have reoeived your Wov. 8, 1957 olaaaiﬁ.cation of I-A. ’

1 horoby requeet & peraonal appearance at tho next board meating

’ to discuss my cuse.

Pleaee notify me when thh next meetmg will be when you

‘ .’Sinoerely yours,

[}q@LJ 2 ’?wb

Rioho.rd M. ano
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Local Board Ne. 22 N
Chelan County Court Hous-
Wenatchee, Washington

- Local Board Block Stamp __J

November 25, 1957
(Date)

Mr. Richard Martin Rawe -
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Washington

Selective Service No: 45-22~3h~l83
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 2:00 P. M. . on

_December 3, 1957 , “dOE-

Section 1624.2(b) of the Selective Service Regulations provides

that "At any such appearanéi?;the registrant may disguss his claésification,
may point out the class or ¢l

agses in wlich he thinks he should have been
placed, and may direct attention to any information in his file which he
believes the local board ha. verlooked or to which he belieyes it has
not given_sufficient ‘gighz:nghe registrant may present such further

i} information as he believes will assist the local board in determiping
his proper classification. Such information shall be in writing or,
if 8£§;ﬁ shall be summarized in writing by the registrant and, in either

evént, shall be placed in the_ registrant's file."

For the Local Board,

éﬁj’;uuw o Zee )

Clerk .
Floé;ngg &. Allen

LB Ltr 0-23
8-16-~56

}
i
!
———



SUMMARY OF ORAL TNFORMATION PRESENTED
10 100AL BOARD O 22 DECEMBER 3, 1957
BY RICHARD ¥. RENE 45~za-s4~133

The pur'poae of & a porconal Appoaranoo as defined by Seoti.on 1624 2 (b)
s to discuss my ohuifica:bion, poin‘b out olasses I thi.nk 1 .hould ‘bo ‘
h ph.oed in, direct attant:lon to informtion tho ’board my hn-e ovorlookod
‘a.n preaen‘b dore infomtion. ] | o B
R Class IV-D, I feel, is my propor olasxificwbion. Ifeel the board has R : .
f doolined to givo me IV-D booa\mo: (1) Ii: hu not givon mi’f‘loen{: oonsideraA-v

tion 'bo Seotion 16 (z) of the Aot and 1622.43 (a) a.nd (‘o) of the Regulati.ons.-* .

(2) It hu i‘a.iled to give enough waight to the. evidenoe I have ou!mitted
showing 1 monuro up to the requirments of the Aot and Regnlations in
order to receivo a IV-D. (8) The Board has sot up nrtiﬁci&l standards in
;place oi’ the ones required by the Act and Rogulations. - o |
~ These pointl were diooussad in ny 1ottor dater Ootober 17, 1987
vhioh 4s in the filo. I now vish to dinouu 'bheu pointa with the board
to inproas their 1mportanoe upon the boo.rd. ‘ _ |
' Conoeming the Yovember B, 1957 summery of the Board I note that the 3
‘Boud yracognizes that I have a oongregation, bu'h then gooa on to set up |
: artificial standards for a Minigter undor the Act and Regulations. I*b
uaya; "Ihat the regiatrant's congreg&tion ia an areu eong;rogation with no
'oentre.l meeting plaoo, no offioe, no uot time or plaoe for gegular meotings
| and genarally BO struoturo oould be rocognized" First of ell let it be noted
»that no such requirements are made by the Act or Rogula‘hions. Second, I
"~ have tontﬁ.t‘iad that uy oongregation doso hnm a oentral ‘place of meeting
"band regular motinga. lﬁy ' Summary! oi' Aug\mt 8 19566 and the September
0, 1987 "To Whom It Hay Goncoms“ shov thiu. I want to %ostify now thet
“ »‘I hmro two offioea, one a.t Grand Goulee a:nd one in I;nkevierw Park at which

"1 can bo roaohod by phono or 1etter as well ns in person by nombers of mr -




IIESESS

oln aifioation of IV-D.

‘Summary, Pgge 2, Richard X, Rawe .45—22'-34-,188_ IR

éong-regaﬁidnv or ofhor;. I'br your bonefit I wish to outlino the atmoture of |
ny oongragation a littlo more. I givo persona.l 1nstructions to members of
my congrezation in a rogularly oondnoted home Biblo atudy, by a.namrfmg A »
‘_Bi'ble questions , giving spirituul guidanoo, o.tb. llanbora of my congregution =
| _'a.lso attond rognla.rly aehedulod metings at tho Kingdon Ha.ll and ollewhore '-

o atudy tho Biblo eollectiwly and to hero me givo 8ermong. Horoover a8 "

mbers of my oongregation progroas 1 give 'bhem peraonal tmining i.n the

_ Public Ministry.’ Train therm to be ministera like mytelf.

o Reference is also mde to "Amendod )linutea of Looal Board Heeting of

Ja.mmry 5 1954"’ Ii’ero the objeotion ms mde that I was not a "1ee.der )u/f f ’ﬂ' ‘

—i
- and that my indnction would not "lezwe 8, oongrega’cion without a elerio . /{?9 // /f‘ft

!lhi: 1s untrue, Ivam the leader of my congrog&tion and nv induotion would ( (‘"f’}
leavo it without a clerie. "I have tostﬁ‘iad to this and zivon ovidence :m

Auguct 8, 1956 ‘Suxmmry' a.nd my Octobor 17, 1957 letter and in thia -

' doo\ment. . I want to review thene for your bonefit on this point. .

I also ‘wish to cill to the board's o.ttontion *to the i‘aot that it may not

,wiah to ole.ss me IV~D f'ox.' othor irrelovent reasona cueh a8 you'bh unorthodox
: vbeliofs » teachinga, ohurch eto. These ‘have no plaoe in deteming W
'olaasificad:ion. In support of this my I oall your attention to puges 6

~ end 7 of the Pate decision, which 1s in my file.

I hope that theue l‘aots win help the board to pleace me in my proper A

;;»Aw/ 4 //M

Riohard M. ngc

‘ /

A
»




SUMMARY OF ORAL INFORMATION FRESENTED =
10 1OCAL BOARD N0 22 DECEMBER 3, 1967 -
. BY 'RIUHARD . RAQE 45—23'34'188
The purpoae ofa pouom.l o.ppunnoo as detinod by 8ootion 1624.2 (b)
48 to diuouss my olaasiﬁca.tion, point out olnssea I think I ﬁ:hould bo

plaoed in dimt attantion to :}.nfomtion the 'board my ‘have overlookod o

an precont “more infomtion. |

cla.aa IV-D 1 reel is ny proper olnasiﬁoation. Ifoel the board hg; N S

doolinod to givo me IV-D Becauss: (1) 18 haa not given 9uffiaent conaidem-
tion to Seetion 186 (g) or ‘{:he Aot and 1622.43 (u) and (b) of the Regulations.
(2) It has failed to give ‘enough waight to “the ev:.dence I have su‘cmitted
chowine: X mﬁm up <o the roquiramenta of the Aot and Begule.tiona in j' '
order 0 reoeive & Iv-p. (5) The Board hn set up artiﬁciu standards inu
plaoe of the ones requix‘od by the Aot and Regulaﬁons. | |
'.ihese pointt were discussed in my latter dater Ootober 17, 19867
ihioh is in the 1'110. I now wish to. dinmwa thsoe poin‘ha with, t}m boo.rd
to inprew thoir :lmpor‘banoo upon the board. - .
Ccmoaming tho ﬁcvembor 5, ’195‘7 cumry of tho Board 1 note that the o ; :
Board rocogn:lzos that I have 2 congregsxion, but thon goes on i:o set up -
artificie.l ctandards for a mniatar \mdor fhe Aet mad Regnlations. It
saysr " '.I‘nat: the rogiamnt‘s congregation is sn arm cant'rot‘o.tion vd.tb. no
oentrs,l metﬁag plaoo. no office, no set time or: pla.oe for zegular ﬁeetings '
and gonerally no atructure oould be. recogpized” “Firet of 81l let it ‘be noted“ :
thgt no such roquiraments are made by “the Aot or Ragulationo. Seoond. I
hgva tsotified that my oonzregation doee have & gentral plaoe of meeting .
and rogular meo{:ings. My 'Smnmary' of August 8, 1955 and the September .
0, 1957 “To Whom It sy Concem; shovr this, I unt to teatiiy now that
1 hgvo two oi‘ficea one at Grand COulee snd one in hkervi.m Parlc et which

I oan be reached by phone or 1etter o8 voll ag in porecm by rembers of my




Sumary, Fego 7, Miohard K. Tawe 46-22-34-185

- eonzrega.tion or otherl. Fbr your bonefit I wish to outlina tho atruoturo ot
-y oongrega,tion ® little more. : I give personal im bmctions to mambors of

my - oongrogation ina rogularly conducted home Bible -tudy, .hy ansmr.’mg

'Bible questions, giving spiritual guidanoe . esbc. Kembars of my oongregation o

_’o.lso attend reg,ula.rly aoheduled moetings at the Kingdon Ha.ll and oluvhere

to atud,, '!,na Biblt collcctively and to here mo give aomont. l{oroovcr, u o

. ‘:mhez‘s Of RW con rega‘cion pmgress I giVe thqm pononal ‘hmining in. *bho o

Public Iiinistry ‘i?&in {:hem to bo zai‘nistara like ngyaelf. ‘ |
ROf@r@OG i» al so rode to "Amendad Hinutaa of I.ooal Board Meetimr oi‘ SR
,;‘_.Jammry S 1954" Hers the objection wis mde that I was not - a "lcmder"

a.nd tnnt ™y ..xzduotion vould not "1en~:re a congrog;a‘cion without a oloric" ’

?hia is: untrue, I am tha leader oi‘ mv oongregai:’ion and my Snduoticn muld I

' lcavs d: without n. claric.A I have tast.e.i‘zed to i:h:}.s tm& givm ev::.denoo in
my Augu..t 8 1955 ‘S‘;wmry’ and n{}r Oatobez‘ ’7 1657 ,xe*ster and :In th:m |

doeument. 1 mnt to roviav those i‘or your bamﬁt on this po:mt. -

I also wish o oul %o the board's: afb ontion ‘to tha fact tz:m: 1t my not

o wiah to al&ss m I\"-D .('or other .:.rrelevant raaaons auoh g youth, uuorthodox S

o belio!.’s, tcachings, ohurcb etc. : Ehese havo no plaoe in determing W

"v'_olussification.' In support of ’chia my T oall your attention to pages 6

E ja.nd 7 oi‘ 'bha Pa‘l‘e dociaion, whielx i& iu my i’ile. :

I hope that '!:heca i‘o.ots will help the bos.rd to pltwe 8 in my proper o o

“ 'olum.ficmion of TV-D, B
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- Box 1576 |
" Grend Coulee, Wash.
. Dec. 4, 1957

Hayden C. Covingéoﬁ‘

124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, New York

' Dear brother:

This is to»biing you up'to%détsvon my case. Enclosed please
find one copy of "SUMMARY OF ORAL INFORMATION PRESENTED T0 1O0CAL =

. BOARD NO 22 DECEMBER 3, 19577 This 1s 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 & copy of "SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION :
" BEFORE THE LOCAL BOARD DECEMBER - 3,1957" whioch I prepared after the -~

board meeting. I em sending a copy of this to the board for incluqibn'V 
in my file. A frendiler atmosphere prevailed at this meeting P

‘and I presented all the points I could remember, However 1 don't

think a IV-D will resudt as I suppeot that the local board has

. the attitude of 'let the appeal board & it'. The board showed 1t

self to be unfimilar with court cases we have won and the points

" yye won them on. .

I havo-not'yetAreoeived>& classifioation.oard'on the results -

" of this Dec. 3 meeting but if the decision is mot 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 o )

" ¥Memorandum' of July 1954. 1 will keep you posted and send you
 oopies of things as develments ccoure R

Please find $1.00 enclosed for copies of the Tollowing which

"I would like to have. Ransom, Dickenson, Burnett, Jewell, and
Annett decisions. Also a copy of 'Procedure' blt. of March 1983 e
end 'Excerpts from Selective Service Regulations' of May 15,1952,

mime are falling apart. p . |

' Your'brother;i




Box 1576 - -

Grand Coglee,'thhington
Deoembér~lr,'1957

- Hayden C. Covington

124 Columbia  Heights

Brooklyn 1, New York -

Bear Brothers

‘Enclosed please find Dec. 11, 1957 letter to looal
Board and Statement On Appesal, AR S
A8 you know, I have already been investigated twice
by the F.B.I, It maybe I will be investigated again.
In writting to the Departmerit of Justios and the Appeal
Board shogld I ask for all of the summaries and full
reports or Just the one from the most recent investigation?

ot .thr brothéf,’
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- Box 1576.

‘Grand Coulee, Wash.
: o : . December 11, 1857
. 8elective Service ' o ’ '
- Llooal Board Wo. 22

" Wematohes, Washington -

Dear Sirss:

. This vill serve to notify you that I want to Appeal your I-A )
clagsification of December 5, 1957 for a IV-D. Please send my

 file to the Appeo.l erd.

SEL'IEMENT o) APPEAL

o My oonsoient.xous objeotor olaixn has alao been deniod would
you please I‘orwarg my file to the Departmsn‘t of Justice for their
~ procedure.

Please send me a copy of th‘e Department'»s full report and
recommendation bafore you classify me. I will need this full
 roport to compare with the Summary in ordes to correct any
, mieunderstanéling and defend my olaim against any damaging gossip
or hearsay that may appear. Please allow at least 10 days for
me to prepare & reply to this report if T find that such a reply
is necessary. Pdemse be sure to sond e this x'eport and reoomond-
~ ation before you olassify me.

' Sine erely yourn

MM/ 4 //w@

Riohard H. Rtwe

i s Dl 3
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LAW OFFICES
4 HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS
BROOKLYM 1, N.Y.

December 16: 1957 : MAIN 5-1240

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

Dear Brother Rawe:

I have considered your several letters to me
dated November 11, 1957, December 4, 1957 and Decem-
ber 11, 1957. 1 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 waib until you receive the copy of the recom-
mendation from the Department of Justice and a cOpPY
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 coples to me and perhaps I will be able
to offer some suggestions for your reply. I have L///
asked the Society to prepare & supplemental certifi-
cate to your Piloneer Certificate and 1% is herewith
enclosed. You should immediately have a photostatbic
copy made of 1% and ask the 1ocal board to forward
1% with your file to the Appeal Board. If your file
has already been gent to The Appeal Board reques?t
that this be gent to them SO they can have it when
studying your file, since this is addbional informa-
tion. _

This is all I can suggest at thils time . Just
be sure to keep me informed of whatever develops.

- Your brother,

C-=amc | é 4222;,r¢¢4
P.S. You did not state that you wanted me éo retur

n
the copiles of letters and information you sent. May
T retain them for my file or do you want them returned?




FOWER
WATCHTC

BIBLE AN‘Dl‘TRACT SOCIETY
OF NE.W YORK, INC,

CABLE WATCHTOWER

117 ADAMS STREET, BROOKLYN 1, NEW YORK, US.A.

SCA:SSA December 16, 1957

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

THIS IS TO CERTIRY that RICHARD M. RAWE, who was duly
ordained on September 20, 1942, has continuously served
as a full-time Pioneer minlster of Jehovah's Witnesses
since October 1, 1952..

. Mr. Rawe's missionary congregabion is_made up of many
groups of listeners and interested people living within
fhe area offilcially assigned by thls Soclety to the
Ephrata, Washington, Congregation of Jehovah's Wiltnesses.
He serves as spiritual .advisor and religious leader for
this group of interested people. They are hls congrega-
tion. He regularly provides them with splritual aid
and guidance. He 1s fully authorized by this Society to
perform such publlc worship and to do misslonary work.
His vocation is the Chrisbian ministry. He regularly
teaches and preaches to hls congregation the princlples
prescribed by Jehovah God, outlined in His Word, the
Bible, and practiced by Jehovah's Witnesses under the
direction of the Watchbower Bible and Tract Soclety, Inc.
He is fully authorized %o represent this Soclety as a
Pioneer minister preaching to such congregation full-time.

—— e et

Sincerely,
WATCHTOWER BIBLE AND TRACT SOCIETY, INC.

vzl
of Ministers and‘Evangelists

Subscribed and sworn to before me in Kings County,
New York, on this 16th day of December, 19357:

Notary Publi

Qualilicd -in iiings County
¢.;.»;._\‘if)'.':ﬁ;:.'fi ’zy‘x}tﬂxpircu Murch 30, 195

AT
SENET R,

:@V”v




She stated that befors the registrant will be sccepted for this

school he should have the classification of a minister and that
- this is one of the main ressons why he nas appealed his conscientious—
objector classificabtion in an effort %o obiain a I¥=I classificstion.
An official of the Watchiower Bidle and Tract Society reported—
;"

A

"
hat records reflect the registrant is still = Pioneer and deveting

pproximately 100 hours ver month to his mindsterial activities,

n ek

Oredit and criminal records sre negabive,

Prepared: Hay 23, 1058
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NSPokane, wash

e,

‘Resurd of Stzgjale#nexxtal In@u:iry ‘
‘Det Eichard liartin Rawe
.Cdvnscientima-ﬁbjéctor Clairent .

'

. Piret Resusd of Supplemental Toquiry
prepared Decerber 28, 1955 Co

A person who has erployed the registrant as 2 part-time plucber
on two or three different occasions, said that the registrent alwsys
displeyed an excellent morzl character end conduct. 7hia nerson was

. awere of the reristrent's extensive sctivities with the Jehovah's

Uitnesses and said he did not worlk on Thursdays, Fridays, Saturdays
or Sundays because this would interfere with his rinisterial work.

' The repistrant's father, who has employed the registrant part-time

over the pest timee or four yeors, rove a sutstanticlly ginilar
opinion concerning the rezistrant end his yeligious activities. le
said thast he is sbsolutely cortain the repistrent is sincere in

) claiming exerpiion as a ennscientions objector. Cther relotives,

associates, neiphbors ard references stated that the registrant devotes
a grest deal of tire to his religious actlvitics end is urdoubtedly
sincere in reldng a conscientious-objector claim. Several of these
persons rave fovorable reports concerning the repistrant vhen they

were interviewed during a previous investigetion of the repistrant's

clain. These persons indicate that their pravious remarks concerning -
the repistrant are still volid. They point oub that the registrant
and his nother have been active in the Jeliovah's Witnesses for the
post 10 year period, and they not only believe in the principles of
the Jchovah's Witnesses religion bub practice those principles in
their cveryday 1life. Several of these persons pointed out that the
resistrant is presently serving es a full-time rinister in the

Soap leka, VWashington, ares, and vere of the opinion that the reris-
trant should be granted a mimisterial classificetion. Cn this point,
tho regictrant's mother advised that the repistrant would 1ike to go
irto rissicnary work for the Jehovah's Witnesses and attend the
Watchtower Tible snd Tract Society Hnistry School in New York City.

O A

VL ey ®T
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She stated that before the registrant will be accepted for this

school he should have the classification of a minister and that
‘this is one of the main reasons why he has appealed his conscientious=
objector classification in an effort to obtain a IV-D classification.

hn official of the Watchtower Bible and Tract Seciety reported

" 4hat records reflect the registrant is still a Ploneer and ‘devoting

approximetely 100 hours per month to his ministerial activities.
Credit and ériminal Pecords are nsgative. | |

'Preparedz} May 23, 1958

¥




Form No. G-27

(Rev. 4-2-56)
DEPARTMENT OF -JUSTICE
WASHINGTON, D. C.
NOTICE OF BEARING
Spokane '~ Washington June 17, 1959
(City) _ (State) ' "~ (Date)

T0: RICHARD MARTIN RAWE
(Name -of Registrant)

P. 0. Box 1576 . Grand Coulee , Washington
(Street Addreas) » . (City) i (State)
You are hereby notified that before the undersigned Hearing Officer,at
. N euM/‘
334 . , .Federal West 904 Riverside
{Room)  (Building) (Street Address)
Spokane ©  Washington ,at  10:00 a.m,.
(City) - (State) - (Hour) .
o'clock on July y 7 , 1959, a hearing, at which you are

Tonth) (Tay)
reouested to be pre‘sen‘o, ﬁili 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 oi‘ your alleged consoientious objection to
participation in war in any form. Only your’ Qonacientious-objector claim vill

be considered by the Department of Jus’bice.

. 1
M -4 ecial Hearing Offider

for the Department of Justice
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ADDENDUM T0. I TO INSTRUCTIONS TO SPECIAL HEARING OFFICERS FOR THE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE IN CONSCIENTIOUS-OBJECTOR MATTERS .

NOTICE OF HEARING AND INSTRUCTIONS TO REGISTRANTS WHOSE CLATMS
FOR EXEMPTION AS CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS HAVE BEEN APPEALED

- e em em e e o e e e

1. Pursuant to the provisions of section 6(3) of the Universal »*

Milltary Tralning and Service Act (50 U.5.C. App. h56(j)), herelnafter
referred to as theﬂAct 'and section 1626.25 of the Selectlve Service
: Regulations, the Department of Justice will make an inquiry and hold a '

hearing with respect to the cbaracter and good faith of the registrant‘s

objections. to treiﬁing and sefvice unde¥ the Act oﬁ fhe-groﬂnd»that'thg‘v;

registrant is con301entlously opp09ed to partlci gtion in war in any
——-‘"“"_—‘~_—_-—~—f_—'

fonn. The scope of the hearing is restricted to con51deratlon.of the

merits of the vconscient‘ious-obgec’cor claim only. Con\ilderetion of -

ministerial claims and all other claims is within the exclusive juris-

diction of the Selective SerVLQQWFXﬁtem. :

2. The hearmng will e conducted byfthe undersignea a Special

Hearing Officer for the Department of JustiCe, appointed,by the Attorney""

. General of tbe United States.‘

3. It is 1ncumbent upon the reglstrant to establlsh that he is
entitled to the consc1entious obgector cla581fication he claims. The

reglstrant has a right to appear at the hearing and.make a full and :

.= 1 -




P

complete presentation of his claim. :The reglstrant may testify
orally and may pfgsent witnesses in sﬁpport of his claim; However,
no Government fuhds are avallable for the payment of witness fees |
or travel expenses,

4. The registrant mey also submit at the hearing written
statémenté'or documents; or certified copies thereof, in support
of his conscientious-objector claim. Wriyben statements shall be
sworn“to or affirmed before a notary pﬁblic or other péfaons
authorized ﬁo administer ocaths. Such :stetements or documents will
be considered for whatever bearing.éhey'may have upon the regis— 
trant's conscientious-objector claim. They will not be considered
in connéction with any other claim whatsoever.

5. Attached hereto is a resumé 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 resumé, he should do so in a

written statement to the Hearing Officer. At the hearling the
registrant will be entitled to discuss the information contalned

in the fesumé and to presentbwitnesses to refute or corroborate

- such information.

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

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




Technical rules of evidence will not«é@ply at the hearing, but
feasonable bounds will be maintained as to relevancy_énd maferi;
ality. In eddition to his witnesses, the registrant may have an
attorney, relative, friend, or other adviser present at the heariné.
Such person, whether an attorney or not, will not be permitted to
object to questions, QE_tb make any’afgumentaﬂcqpcerning the pro-
ceeding. In order fhat the conduct of the hearing may comport
with the necessary requirements of dignity, orderliness, and
expeditign, the Heatring Officer will be the sole judge in the
| matter of éhdice of’a method_of‘procedure design@d to effectuate .
the desired reéult.

7. Failure to comply with these instructions may result in

the termination of the proceeding.

y Spec1al Hearing Officer
for the Department of Justice




i IR -+ Box 1576 - , L
: T s Grand Coulse, Waghington . -
-~ June 23, 1959 B
- Hayden-C, Covington -
124 Columbia Heipghts
"Bz:‘ooklyni i, M. Y.

Dear 3rot nhGI‘ Covi.nrton,

Z}us will Dring you up to date on developﬂents in my draft oasa. Enclosod,
nlnase f£ind copies of letters to Hearing Officer, Drafi Board and of F.3.1I. o

- Supplemental Inquiry. I am to have.n he:'.rm* on my consw.srtlous—obgector

c¢leim in S9pokane, Washington on July 7, 1959, ‘The mclosnd 1e‘ctars are ag
var sugrestion in April 55 'Hew Proceduro‘

Conclsrning your last letter of Dcc. 16 1957 1hc su')plemental oertafma’ce
%o the Pionsor fertificnte which was cncloscd in your labter was a duplicate’

- of one that I receivsd dated Sept. 30, 1957, This Sept. copy wes photographed o

and inoluded in evidanse presented to the board in my psrsonal appsarancs
before it on Dac. 3, 1957.. The appeal board would therefore have this oopy
‘whieh will probably suffice. A1 tho copies of letters that 1 have sent you.
you may keep for your files, unlsss of- ofurse I scnd vou sone*‘hin{; s..xd P
, specif).oallv ask for it {:o be sent back. ” o

. Smco consmdezable time has elapsed sinca my ‘casg w&s aotiva if" thcrc is -
anything new on procscdure be sure to inform ma. Alsg if yovu note anywhars
thet I am falling short or could improve in prcseu’“im' ::zy case before- the

. ’boards “do not fall to me*)tlon it. . o

1 hope to be throughly preparnd for the hourlng ‘),/ the date set. I am - .
spending oonsiderable time in considering the Bible, Societies publications and
your memorandum's. I plan to have a stenogopher %o take notss at t"zi* hearmg ~
and I also nobe from their "Inotructions To Spmcial Hearing Officsrs™... that

"I can have an attormey and others to give testimony in my behalf., Do you -
think 1t advisable to employ an attorney for this Haaring? 1f so, wnome could

you rsccommend? Since my file is buldping with affidavits from o"hors as to

my sincerity as a conscientious-obdjector do you think i% nﬂceasary to hawve
others appear before the hearing officer or have wore affidavits from others?
It you have any suhgcstions almg thnsr-“ lines I will be glad to hear than,

- Your brother,

. Richard Rawe
~ Ordained »Minister
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. Box 1576
. CGrand Coulee, Vashington
~ June 23, 1959 ‘ '

 S8aleotiva Servics

looal Begrd Mo. 22
Chelan County Court House
Wenatohos, VWnshinzton

Dear Sixa:.

On dune 17, 1959 I wmi notified. by Daniel W. Baisor, Syecial Hsaring .

Officer for the D{apa‘r‘bmmt of Jus'hicz,» %hat'uy-~’lmaxing is to be hold or
July 7, 19838 a% Svokome om wy consgientious~objector claim, :

g &<

.. Bncloged p?.mzﬁ- find o rory of & lebter viich X vrots to the

@y £ile for the benefit of the anpesl hoard end thelscel board,

- Sineerely yours,

g SETa At

Richard H. Pawe
Ordained Mnister

neering -

officer ond alse a copy of the F.B.I. resund of Supplenentel Inquiry.
- Plsase forward theose om %o $he Appeal Doard for me sc thoy ean ba

place_:’i im
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Attontion: Daniel W. Gaider, fpooial Hearing Officer -

| " Box 1876
- Grand Coulse, Washinghon
. Jume 25, 1956

Graves ,,Y.Kizer & Oaiser =

1224 01d Yational Babk Building
- 8pokane 1, Washington' o

- I have moei'ved“yqur Notise of Hearinz, "t Ingtructions’ and 'Reaumd! .
Although the resum$ didn't contain any adverss evidence I would 11ke <o

‘request that I bs sent a copy of the full report in order to make s 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 olaim . A

as well as my conseientious-cbjector olaim. -

Ir the full report is not avaisble to me then I requect that you and the o

Depariment. of Justice have a copy of the full report available for me to -

‘oonsider at the hearing and also have a copy of this full report so that it

oan be ment to the appeal board together with the Department's final report

8o that they oan compére the two and can have the advantags of it's contents = .
in covsidering my ministsrial claim as well as my congientious-o'bjec_torvclam.

| It is not my desire to call the informers mentioned ’in‘thia report befors .-
the hearing officsr to oross-exemine them or to dslay the prodeedings. I do

" feel, however, that it is only fair that I see the contents and be allowed to

. - uge the contents of this entire report in defénding my cleims as a minster and
a5 a conscientious-objeotor. Tho remsonablensss of this request can bo gsen in
‘the fact that this onse has continued ‘over a’'poriod of years snd no doubt the -
inclusion of said report would expedite matters. “Then to, being able to use .

this full report would reduce the time and expense involved in having,. perhape, -
some of the same persons appear in my behalf et the hearing to givo the same

~ teotimeny whioh may alrcady be contained in the full report.

‘Enclosed p‘leasév.,fi‘m_i a copy of‘{.he 'reaﬁn;b?, which I made. Please ihoii:dé ,
this copy or one of yours in my file that is sent to the appeal board together -

E ‘with & copy of your report so that the appeal board will have the benefit of
- comparing all of thess together. ' : S C '

¥ey I also request that-yOu‘h‘mfe the Department of Justice or thé appealr

board send me & copy of the Department's report and recommendation before the .

eppeal board olassifies me. I would liks to have at least 10 days in which to

A ‘file 8 reply to this rﬁpbr‘tﬁ and make cormsnts on it: I have previously made = .
this request to the appeal board through the looal board on December 11 » 1957

in my "Stateme¢nt On Appeal ", Bacause considerable time hes elmapsed since,
and it may be overlooked, I wanted to make this requost here so I would be sure.

clageified ne.

to receive a.copy of this report and peoommendation b'ef&c.tho appeal bosrd .

Richard M. Rawe, Ordained Minister =
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Box 1576
Grand CoWlee, Washington
June 23, 1959

Graves, Kizer & Gaiser
1224 01d rational Bank Building
Spokane 1, Washington

Attention: Daniel W. Gaiser, Special Hearing Officer
Sirs

I have received your Notice of Hearing, ‘'Instmuctions' and 'Resumé?®,
Although the resumé didn't contain any adverse evidfnce I would like %o
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 drafi:
board can have the full advantage of it in considering my ministerial claim
as well as my conscientious~objector claim.

If the full report is not avaiable to me then I request that you and the

Depattment of Justice have a copy of the ¥& full report avaifable for me to

congider 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 ¢ell the informers mentioned in this report befdre
the hearing officer to cross-exdmine them or to delay the prodeedings. I do
feel, however, that ik is only fair that I see the contents and be allowed to
use the contents of this entire report in defending my claims as a minister and A4S
a conscientious-objector. Tne reasonableness of this request can be seen in 4., Zewra
the fact that this case has continued over a period of several years:’fKIESt_bﬁ saip il
being able to use this full report would reduce the time and expense involved #7204 **
in having, perhaps, some of the same persons appear in my behalf ot the hearing Zyumsn
to give the same testimony which may already be contained in the full repord. wax €
E%g}?scd please find = copy of ?he 'rcsugé' vhich I made. Please include s o) 72
this re??ént or one of yours in my file that is sent to the appeal board
together with a copy of your report so that the arpeal board will heve the
benefit of comparing all of these together.
Iy 1 also request that you have the Department of Justice 8686088080
or the appeal board send me a copy of the Department's report and recommendation
before {hfl appeal board classifiss me. I would like to have at least 10 days
in which to file a reply to this report and make comments on it. I have previously
made this request to the appeal board through the lccal board on December 11,
1957 in my "Statement On Appeal”. Bocause considerable time has elapsed since

7y ,7‘M%V54 then, I wanted to make this request here so I would be sure to receive a copy

onfileti®O]

of this report and recommendation before the appeal board classifies me.
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- . 7 TUnited States Attomey'u Offioo
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Rosumé of aupplelumtal Imuiry gpa °; Teahi

Ret Ricb.ard lfar‘bm Rama ’ s
%*Leci&n'tmas-i)b‘[ uotor €1 ai::ant » .

R f’zrat ?esumb of Supglamantal Inqu;‘ry:_ e : - -
: - 1)"%13&1‘6(1 Decembor 28 1950 - .

LA mrs:m vi6 has expluyed tnn re'ri'x‘*m =t as a m*t-tims p‘wnbrr on two
or throo difforant occas&om , said’ that o rogishrent slvweys displaysd and
' ‘eth.:',ar.t @oral characlor and dondust. Thic porson vas aware of tha ragistmnt's
- oxtensiva astivities with the- Jﬂk‘ow.h’u Witnesney and #9514 he did mot work on
- Thrusdeys, “rod-z 3, ...a“\n'd&ya oy Sundeys bascapse this would interfere with h‘ls
Enl s-:r.sri..:l work. e ropistrant’s Cather, wav hag auployed the registrant _
pnr’c—tir.za over .he a5l *bbz‘ee of four veary, zave & substwu‘tlullv similer opinion
conceriing The rovistrues and his mhgmua activities, Ye stld that he ig - '
u.bsolut;«vly arpiad tha Yo, sistraxe ig sineere in eladming exsuption az a conseientiouc
“ebjantor, Ciher relzz*’&wa, esycoiates, reiphvers and reger»:nnm ateted that the
reglotront devotag @ pront deal of tice S hizm veli Sious actividties and ie
- undoubtedly eincero 4o velking o ncusoimtirms—obv ctor claim. faversl o thess
persons gave foverasle reporis con carﬂiﬂg thn v‘e;:-:.tm'n. wien they wire
Intervrieved durine o provious ipwech! Letion off ¢he reglatranite ¢laini. ‘These
persene itdinats Shat thelr provious rersrls sonsmn irf the registri\n‘t are . .
stdll wwlide “hey poing oud thet the registrant aad hiz wothor huve besn aoiive
©in the Jdehovchls Titnegses for tha et 16 Teor perded, #nd thoy not only balimro
i the \pihc*nlog ol the Vel hovahls Titnansas res.{.if‘i"m m.t. practice thoma
prineipies in thelr syorydey 1ife, Soveral of thess parsons mointed oud that -
tre recistrant ig rroomtly cervizg ne ¢ full-time minigter in the - Gony laks,
Teghingion, avsa, and ‘"or" ok the api“im Lhat the registrent ghould Se wrmtcd,
o winigterisl clessifica ’~ic.u n i;iu,a poldut, the registrant's pothar adviged
that tha rogistrant would 1ike {o o duto missionnry work for the Jehowvah's
Yitnegses and atiand the Vat wn:omr Bible and Treet voa,.ety Einistery Sohool in
Taw Yord Cify. OSha etafoed that Vefora the vecisirant will %e agoopted for this
" gohaol e ehculd have the olssaifioation of a minioter sng. that this is one of
the meip rodcons wiy he hes spbenled his eon«-cion'kiouavob Jeetor olaesi.i‘ioahon_ :
ic ap offort to nb‘t:s.in A IV-D clessification, o “

. An 0ff{oial of i;ha watohtow‘er Bibls und ‘I‘mot 8ooietv revorted that rgcorda
mf?u;m.. e ragistront in .3till o Ploneer and 3 fiwotmp' eopm“dwi"'ly 100 houﬁs
po‘* mnnﬁh ‘o hia minietorm] aouivities. _—

Lm...it d crlmina.l oorda‘ aref :ne_ga,ﬁhive. |

Pregared L’ay 25 1958




¢. 0. Statements and Claims T T . R AP A WA e aaey ol
- TQuoates from Soc. Titerature! ‘ . . “TI'K)// é: />7:§;7
i C:0. Questioneerr .

i Affidavids Submitted

Amended Minutes of Jan. 5, 1954 ,
1subscribes to belief that J.W.'s will fight under certain circumstances, ... ministry

2 brothers.' 'Lecal Board dose not believe .this .is C.0. to war -in any form.'

: Departnemt Of Justice of May 7, 1954 and Sept. 14,1954 . .
i ‘nuturel stand of J.W's and am C.0. as well as’ minister! May 7,1954
. 'Depart. of Just. believes I am C.Q. . Sept. 14,1954

Presidential Appeal Board Feb. 28, 1955
tyse force in self-defense and defense of ministry, brothers...quotes Wat. literature!'

#y Christien minister will fight and even kill under some cir. which arellimited" where?

tnot consc. opposed to war in any form! 'use fopce in numerous circustances of his
his own choosing, even to the extent of killing,1l. inconsistant with C. O. cladm!

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!
_ 1 Objected to 'participation in war in any forp', weapons of our warefare not carnal”

(Include 'Summ. before H.O0. Ap. 30, 1956)

" Ministerial Statements and Claims

Qusétioneer (original). g c
_ Life history, how contacted J.W.'s, how started ministry work, meetings, time speht,

training received, Ministerial assignments. .
Pioneer Certificate ~Dec. 31, 1952

| Letter From State Director June 11, 1953
- 'Minister at 8 yrs. old' tDickenson case against you' .

Oral Information To be Presented... Dec. 1, 1953
1. testimony as to my position. 2. Seriptuwal position outlined, secudar history backs

3, ilow I came in ccntact with J.W.'s. 4. Details on Courses of study and further
preparation for ministery work. 5. Defense of ry ministry as a youth. 6. Complete
outline of my field work as a minister. 7. Scriptural proof of ministry work
8., Proof of ministry, Certificate for pioneer and 6, noterized statements. '
ij?ositions in Ministerial Cong. 10. Duties as a Pioneer minister. I1l. Scriptural
gupport for secular work to support ministry. 12. Legel support for doing part-time
work. 13. To work is in harmony, with Selective Service Regularations : i

e G .

Proceedings on that Appearance ;
"Discussed failure to conduct D, of J. investigation. ‘'Cértificate for Pioneer' proof

enough that 1 was minister' . 'Do you do secular work!'

Amended Minutes of Jan. 5, 1954 Meeting
1.'¥o, proof in file that I hold "principal position! in’ Congregation. (Cong. Ser. )

2. Gave large amount of time but smduction would '"not leave Cong. without a cleric"
as mentioned in Dickinson decision.




Presidential Appeal Board--- Feb. 28, 1955 L ' -

Not eligiable for IV-D under 1622.43 becaus: "not a leader of his congregation"
(2) To more a minister now than at 8 yrs. old. (3) Became Pioneer immediately
before draft registration. (4) Dosn't preform eny duties that set me‘apart f'oom
rnembership generally

(¥y) Summary of Infor. Presented. ... Aug. 8, 1955 » :
10 Opened because of Proceedural defect (2) Described my personal congregation.
(3) Cong. Ser. dosn't hold 'principle position'. (4) OutIined daily schedule.
(5) Refered to Dickenson Desicion 'time .is. determining factor!. I
(8) Sumed up: a. 'I am leader of Cong...b. I hold "principal position' . Itnistry is
my vooation, becaus# of time.
(7) Wood Working discussed.
(Local Boards Summary of Aug. 8 Pedsonal Appearance
(1) Care reopened because of procedural defect.
standards. (3) Time spent and béing on Committee makes eligable for IV-D,
-(4) Supported by Dickenson Case. (%) Outlined deily schedule, time indicates a IVSD
(6) Qiestioned “the orgenization of my congrégation. (7) Discused™'principal position'

(2) Said board sat up artificial

Minustes of Local Board Meeting Aug. 8, 1955

(1) Yo new information presented. (2) "Amount of time" no determing fectdr-
(3) Cong. Ser. and Assist. Sar. qualify for ministers ID. . o :

Letter To Board Oct.-17,-1957
(1) Law sets 2 requirements, a,'resgular', b. ‘
(2) Certificate For Pioneer proves I am duley ordeined.  funeral service preformed.
(3) Outline of time spent in ministry and "% Whome It mey Concern shows I have a.
Congregation and am a ‘regular’ minister. Quoted Dickenson desicion on defination of
a -'regular' ministar'. (4) Tere opinion -of* CeS. being the only minister refuted
by. Rensom-derision which is enclosed. (5) Enclosed other revelent Court decisions
as well as "General Hershey's Cbservations" for there consideration.

'duley' ordained' minister of religion,

Minutes of Local Boards Yeeting --~Nov. 65,1957

(1) Tew information presented didn'+ effect my case. (2) Had no real congregation,
only an aera congregation with no definate structure. {3). Cn the grounds outline d
in Jan. 5, 1954 Amended Uinutes they denied I-A.

Sumnary of Information To Be Bresented to Local Boerd --Dec.
"~ (1) Board has failed to give sufficent we
artificial standards. (2) Refuted the ig
centeral place of meeting,or office, More definately outlined the stuucture of my
missionary congregation. I am the leader of this congregation. (3) Other irrelevent
factors (such as youth, secular worlk,: unorthodos belief) have no effect. Pate decision.

3, 1957 :
ight to proof in my file. and has set up
ea: that my congregation has no stuucture,

¥

Summary of Discussion Before Local Board----Dec . 3, 1957

(1) Presented information in first 2 paregraphs in above 'sumary'. (2) ? I had over-
looked court desicions in regard to the law. ? (3) Apreed that I was a 'duly
ordained' miriister. (4) Denied I was a “regular minister' because I did some

secular work, thus the ministry was not my Focation. (6) Tis contention was hit

hard by court desicions: (6) My congregation and '§PaAGOPOE ‘leaders' delt with,
-Vinuted Of Local Board-~-Dec. 3, 1957

-

(Didn't get) (receive 1-A Dec. 5, 1957)
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) Board's Summary, Aug. 8, 1955

: Do you believe in killing in your own defense? (Thief in house)

| Swing at thief in nhght, alley? (Defensively, and not agressively)
i Would you retaliate? (&Iféd3i¥3l},defensively and not offensively)

i
!
!
§

What about "thou shalt not kill" (not murder) . '
What is the difference between "thief and Russiad" (individual seale-- national scale]

i
:

Summary of Discussion Before local Board---Dec. 3, 1957
On basis of Sicurella Case and evidence eligable for I-0 also.

; Minutes of ILocal Board Meeting ~---Desc. 3, 1957 (Bavn't received vet) 7/6/59

Tos?  wikeen T Do AeeT T
| ST S iittn JHsT  WHEer WEET
erf \wm S Jn P aEely  JU Loass foins Qow0riwsni- m v dsss,

| rzas T , ok -
A/i///;;/j’i/\ﬂg 2 ALK /)j’a/,txw/ AND P RESID & )15 rcﬁf*fj’/%j
!

. 4 7 [ . .
o MEY IS D J onk /1)) 7853 A 10, /56C
' Check On/And Copy
; i. Iinutes of Board Meeting---Dec. 3, 1957 &~
Presidential :

2. Pindings: Appeal Board Oct. 29, 1953 (compare Feb. 28,1955 'findings')

3. None of Appeal Boards Findings or Minuses
e e 1, 1953

Oct. 25, 1954

4. Trace stetement 'fight and kill under numerous circumstances'--Jan. 5,54 Feb.28,55
Classif . Ques.
C. 0. Form--attacthmmnts

Information To Be Presented At Hearing

‘ I. Outline Iiife History

; A&. With 7 Page Information --Dec. 1, 1953

: B. Using F. B. I. Reports---Full report
C. Supporting Wittnesses, Afidavids

E IT. Act. and Regulations
j A. "Excerps" page 16 "opposed to participation in War'

III. C.0. and Pacifist Defined
A, C. O.--- objects to things that consciencious has been trained againat.
: B. Pacifist-- 'Opposed to all war!
: H C. J.W.'s opposed not to war but to'participation in war in any form'
.
IV, "Netural"--Seperate From Conflicts of This World
A. Position as ambassadors---2 Cor. 5:20
B. Seperate from world's issues---Jdn.l5, 17,18
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{Pago 2)

“That hel;; would this ’ce" Seriptural and Sfuntuai h~1§ 'a*hx ch 3.& hy far *'hs most 1mportan‘- '
and benificials : v

Ere you & ?aczfxst? By 1O MBENS « o ‘

~Timt I cax'd undarstand is why you psuple ars wlhng to pay 'haxes‘ ufhz.ch ww }mmw ’
&% least SO“?' of go for war DUIpOSes, Bub ait the seme time you refuss ‘to ‘serve in non-
_‘mliﬂb&ry or non= combatant gccups.’c'r ong tha** the government asks you to servs 4n? ¥hy
" gen't you &t least 4o this spd help out to some ext:nt 1like the Quakers, who are &

" pespected groupe and ars C¢ O« but yst ‘help out ¥ --»h:.s ‘axtent? Why not at least your

parts time ministers, ‘who could mst as well do this type of work as ‘mot or in place
‘of ths present jobs they mRy have &nd 2ligo at ths same time carry oo their pari&tim o
. -ministerlal work? @his is substance of guestion asked) (Suhstmce of answer follows.)
Lt Bmeh individual has to so snswer for nimself, aecordihg to the dic Lates &F his
'-"eonsmnxftkhﬁ&w, &g for me, I view myse"r a5 a minister or aaabassagor, wh*ch +the
‘Bible #o describes & Christizn &s being at 2 Cor. 5r80. Let me draw you en illustration.
Say that an ambassodor . from this country is sent to another comntry. His duties thesre
sre for the purpnss of craat:.ng good-will for his county. be is commissloned by his
‘E,ovemmrit +o preform’ services for his comwnbry. it wounld be lmprcper for that ammassadov
kel quz:be his nosrb o taks another occupstion, he would be Risrespeci:lul ‘and unleyal %o °
, ‘na assignmert and eowmniry. Father, if the "*&ulOT‘ to whieh he was sen ent gob- itgell :
Cinto war with yvt another natien it would also be improper for him to take sides in -t’—n_s
,.com;fh.:i.c+ gs it is. really none . of his o'amgss. In fact it would be ercating 111 will'
for his. cormbry by the .opposing ‘pations. Again, it “is improper for sush an. g‘,:oagégdnr
o meddle in the internal effdirs of the ._\a't:mn to which he iz sent, ‘it wouldn't ‘z’}a‘
proper for him to talke gides in issuss of that nation xor it's pohh::xs, Fow let!
zpply some of the ‘points of this il lustretion to m;;r worL as s i'nll-tlme m:z:us‘f;*r or:.

ambassocior of God's heamlv 'i{j_nr&mc

... 'Bines I view :ryseh as sueh’ en mbassador ed abovs thsn 3t would be osnptaally
mcproper for me to engage. in such outside activities &s is not bncommﬁag and’ an‘sa.ssador :

of ‘God's - Fingdom Government, Isa. 9:6. Jesus pddinly showed that paying of taxes to.

Ceaser was. not in contridietion to being a smbassador of God Kingdom. Hr. 12 1,;——170

I, being sm a_mb&ssedcr of Jshovah's kingdom, dedieeting my 1ife 1o TN, ounlcl not

consclentmusly g:ﬂra up demg the work he has comz&31ened e, to iﬁo.' R

: Donunt the -;.bla say that you . t'iwul& retun l,ke {for 111.3? f"ve i‘er *ye" Yﬂs Jesus
q;a;ohed this scr:f.pture at. Mats Che §, {which we read) Yes, ut 1sn‘ t there another ona?
Yes, in Bx. for one place. 'Read that! (read it} ‘Fow, ‘dosent that show that we have
. a right to defend our nation in a wert' {In answer I. rezerded back to Hat. 5 to whow
 How. Jesus chaxzf'-ea it under the Eaw Covenant armnv'ement also pointed out that i it was

. not. necessaryly an oba.:_mtmn to give &ye for eye, bub nunlahmnt could be mthelgt, .
::’Undar the Law covsmmt you were to show merey for thoae opposad to vou} o

L 5 are: your mews on. Cmmmm? Fhat s‘io you tlrm.nk aboxrt it I only kne'sr wha't

. T read &bout ﬁ; in ‘bhe naﬂsmpcr and- news magazines, I ymdersisnd “hat ik is mere

""_f,soazal.;zm ‘then ‘pure . Commmizm. ((A1576w0 Goan [V Jessor 5 swel £ & clbetseth /73

o Dm'..ng the war we heard of Golibcr&tors, onas, who co?lobra nd with ‘che ‘nemv whcen

‘chey Look overs If Russia was to ‘take over this eomtry, wowld you sst’as such & eollobraic
il ang. ) “Row L muld ceryy’ on mr?' preachm work just the same s I 8z dou:ur ow, my

B posrblcn mul& be'. the gams as 1t now. lz: waulﬁ not ohange.

L Do szzy of' yenr church or fe.:.‘bh belone to the Ei1 1'{:ary sar'n.ca as far a,s you gnow?

Fot- tna:t I }mow of off hamd., I do Inow .of somé who were J W.'s and joined the army bui:
I have not geen them f‘or goms time and’ "dou't know weather -t:‘wv naw tbereselves ag J .?x'.." s
: ‘or wo‘b nor c}o I know the e'e:tant cf‘ "‘-hsir assoc:mtien. o : :

_ How do you wiew mlll‘i;&rv ﬂez;‘l Jo you Drsa,oh +0 i:hem? 3}0 you' allow ‘t:hcm ,mtc j;our
‘_C‘oxxgeratzo-ml mamngs? Do some come . to your Congregational mestings? I ask this hecause
1 .dgow thet you are near to larson-4ir Force Base. (#xg) = Yes, I preach to. army. wen, heve
© ‘gtodies with' +them snd some have atb 'ﬁe‘i msatr’n:s. z have 0. hatered ‘F‘or ""wm bu‘c view \,hez
 as e;ny o.,ua' else I -a:ouxd “reach tog R S ‘ g I

h




(Page 3)

%ould wou preach to Kilitary men on the Hase? Y.-s, but not as en agent of the
Governmsnt or bsing paid to @o so by them as = f'haphn. 1 have no objections as to
calling on them from houss %o house nor conducting Bible studiss with them. '

If aBter becomeing & J.H, and then one joined the army, could he remin a J.H.?

Or mould he be reguired %o g:v'e up belnn‘ g JJ¥.,? {ens.} The matter wouid be entisrly
up to him. I would have regard toward him if his consciense so dictated him. I don't
fas)l thet T would habor say i1l will toward him 1P he wanited to change his convictioms.

How do you view the ¥i1i tary campeign of Israel? Don’t they s‘mo*r it is all right
for & Christilen netion to defend itself? f{ans) Yes it is ”'rus the JEVE authoeized the
Tation of Israel to fight battles. In fact Jehovah fough®t thess batiles for them. He zaid
S stand back and wabch!. "But didnft they use swords and do Billing themselvas® True,
Jehovah it was that wss backing them up. He was the real source of their strength.
When themy went agairst the instructions hz gays they lokt the batile. Those are wmars
that wers authoriz2d by Jehowah and backed up by him.

Don'+t vou believs we ars %o only have one Master? Yes, Jehovah is my sedter through
Christ Jesuse. “Arn't governers here on carih to be obeyed"™? Yes, if thers instructious
are in harmony wilh God‘s. (Ac. 5:28} GCave an illistration of a family. If one of my
big brothers in %the family esked me to do somsthing thet was not in harmeny with my
parents wishes, I would obey my paren ts. likewiss today, we ars all 'brothers’ in &
fleshly ssense, being from idam. If one of my 'brothers® a.slced me to do something in
harmony with my Fathsrs wishes then 1 would do it, not neece rly because my ‘brother'
esked me to but because my Heavenly Father insstructed me to., So it is with things-:
that ers not my 'Fsther!s' will, these 1 would not do.

How would you defend yourself if not with carnal weapons, with words? What if someone
was ready to shook vou? ¥hat would you do? in answer I refered to 2 Cor. 10:3-5 again
snd show how Paul seid ws were to use words %o bring every though into capitivity to meke
it obedient to "{he Christ. ©Cited how Jesus got away from thoss who wantsd to mod him.
How Faul divided them mobsters of the :aupreme Court oF 882 against themselves Ty shouting
out, fOver the hope of the ressurscition T mam being Judged' them he asked, " Don't you
m‘nmc Paul would have used c&rr‘al woapons il they wopld hawe bazen at his dlsposal.?"

I sanswersd, no, and supported by z’e:.ﬂrmg' backs %o 2 Cor, 10:3-5.

» rized by Jchovah? Yes, but 1 ses no such wars for
the Spiure,  Refered to Supreme Cort decision on this matier, hz said he was wary

Il b o
Pamiliar with it. .

%hat positions do you hold ir the church? Bible Study servanit, Megeazine-Terr. Servan
Minisgtry School Instmcter, and wtill just recently Ssrvice Center Candug‘{;or 2180,

¥ow lat's assume for a minube that Fou were to change your convicticons in regard
4o wour C. 0. claim? ¥Would you he reguired to give up ‘hese pogitiona in the Congretation
{Ans.) If I gave up sheh Co.0, principles most likely 1 wouldn't wakt to have such
m'ponsibilities as I now have. 3 ‘cm:m of nothing that would reguire me to. give up shuch
positions. '

Would you defend yourself if att ar'kcd"’ Yes, to point that Seriptures %ﬁ@‘&w&ﬁ&ﬁﬁ@.
authorize me to. : g

Do you believe that this government is doing enything good? Yes, there are many
good gervices that this government preforms from the taxes 1t raesives.

%het training ¢ié you recisvs to becoms & minister? Did you attend ary school?
Yes, (I descrived details of training I re ce1ved Ministry School, ect. in the field)}

Isn't it t#us that you wsre brough® up to belzev& that it was wrong to se2rvs this
country inm war? I was taught the principles of Ged's Word, Yes.,

But wasn't it your interptation of what the Bible said that you were taught? The
Bible interepbs itself on these matiers and is clsar emough for any reasoning person to
discern.
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Fow did this point of C. O. develer in your mind? At what point in life? As I
remember it, it was somsihlng thet developed from sarly childhood, built upon the
prinicple of love, iove of spemics, doing good to thoss persecuting you.

Do you fsel that your C. 0. ars just as strong now as they were wnen vou started
with the draft or mors so pow? I feel 1 have the sa:aa- strong convictions then #s I do
now, but of sourse thess have Deen strengthensd and deepened through the years. Tis
iz onéy netural with snyone whe hes strong counvistions on anything &nd ngntlnuns o
think alcng those lines. I am s%ill only auman.

Isn't vours an attituds of resistance ageinst the government? Ton't you oppose the

goverament? This is the impression I get from other J JE.'s that come here., <{ans}

Iw, I am no% sgainst the government nor do I know of any J.%, that is of this attitude.
®e co-operstie :,.‘:, the government in every way we can, to the extent that cur eonsclencs
as trained by CGod's zeord allows us. L hawve no attito dﬂ of opposition, resisgtancs or
hatered tower this government.

Hirs. Norton wes asked to testify as to my sincerity as a 0. O. She had knows me
ovsr & period of many years and tcsﬁlfzed to m:, sineerity as s C. G. She herself ig en
sctive minister of J. ¥.'x and hes been associated meth me in thes work and mestings.
x’er testimony included = wittness to the fact that ths Bible says we weare bought with

a price and that this being the cass we, as dedicated servants to Jehovek, could not
be siaves to others.

Y¥rg. Rewe, my mother, was next celled to bestiiy and give information. She deseribed
the early training that I was givesn as child. "Do you f8el that you played & pari in the
de ve*cpmant of his C. O. (‘u..&V‘lC‘tiO " Yas, naturatuelly this home treining from God's
Yierd would impress thess frunc iple of love on his mind. Every mother is hapmr te see
her son suceed. I om sspecimlly 'vs;:py to see my son suceed in the mest important vocation,
the ministry, I fsel I had & pert In this.

¥re. Fall was then called in. How long heve you kpoow Richard? Since he was atout
14. Are you a neighbor? 1 was but am now living here in Spoksne. Are you also & J.#.7
Yss. Cen you testify 4o his C.0. econviction? Do you feel that he iz a C.0.7 I most certainl:
‘do. Hewe you been associated with him in the work also the meetings? Yes. Dismissed

Cozment was mele by hearing offic er as to my reguest in my letber to him to have
avaisble the full P, B. I. repori. He said that this was not evaiable to me as it was
the property of the Department of Justice snd is not md’ a part of the Draflt Board file.
T cormanted thst the reasons I ask for it were outlined in my leiter to him. FHe said
thet the Summary was an asccurate reflection of the full revort axd added that there was
no unfevorable evidance. All svidance was complementary to me, from the viewpoint of
those wno testilied for me. This -encded the hesring itself.

Following I asksd to ses my File, He oblidged. Asked permission to copy the last

Loeal Board®s minutes as I didn't have these. Be granted but shortly ohangcd him mind.

I noted several doc’amen“hs in my £ile with detes, ¥ey 1, 4, 18838 Jume 11,1953,
. 10, and 11, 1958 and if I would have hed the ’clm': I am eare thers must h&ve bsen
others. Thmge documents ware findinge by the Appeelk Boards, and communicliatlouns with
the Stmte headguoters thet had my name on them and dbeyond doubt belong ir my fileas
they were thnere then, but these havs not been in my file while at the Draft board Gf;lce/
I have not been pervu'cmé to sez theoe althcugh I suppisioned thet they were in existsnoce.

Jen

Obgervetions On Hearing Officers &t%:i"c.zxde:: He wes nervose, high sturng and emotional.
Had attitude of trying to meks out the J.F.'s were doing things illegizl 2s can be seen
bv the stove guestions he asked,  Was visiabley upset st the effscliveness of the answers

gave end wes afraid to pruse the metisr futher azs T fult that he f2it hés conscience
ngnt be swmyad in our faver by a continued discusslon of the point , He sesmed to just
want Lo esk guestions that he Pelb could not be reasonable snd intellegently answersd by
J. %, Be was e religious men snd womewhat familer with the Bibis, He saiéd his father
wes & minigter. After the meeting was [to:mr for a while he assumed & diplomatie attitude
and “the meeting ended with a lot betder spirit prevailing. Even shook hands. Be at no
#ime would reveal, dirsctly, his attitude or definstion of a £.0. and tried to protect
himself from svsry angle, I have the impression thet he has deep zsated predijices against
J. Ha ‘s but mmle efzarts to restrain h::.mselu This, of courss, is just my opinion.

wifrtd RS P8



Box 1878

Grand Coulse, Washington
July 8, 1959

Bayden C. Coviagten

124 Columbia Heights

Brooklyn 1, . Y.

Daar Brother Covington,

On J uly 7, 165¢ I had a hebring befor the hearing officer. Znclosed please

284 page SUMATY.

4s you may nobte nsar the end of 1% I examined my
0o

fiadd .
la and found dévaral

& ‘“‘o

letters concerning my cas® which were % in =my file at sny time Defore when

I sxaminad them st the Dreft Board Office. These were not kept in my fils nor
ware they mmds avaizble to ma. I?av ars le+ ters that directly affect my cass.
For sxample the minutes of, or the I peal Bosrds which cutlinsd
there Teasons for not granting me or a IYQD Also letiers from the State
Directors Office which (if T em not m;étd?en on this point) were addressed to
moe or at lesst hed my nmeme on them which directly affected my case outlining in

numbered persgraphs their position in my oase. Xy file was in a shambles as to

rder and so could not taks the time to Fin d 21l the other letbters that mey bs
in wmy £ile while i% is in the hands ol the / Appead Board but have besn withsld
from me and not made afeliable to at the D

ra_% Board O0ffice. I have the dates
on some of thass letters and zlso a wittness to the fact that they exist and
to some of the conisnis.

Is it illegal for them to withold such informsticn from me? Isn't averything
pretaining to my cese o be kept in my file? Do you suggest 1 prusue the
metter futher when my file is returned to the locel baerd from the appsal board?
If they are pot in my fils again at this Ttime I ccould have the local board chairmen
make a statemsnt written aJd/or Lefore witbtnesses thet such documents do not sxist
or cmuse him tc meke these documents awvmistle to me.

Do you have oopi»s of +the Sicurells, Gomzales, and Simmions casess msntioned
in the June 22, 1955 that I sould get? Would it be sppropistes to guoat or uss
thess sases in so mueh as their peints applied to my case, when presenting my
cege bazfors the hosrds? ‘

I am now stariting %o prep* re to snswer the final rescommendation from the Desp-
artment of Justioe and ths Resume of Inquiry when I receivs it. Whsn 1 reesive
it I shell send & copy of il tb you for your suggestions as mentioned in your
Dec. 16, 1957 lstter. I noticed that in '”rw Procedure! wunder hssading of 'Final
recommendation.. ! it seys to msk the appeal board for the full F,B.I. report
and also requsst them not to teke mction in the case untill T have it and an
oprortunity o comment on 1% fowever bthis is ﬂo% mentioned in the later July 1857
*Counszl?! uncder the hﬁadlnw of ‘Answsring the Recommendadion® Is it a3ill
nroper to follow through with thosz poinis meztioned in the April, 1955 'Few Procedurel
With vou im eefenﬂ*ng and legally esiablishing the Good Fews, I remain

Richard M. Rewe
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4 - .

military or mon- Aent oon:%w&mcwm thel the rovernment cols vou 4 serve iu2 T

don't on st least do npo exnd hely out to sone Q%Aazﬁ 1ike the :mr<wr. wihe are ¢

resypected groure tre Co O, "t ret helr ocut o rwa extent? "My not ot lecs rour
a <

nari- time Bwuztdmw who could juet cs w21l de this Grpe of work as not or in rlace
ol the preseni jobs dWQw ney have and alsc at the geme tine vy on their poart-fime
ninisteric? workt  f suvgtunce of question wsked) (Sulstunce of answer Pollows o)
aech individudl hes to zo snswer op hles 318, tivp to the dictmtes of hig
or me, 1 view myrsoll fs o orinister or ambassagor, which the

b

scionkkblkce. As T

wwrwm 5o describes o Christinn s being ot 2 Cor. 5:80. Lot me draw yan an illustration.
thot an woaboassoler Jren +his country iz sent to enother country, lis duties there

bge of aﬁm\edsn rood-will for his county., ue is commissioned by his

eform services for his country. 7Tt would be improper for that embzssador
t L» take another oceunation, he would be disresnectful and unloyal to

d country. fgﬁdoﬁ if the :;&Hou to which he was sent ot Pemnww

inte war with yet ancther nation it weuld slso be improper for him to *ake sides in this
roﬁﬂwpowv as it iz reelly none ~H his business. In fect it would ye‘owqm&pmm wpw will

fer hiis country B othe oprosing nations. Again, it is improper for such un ambas sador

to maddle in the wwﬁowsmu effeirs of *the nation *o which he is sent, it wouldn't be
nroper for hin %o talke sides in issues of that nation nor it's Joyw&poy. Yow let's

arnly some ¢f the rointe of this illustrntion te myoworls as & full-4ime minister or
ambassodor of God's heavenly ldinedom.
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Since I view mysell as such an ambassador ms sbove then it would be 3¢
improper for me to ensare in such outs pma ;oAP<F&L ®s a5 is not becomming crd ambessador
ol God's Lingdom Governnment., Izs. 9:6, sue mewdw% showed +hat nayinge of taxes 1o
Ceaser was nct in contridiction tn dwwr o cmbassader of Cod binedom. v, 12:13-17.
i, being an ambassader of Jehoveh's kinrdon, dedicating my 1ife to 1, could not
conscientionsly pive ur deing the work he has commissioned me 4o do.

quwuw»oum;HommidxawkocaJo:Hm we+:s HMWQW3HMMmeMwoﬁoﬂ Emmwﬂzcwuomcm
ouoted this scripture ot }at. Ch. 5, (~hish we read) Yes, but isn't there znother one?
Yes, in ix. Tor one place. 'Read &wmd. f%an it) 'Now, dosent that show that we have

a right to defend onur netion in a war? - (In znswer I referded baclr to lat. 5 to whow
how Jesus changed it under *the lLi-w Covenant arranzenment, also pointed out that it was
not necessaryly an obliration te rive eye for ayve, but wzaumw(sQSd could be vithelg,
Under the lLaw covenant you were to show merey Zor those cpposed to rou)

= aet ure your views on uca§cUMm¢3w “nat
m ncosé it in the newsroier end nevs ma I
alizm then pure Communizm.
tstﬁn the war we heari of Coldborators, ones, who collobrated with +the enemy when
they took over. If Russia was to teke over d:zn oosﬂ¢w%h would you aet as such a collobrato
fasc.v Yo. I would carry on my »reaching work just the same as I an doing now, my
position would be the same as i is now. Lt would not oxnswm. .

dc v
aIan

o w:wb? mwozrwﬁwyowQWUoﬁswmd
tes, 4 understund thet i is more

.
.y
o

Jo any ol your church or faith belong to the I “ilitary service as fer es rou lmow?
“ot that 1 kmow of off hand. I do know of some who were ¢.%.'s and joined the army but

L have not seen them for somes time end don't Inow weather they view thereselwes as J.W.!
or not nor do 1 lmow the exiant o +heir ass ocieation.

ovi do veu view militery men? Do vou preach to waoﬁq Yo wvou allow them into four
cko,:wﬁwo u meetings? Do some come do vour Congregetional meetings? I ask +this Mecause
1 know thet rou are near %o larson Air force Bese (Ans) Yes, 1 rreach tc nrmy men, have
studies with them snd some have attended qaaﬂpsnm. I heva no Batersd for them lut view then
eg eny one else T would nreach to.




. (Fare 2

“isuld ou w;c,cx to ili wdm%% men on tha

Goveranent or beine vaid to do so by them mm

calling on them from houss to nousz nor condue
il aBter bacomeing o J.W. and then ‘one uo

=

but not a3 an wrend o 4he
have no ocﬁuoﬁwosm 4G i
stndias with them,

the army, ao:wm he remoin o J.W.?

Cr would e be rejuired to sive up being a O, (ans.) The 39&&;& sould Le cutierls-
cvobe hin, L would have remard toward hirm if his covsclenss go dictnted hWim, 1 aos.&
Jzel that © would habor any 111 will towerd him if he wantod osusns his convictimns.

How do vou view the 'ilitary campairn of Isrn~l? don't they 4woi it is 211 richt

2or a Christian nation to d2fend itsel®? (ons) Yes it is true the F71 authooized the
Fation of Israel to fieht battles. In fact Jrhoveh fought thoss u;d¢u:z for tham. de 3aid
'ztand back and wateh'. "Dvt didnit dﬁm% nse swords and do Rilling {hems2lves" Yrue

Jehovah it was that wes backing fthem ug e was the real source of thair streneth,
‘then themy went apainst the pﬁmﬁw;oﬁpob ht rave they poad the battle. Mose wre warg
taat were authori-ed by Jzhovah srd backsd up by im,

Don't you believs we are %o only have one iaster? Yes, Jehovah is my mester throu- “h
Christ Jesus. "Arn't soverners hers on carth to be o,c,\vé&:.v Yos, if tiere instrnction
are in harmony with God!s. (ic. 5:29) Gave an illistration of = hust%. If' cne ol nv
big brothers in the family asked me to do something that was not in harmony with my

+

carents wishes, 1 would obey my ,urents, Hhhmspoa today, we are all 'Lrothers' in a
fleshlv ssense, Deinp From Adam. I one of my 'brothe wm_ asked me to do somethins in
harmony with my Fathers wishes then I would Jdo it, not nscesserly because my _UWOdras_
asked me to hut beeause my zsw4m5w% Mmther FummaxCmea me to. So it is with thnines
that are not ry 'father's' will, these I would not do.

Zow éo:Hm vou defend yoursslf i not with carnel weaons
was ready to shoot you? ilhat would vour do?  In answar 1 refer
and show how Baul said we were to use werds Yo bring every the

Yhat il someons
to 2 Cor. 10:3-5 acain

, with words
ed

cura into canpitivity to nale
se

it obedient to ¢:m Christ. <Cited how Josus ot awmy from those who wantad do mobh Win,
Zow Paul divided thenm Jouc&owc cof the Supreme Court o0 QB8 2raingt thomeely v shoubiv

out, 'Gver the bowo of the ressursction I am beinz Judeed! fShen he ag leq, " coﬁnw v on
think Baul would have used carnal weapons if they wonuld have besn st lLis dignosal?”
I answered, no, and supportsd Yr referine btacke to 2 Cor. 10:3-¢, :

Wonuld rou take part in wars pc*yawkqna vy Jahovah?  Yes, uut I zes no such wars Lor
the fubure. DRafered to Surreme Court deecision on this matter, he said he was very

familiar with it,

Yihat positions do vou hold in the church? iible Studv sarvant, lbarazine-Tarr. Servens
Finistry School instumuctor, ond untill iust recently Ssrvice Center Jonductor wlso.

Yow let's assume for o minute %hat ¥ou wars to chanre vour convieticns in rerqard

to vour C. C. claim?  @Would you be recuired o “ive un these rositions in tha vonrratation?
(ans.) If I ruve ug shech 0.0, gringiples st likely 1 wouldn't wmAt to have sich
responsibilities 25 ! now hava. 1 lnow o nothing that would re-vips we fe Ve N gueh

cositions.
Jould you dafend voursslf if wttickea? VY
authorize me to. .
Jo vou believe that this overnment iz
aoverneent Creiorms

i

5, to point that Scriptures 998G398760.
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dow did thie ooindt of ©. UL dJdewvalop in ocour oind? At v nt in 1110? R¥
4]

3
remenmuar Lt, it was something that dsvelo:ed from earl:

Y,
hat pot
, hild.ood, Hudlt wron thes
spinienle of leve, love of enenics, Jdolne ood 2 those ﬁers%chiﬁ“ O
Do ron finl that wour C. O, are fagh az strons now ki
with the drafi ar zore oo now? I Jesl L hove the same sheons s I
now, "t of course fnvs~ hava beany ghraen-thened wnd dasronad fro“"h tha yes Tiis

~
is cndy noturszl with anyone who has +ions on coavthing and conti
thialk nlons thege lives. I wm st '
Igntt vours nn abiituds of resis
covernmert? This is lhz dmpression _
Yo, I am not apuinst the ~overnment nor do i “now of any
“le co—oparcte with thes govornrent in AVArY wRY we can, +
as trained hy ‘fod's aord, o
hatersd towzr this rovoriant.

'?::"H? roNvarnmen ? Ul"'l'f .'f“'ll
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4 Loer e

aye oy oabt '*11\xe

Yys, toriton wes nsled to testify =s %o oy sircerity as @ C. U. She nad krnown me
over a reriod of many years and testified to my sine2rity as & C. 8. 3ae herself is ux
sctive minisker of &, No'm and has besen uscocisicd wmtq me in the work srd meatiuzs.
dar testimony included a wittness to Lhe fuct thet the dle savs we wera nnumnt with
a wrice and that thls Loing the coge w2, uas dadicated rvonts to Jshovah, conld not

be slavas to athers.

Vrs. [wwe, my mcther, wus next erllxd do testity spd cive inferrmation. 3he dager
ths =arly trainipe that 1 was oiven a3 ¢1ild, "Jo ven fgel that wou vliawad o sart in
davelovrent of bis C. C. convietion® VYes, ustorataelly this home trainice SPres iodt
ford would imeress these nrineirls of love o nig nmind. Sverv mo+aer is yq s t0 ca3
har son sucead. 1 am esracially ha-ov e soe ny son suceed in the ~ost imvéf%ant vocation
the nministry, ¢ ;

rrs. all was To : cohieera e Tnow Rehard? Sinoe b owng
14, arae you n neishd was vt am row livine hera in Scolans,  Ars trou also o LT
Yes. Con vou te g Y C.G. conviction? D22 av fa2l thet fe is o C.0.7 T wmost cartainl
do. ciave *ou with himir She work alsce the »a2lines?  Tag, Digmissed

Corment was malie by hearing offic~r as Lo my request
ayaiable the Pull ¥, 2, I, report. e said thet this was not
the property of the vepartment of Justice »ud s not rod-
1 zovmented that ths rasgons 1 ask e it wers cotlinad g
shat the Jwpary was an sccurate rafisction o tha M1l cavord »ni
no wnfevorable avidance. ALl svidunse =as complementury o nme, from the i
Lhrse wno testified Zor me. fals onded the hesring itselr.

Jollowing I askzd to see my ile sl mereis
iceoal Board's minubes as I didntt he mt shsr
I noted several dscwnerts in iy I,h, 01

Jen, 10, snd 11, 1288 and 10 1 would @ oBure

R

~toarg.  Thege Aogunmerts

re findircg v tre Anpealll Joards, ord
e ‘tate headcunoters that had mv nam: on Shem «nd Ssround doubt
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LAW OFFICES
HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS
BROOKLYN 1, N,Y,

MAIN B-1240

July 13, 1959

Richard M. Rawe
Box 1576
Grand Coulee, Wash.

Dear brother: v
I have your letter of July 8.

T 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 inguire about them. I would not be
too concerned about the matter, though.

T am sending to you under 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 - .
o not necessary to follow the suggestions in the
. New Procedure memorandum.

Your brother,
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Box 443
30&“ lake, Washington
7. 17, 1958

Hayden ©. Caviagton
124 Columbia Heightisz
Zrooklys 1, E. Y.

-~ )

Dear Brother Covingtou:

, enclioged pleage

v o 1
:?ind copkes of Ie'iz'te.z's and sent te _me by '::he Appeal
1 7

Board. You way ke2p 2ll thess copies for you t make a copy
o-: the, "Ragume of Zupplemsntal Inguiry, Re: Hichard E‘i':ar'tin R:m*e, Ccnsclcnt*aus
Ob,*ctor Slaimant of Dee. 28, 1955 “with Unided States Attorn ey's Office ss.a“fg
on it noting that i% was receivad by they oz June 2, 1858 in Bpokans, Wash.” as
you hovn Y -r‘opv of thie which I sent to vou June 23, 1952, This Resume is
rafersd bo in the Justice Depari.'s recomnendabion as .uxqﬁ*- ts B.

.

T will ite yeour suggestions befores 1 meke my reply to them within
the slloted thirty {30) days.

Y

B
@

Your broth

Richard ¥. Rawe



COrY

SELBCTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

{From Appeal Board for the Selective Service System in the Eastern
Federal Judicial District of the State of Washington F. 214 Wall
Street, Spokane 1, Washington)

Hov. 16, 1858

Mr. Richard Martin Rawe
Box 443 »
Soap lake, Washington
45-22-34~183
Dear &ir:
.

Attached hereto is a copy of the recommendation of the
Department of Justice to the Appesl Board for ths Bastern Judicial
Distriet of Wash., concerning your claim of opposition to combatert and noncom-
duty in the armed forees. ’

Within thirty day of the date of this letter, you may file =
written reply with this Appeal Board concerning the recommendstion of the
Department of Justice. At the end of the thirty-dey period, whether or not we
have hed a reply from you, the Appeal Board will review your file and
proceed to classify you. ' '

By direction of the Appsal Board

{¥rs.) Maryellen P. Goodmsn
Clerk

EInclosure --1



Copy {Stamp}
Appesl Board
Fov. 16,1959
Chairman, Appeal Board,
Selective Service
N. 108 Washington 3t. v {Stamp=a)
Spokane 8, Hash. Fov. 10,1952

Re: Richard ¥. Rawe
Conscientions Objector
Dear Sir:

As required by section 6(3) of the Univ. ¥ilitery Training and Service Ast,
as armended, in inquiry was made by the Department of Justice in the above~mentioned
case and an opportunity to be heard on his claim for exemption as a consclentious
oBjeector was given to the ragistrant by Mr. Daniel W. Gaiser, A Bearing Offiecer for
the Depart. of Justice.

The information obtained Trom the inguiries and considsred by the Depart. of
Justice in arriving at its recommendation 1s conained in the first and second
Resume of Supplemental Inquiry attached hereto and mads 2 part hereof,

Registrant was born at Spokans, Washington on May 10, 19234, His mother is a
Jehovah's Fituess sud the régistrand was baptized in that falth in 3sptember 1942
He had an eith grade education =nd nomp}etcd three and one-half years of high school. His
38§ Forms 100 and 150 claimed conscientious objection, ordination as a minister of
Jehovah's Winesses and exemption Trom combeatant and noncombatant militery tralnlng
and service. On a former appeal from a I-A classification and following a hearing
before Mr. Harry T. Davenport, s Hearing Officer for the Depart. of Justice, the £%
rigistrant was elagsified I-0 but, following an appeal to the Presidential Appeal
Board for a ministerial classification, he was again classified T-A. Thereafter, his
file was reopened by the local board and he was agein classified in Class ¥-A from
which he appesled.

Annexed hareto and made z part hereof are Exhibits 4 and B. submitted to the
Department of Justice in behalf of the rigistrant.,

Registrant appeared before the Hearing Officer at Spokans, Wash. on July 7, 1959m
accompanied by his mother and Two other women, on of whom he deﬁominated his "secretary?
The registramt told the Hearing Officer that he was not married at the tigpe of the
hesring; that he bsgan attending church with his mother in early childhood and became
a Jahovah's Witness when he was about eight years old. He said thet his conscience
had been trainsd through his study of the Bible and that his coavictions ageainst military
garvice is a result of his own study. The registrants mother told the Hearing
Officer that she felt that the registrant's belisfs and comnseientious objections

were the result of her religious training and she expressed pride in the registrant's
ministry. Registrant’s other witness was convinced of the sinecerity of the registrant's
convietions and believed that he is & bona fide minister.

The Hearing Officer noted that in the local board's summary of the registrant's
personal appearance before it on Dec. 3, 1987 it was stated:

" The registrant's e¢laim in the alternavlve fora 130 clasglflcatlon was denied
on the grounds that the registrant is not, by reason of religious training and
belief, conscientiously oprosed to war in sny form; that his willingness to
uge force in mmerous circumstances of his own choosing, sven to the extent of
¥illing, is inconsistent with his claim of conscientious objection; and that
his claim of consclentious objection is based upon a reluctance to accede to
secular auvthority and a desire Yo conbinue in his present pursults rather thak
upon any religious aversion to the use of forece or killing.”

The hearing officer concurred in the finding of the loeal beard just quoted and he
was not convinced that the registrant was acting in good faith, nor was he convinced
of the absolute sineerity of the registrantts comscientious-objector cladm. The
registrant appearsd to get a satisfaction and prestige from being a minister of his
ssct., He told the Hearing Officer that if God were to direct war he would fight.
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This led the Hearing Officer to the belief that registranmt is probabdly not oppesed ‘ ‘
to wer ip eny form but that he places his own interpretation upon when he might be
cPllsﬁ to such service.

- On September 14, 1954 %the Department of Justice rescommended to your Board that
registrant’s claim be sustained as to both combatant and noncombstant training and
service and that he be classified in Class I-0. That recommendation was bassd upon

the entirely favorable fenor of the investigative report and upon a finding by the
Hearing officer that registrant®s claim was made in good faith end that he was by
reasen of his religious training a&nd belief opposed to participation in war in any
form. Your Board classified the revLstrant in Clasgs I-0 and he hBiks been subanuentlv
classified in Class I-A from which he has appesled. Additional inguiries were made
in 1955 and egein in 1958. He has been very active in his religious work and continues
to ssrve es & Pionear.

The registrant’s willingness to use force in numerous circumstsnces of his own

choosing, even to the sxtant of killing, as related in the summery of rsgistrant's
personal eppearance before the Board on Dec. 3, 1 957, presents the guestion of the
question of the particular circumstances to which the Board rsfsrad. The details as
to whet circumstances the Bogrd referrsd or the guestions of the Board and the
answers of the registrant as to the issus of use of force in numerous circumstances
to the extent of kxilling do not appsar in the Dec. 3, 1957 summary of the registrant's
file. In the surmery of the previous personal eppesrance of the registrant beforse the
local board on Aug. 8, 1955, signed by Board Chairman, the Board Clerk, and the registrant
these circumsbances as to the use of foroe extending even to killing are recordsd in
detail end arpear %o be no more then the usual Jehovah's Witnesses tenet thet a person
is entitled to self-dsfense of himself, his family, brethren, and Fingdom interests.
&n expressed lellnrneas to use force to such extent &nd for such purpcses is not a
basgis for demial of & comscientious-objector claim. ffeldt v. U. 5., 218 F. 24 1125
Sicurells v. U.S., 348 T.S. 385.

)

. The registrant's statement to the Hearing Officer +that if God were to direct war

he would nght amounts only te an exprssion of registrantt's belief in theoccratic warfare
end is not & basis for denisl of =z conscientious—objector claim. Sicurells v. U.S.

348 U.S, 385; U.S. v. Hartmen, 209 F. 24 366; Taffs v. U.S., 208 F, 24 329.

With due regard for the Hearing Officer's recommendation snd +he locel board’s
conclusicn, the Department of Justice finds thst registrant's claim is sustained es
to both eonbauau+ end nou-combetant training and service. It, thersfore, recommends
thet registremt be classified in Class I-O.

The Selective Service Cover Shest in the sbove ocase is returned herswith.

T. Oscar Smith
Chief, Copsclentious~-Objector Ssetion
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Regume of Supplementel Inquiry
Re: Richard ¥. Rawe Conscientiocus-Objector Clsimant

BOTICE
A4 resume of prior investigabtive reperts was furniched the registrant
in commection with e hearing held by a Depart. of Justice Hearing
Officer on May 7, 195%4. The original of sald resume was mads a part
of the registrant's Selective Service ile end ie incorporated herein
by reference.

Neighbors, acguaintances, reflerences and religicus agsociated contacted all advised
that they belisve registrent is absoultely sincere in his religious beliefs and in his
conscientious-objector claim. One of thess persons said she sees no rsason why he should
bs claossified s a conscienticus objector, because she feels thet all young men should
serve in tne armsd forces. These person generally advised that registrant is of very
good reputation end charsctsr, extremsly well behaved and of excellent moral charactsr
and conduct. They said he is & clean-cub individuel and indicated that they Imew of
only favorable information concerning nis sctivity. They stated that his everyday lifs
elearly reflects that he is a good Christian young men. They seid he has no stsady ssoular
work, but from time tc time he works part time for his father 2t his father's lumber mill.
One person recslled thatb regisbrant has stated that he could liye for & year on approximately
$400.00, and thus could devote pmactically =11l of his tims to his reiigious work and
acetivities. inese persons advisad that registrent aznd all members of his family, with ther
excsption of his father e ve t e Jehoveh 's ¥iitnesses religion, and that
. their whole 11 is centered sround their religious activities. They saild thet registrapt
' devotes practli h % 3 g activities. These persons alsc indicated
thet registran he IS he leader of the Jdehoveh's Witnesses in
the Grand Coules, Washi : n she hes no doubt reared her children fo
halieve in thi ious orgenization and Bo be scuive in its work. They indicated that
she has besn m ated with this religious sect for approximately 20 years. Many of these
psrgons contacted were not of the same religious beliafl as is registrant, ard indicated
that they did not agree with his beliefs, but &g is sbove indicated, they all generally
agreed that they btelieve he is sincere in his religicus beliefs =md in his prasent claim.

The records of the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society headguarters in Brooklyn, F. Y.
reflect that registrant wes ordained a2 minister in the Jebhovah's Witnesses on September
20, 1¢€2. He served as 2 Vacation Fioneed from May to $ept3mber of 1852, at which time
he commenced full-time Pioncer work. The rscerd reflect that registrant devoted an
average of over 100 hours per month for the period from May of 1982, thrugh Sept. 1955,
The records further reflect that he wes appointed to the position of Theocratic Ministry
School Instructor on Oct. 8, 1852, Territory Servant om Oct. 8, 1953, end Bible Study
Servent on Dee. 17, 1953,

Credit end criminel records are negative.

Prepered Dec. 28, 1955



LAW OFFICES
HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS
BROOKLYN 1, N.Y.

November 23, 1959 MAIN B-1240

Mr. Richard M. Rawe
Box #U443

Soap Lake,
Washington

Dear Brother Rawe:

1 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 detall on how you carry oub your ministerial
work. Follow the suggestions in the Counsel On Mini-

sterial Claims By Jehovah!'s witnpsqe§; page three, =«
column twe. 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 bthe 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 1

Appaal Bdard for tha Selasiive Service System in the Eastern
rederal Judicial Distrist of Lie Siate of Washington

. 214 Wall Street, Spokane 1, Washington

I_ (LLOCAL BOARD STAMP} ___J

1IN REPLY, REFER TO?

November 16, 1959

Mr. Richard Martin Rawe

Box 443
Soap lake, Washington

45~22-3/~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

:sz)i7@d@&ﬂj::?r)égzﬂbéL”4#LfJ

(Mr865’NBryellen P. Goodman
Clerk :

Inclosure - 1
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For the Sefective Service S’;sggmt ilcl‘;
*hz Eastern fraeral Judicias istric!
2 S of Wash., Spokane: -

Chairman, Appesl Board, Fasterz

District of Washingicn ‘ ST,
- s PPN oy < : R A R T e T
Selective Service Systhen ‘ : G5
. . o~ Py - . Me
Sorth 108 Washington Biresv

. 2

asmerican Legion Building
Spckane B, Weghingbem

Bicherd ¥artin Rawe
Conscientiong (Bjector

ey
&
i

Dear Sir:

As required by seciien 6{3j) of the Universel Military Training
and Service Aoty as smended; an inguiry wes made by the Department
of Justipe in the sbove-meniionsd case and ax opportunily o be '
‘heard on his claim for exemption 33 & consciankious ohjsctor was
given to the registrant by #r. Dauisl W. Gaiser, = Hearing Ofificer
for the Depariment of Justice.

, The inf.‘ormaﬁicﬁ obtoined from the inguivies and comgidersd by

the Teparteent of Justiece im arriving at its recomendabion is cone
taived in the first and second Resumé of Supplementel Inquiry atlached
heredc and mads 2 pard hereofe '

fegistrant was born ab Spokane, Waskhington ca Fay 18, 193h., His
mother is 2 Jdehoveh’s Witness and the registrant was beptiged in thet ==

?aith in September 19h2. Fe had an eighth grede education and cowme

plebed thres asd one-hsl? vears of high sechool. Hisg 585 Forms 100

and 150 claimed sonscientious objection, ordirstion as & minisiter of
Jehovah's Witneases and sxempiion from combabant and noncombaiant

military training and service. (n a former appeal from 2 I-4 clag=-
sification and following z hearing hefors By, Haryy ©. Davengpoert, a




Hearing Officer for the Department of Justlee; the regisirant was
classified I-0 buty following an sppesl to the Prasidential Appeal
Board for s ministerial classificationy he was again clasgified I=d,
Therealfter, his file wus recpened by the local board and he was

sgain classified in Class I-A from which he zppealed,

e
g

Bxhibits &-and B

ol  wuf e e

. e .3 < P ~ey S orre
Annexed hersic send made e pert bhorsol =T

£
submitbed to the Depavtwent of Justice in ‘pehelf of the registrant.

Registrant appeared before the Hearing Offlcer at Spokane,
Washington on July 7, 1959, accowpanied by his mother and iwo other
women, oue of whom he denominated his tzegoretaryt. The regisirant
1514 the Hearing Officer that he wes not mafried &b the time of the
neaving: that he began attending chwrch with his mother in early
childhood and became = Jehovah's Witness when he wss about eight
years old. He said that his coopsesisncs had been trained throngh —~
nis stude of the Bible and that his convickion agsinst military
servies is a vesuld of hiz own study. The registrant’s mother told
the Hearing Officer that she felt that the registrant's bellefs and
conscientious objectioms ware the resulb of her religicus training
and she expressed pride in the registrant's ministry. Heglstraniis
other witness was convinced of the sincerity of the registrant’s

-

convictions and believed that he is a bopa fide minigter. —

The Hearing Officer wnoted that in the loesl board'z summary
of the registrant's personel appearance befvre it on December 3,
1957 it was stated: : :

#The registrsntis claim in the alterngtive Jor 2
I-0 clzssification wes denied on the grounds thab the
registrant iz voty by reason of religious fraining and
helief, conseientiously oppesed to war in sny form; that
his willingness to use force in nuwerocus clrcumstances
of his own cheooesing, even to tha exitent of killing, is incon-
sisbent with his ¢laim of congcisnbdions objection; and that
his cisin of comscientious objsetion is basaed upern a veluc=
tanes to acceds to seculsy aubhority and e desire o cone
tinue in his present pursuits rather than upon amy reli-
gious aversion bo the use of forece or killing.®

The Hearing Officer coneumfed in the finding of the local board just
gucied and he was not convinced that the regisirant was acting in
good falth, nor was he convincad of the abscluis sincsrity of ths

registrant's conscienticvs-objector claim.. The regisfrant asppeared




a tisfa‘cti.on and py estzge from being 2 minister of s —
ot. Hs %old the Hearing Officer that 1f ch were t@ direct war
4 fight. This led the ziearzng 0fficer to the belief thst

£ is orobably not opposed o wal m any form but that he

laces bis oun m’cprpretﬁmv upon when he mﬁb‘{, ve oall erl o such’

On Sep uezﬂber 1k, 195L the Pepartment of Jusiiss réc&mﬂnégé
o your Garr’ that regis* annte clzaiv&. s gushained as to both ¢
batant and noncosbatant training and 3&2{'\7“0\_ and that he be c}.aa-
- gified in Class I-U; That rec ommendation was bassd vpon the en=

on

1—
$irely favorsble tenor of the im vestw* Bl ive report and upon a find-
&

 ing by the Hearing Gfficer thabt registrant's claim was made in good .
Ffaith ard that he was by reeson of his Teliglous treining and bél}.ei‘*""

-

opposed to par ricipation in war i any form, TYouwr Soard classified
the vegistrant in Clzss I-0 and he has been stbsequenily classified
in Cless Ik from which he has azmealec; sdditiongl inquiries were
mede in 1955 and again 4n 1958, He has bemn very aotive in his ——
religious work and continues to serve as & Ploneer.~——

The ef'isvr&rﬂt s willingness to use force in mumerons mrcum-
stances of his omn rhmmb, even to the exbtent of kiiling, as
reiabesd in the summsry of registrantls perscnal appearance before
the Board on Ueosmber 3, 1957, pressnts the guestien of the par=
ticular circomsbances o which “i;h Boarcz referrad. The Getails as
to whab circumstances the Board T erred or the QLQS‘E}.QRQ of ths
Beard and the answers of lhe re-g:-‘. trant g to the lssue of usse of

fores. f.n mmerous sircumshances tw the sxitent of lf'.?‘l.j}ig_ do nob .
eppear in the December 3 1957 gummary of the registrantfs personsl

a*m&&z’aaca before tha Poard which is in the mg:aimarzﬁ’s file. In
f‘ae gummary of the preovieus porscnal appearsnce of the registrank
Defors the local codrd ov August 8, 1855, zigned by Board Chairman,
the Board Clevk, and the regisira nt} these eircumstances zg o the
use of force axtending even to killing are recorded in detail and
sppesr 50 be no more than the usual aahr)\fa"*’ﬁ Witnegaes benet That
a person is entitied %o salf-defensa of nimself, his f'aru.i.v brath-
ren, and ;nguom interests. An e}'pv'eaoec willingness to use force
to such exbent and for such purpeses is not a basily for denial of

& canscment.&wsm‘*mecw* claim. Affaldbt v. U, 8., 208 ¥. 26 1123
Sicurella v. %. S.; 3LE V.5, 385, '

[}
{
i
i
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‘ ' M o
The regis iraac g sta»amarb to the Hearing szxrsr +baﬁ i¥ Oogd
were bo girsct wer ‘he would fight amounis only o @ Tession of
regziztrand’s balisl in theocratvic warfare and is 'wt a bas;.s for

denial of a eovsclienltious-objector claim. Sicvralia v. Ui Suy
: 85: U, 8. V. ‘z‘.r*’mati, 209 F, 2¢ 3653 Taffs v. T S.,

Wwith due vegard for the hsar‘:}'. g Officer's recommendation and
the loczl boardtls conelusion, he I.?m,‘ar'wr“n ru Justice finds that
registrant's claim is wustsined ss to both combalant and non-
combatant training and sevvice. I, ’ohera*fme, recommends Bh
registrant be clias sified in Class I-0.

s

bt

oz
Sincarely,

T. Oscar Smith :
ef , Conscienbtious~Ubjscter %ec’uan

4

e
§
s

' "ﬁ‘m Selv'é"i?e darvies Cover Sheet in the above case is returned




- l’r" - ’- g -v«‘l;‘. .
Sesume of Supplementel Inguixy
Re: Richard Nartin Rawe

Conseientions-Objector Claimant

&

ROTIC

A resumz of prior investigative reporis was
furnished the registrant in connechion with a '
_hearing held by a Depariment of Justice Hearing
Officer on ¥ay T, 195h. The original of said .
resume wes wade & part of the registrant's Selective
Service file and is incorpovated hevein by reference.

. Reighbors, acquaintances, refersaces and religious 2ssociates
contacted ail advised that they believe registrant is absolutely
sincers in his religions belisefs and in his consclsntious-objector
clain., One of these pereons said she sees no reason Why he should

he classified as a conscientious objector, because she fesle that

all yomng men shopld serve in the armed forces. These persons ‘
generally advised that registrant is of very good reputabion and
character, extrenely well ‘behaved and of axcellsat mors) character

204 condach, They' said e is a clean-cut individuzl and indicated
that they knew of only favorably information cencerning his activity.
They stated that his everyday 1ife ‘clearly reflects that he is a good
Christisn voung wan. Jhey said he has no steady seemlar work, tut ~—
from time bo btime he works part time fer his father 2t his father’s
jpmber mill. One person recalled thal pegistrant had stated that

he could live for a year on approximately $400.00. and thus could

' devote practicaliy 21l of his time 30 his religions work and activities,”
These persons advised thst registrant and 21l members of his family,
with the exception of his father, are very active in the Jehovah's
Wiinesses reéligion, and that their ¥hole 1ife is centered around —
fheir religious activities, They said that registrant devotes pPrag-"""
ticslly of his time fo his religious ackivities. These persons alse
indicated that registrant's mother is considered to be the leader of
_the Jehovah's Witnesses in the Grend Conlee, Washinghom, ares, and -
that she has no doubh reared her children to believe in this religious
organization and to be active in its werk. They indicated that she
has been associated with this religious ssct for approximately 20 years,




-2 -

#any of these persons contacted were not of the same religious belief

a5 is registrant, and indicated that they did nob agree with nis
heliefs, but as is above indicated, they zll generally agreed that

they believe he 1s sincere in his religious beliefs and in his present ™
ciaim.

The Tecords of the Watchtowsr Bible and Tract Society headcg;ar‘&ers\
in Brooklyn, ¥ew York, reflect that registrant wes ordained a minisier
in the Jehovan's Witnesses on Ssphenber 20, 1942, He served as a ‘
Vaeation Pioneer from Hay to September of 1952, at which time he con-
menced fnll-time Pioneer work. The record reflect that registrant
devoted an average of over 100 hours per month for the period from
¥ay of 1952 through Seplember 1955. The records further reflect that
he was appointed to the positiom of Theccratic ¥inisiry School Instructor.—
on Octdosr 8, 1952, Territory Servant on October 8, 1953, and Bible
Study Servant on Dacember 17, 1953. ' ' '

Gredit and criminal records are uegative.

Prepared: December 28, 1955




Resumd of Suwoplerental Ingpiry

w

Re: Bicherd Harbtin Hawe
Comscienticus-Uniector Ulaimant

Piret Reswd of Sumplemental Inguiry
Prepssed Decmrier 20, 1955

4 person who hes erployed the registrant as a peri-tirs plusber
on wn or bhrse different occasions, said That the registrent alweys
isplaved an excellent moral charsober and conduct. This person ¥a&s
amarve of the registrant's sxtensive acbivitiss with the Jehovan’s
Witnosses and s2id he did nobt werk on Thursdays, Frideys, Sgturdays
or Sundoys because this wouid interfore with his nipisterial work, —
The registrant's fether, whe hes erployed the registrant parb-time
over the past three or four years, poore 2 subsbantiaily siniiasxr
opindon concerning the ragls trant znd his religiovs schivibies. He
said thet ke is sheolutely cerialn the regigbrant IS sincere In
claiming exerpbion as a conscientious objechor. Gther relatives,
sssocishes, neighbors and references sualed that the vegigtrant devolss
~.a groat de2l of tirs to his religlows activiiies znd ig undoubbedly
sincere in meking & conscigntious-cbjector claim. Several of these
versons pave favorable reporis concerning the registrent when They
weve interviewed during e previous investigstion of the registrant's
¢laim. These persons indicate theb their previcus rersriks conceriing
the registrant are sLill walid. They poind - out Bhet the registrant
snd Wis nother have been active in the Jdehovah’s Witnesses for the
. past 10 year period, and they oot only belisve in the principles of
the Jehovzh's Witnesses religion bub pragiice those principles in
thelir sveryday 1ife. Seversl of these persons poinked oub thet the
registrant is presenbly serving as 2 foli-time minister in the —
Sozp Lake, Washinghbon, avea, wd wers of the opirdorn that the regis— — .
trant showid be granted a ministerial classificatdon. On Lhis pointg
the regishranils mothey advised thal the regpistrany would like tc go
into riiseionzry work Fov the Jehovah's Witnesses and shiend the
Watehtowsy Bible and Trach Society Monistry Scheool in Hew York Gity.




Box 443
Soap lake, Washington
Decs, 2, 1959

Hayden C. Covingbon
124 Golumbia EHelights
Brooklyn i, K. ¥,

Dsar Brother Govinglicn:

Znclosed please find my reply to the Appeal Board on the Depariment of
Justice recommendation and resumd. I plan to send it iv sometime after Dec.
10, so that it will be sure %o reach them by Dec. 15. The d=ed line is Dsc. 18.
I am sending you this copy in advance so that if yvou have sm suggestions it
vill give m time to rewrite it. Do you think I wapt into enough detadinZon my
ministerial work? .

in case therse classification is mot IV-D and there is no dissanting votbe,
do vou think it ad risables U0 regusst the Hationmal snd State Direchors of i
Balectivs Bervics io take an apneal to the President Tor we es ocutlinzd on nagé
24 and 25 of the hookled "Procadure of Jshowahis Wiinesses Under Selectiwe Sarvics"
and as I have done iwice heforel

Then b0, I would like to ¥mow if T.am to be vut in Class T-A4 when 1 reach
v 26th wirthdey on ﬁﬁv 109, 1960 or, beecasuss wy cass hes alwevs been on appasl,
weather I will bs continuned wntill I sm 35, or just what the prodssdure ig?

theni vou very wuch for your time end atisntion to mv esse, L prav Jshovah's
rich blsssings on vou and vour werk. %Hill he waitineg to hesr from wou if you
Th abova.

think it necessary to write vight awer concerning

Your brothsr
( ) ' n‘/ . ”g
ﬂUﬁ#ﬂ“iﬂ7db

i
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Box 443
Goap Lake, Washinzton
Dec. MY, 1959
i
Sslective Serviese Systenm
Appeal Bosrd For The Selective Service System In fhe Basbern
Fegeral Judicisl Distriet Of The State OF Weshington

F. 214 ¥all Strest, Spokeoe 1, Waghington

Dagy Sira:

Ihig is in rssponse o vowr letier of Eovember 16, 1989 informing me of

ihi
my right of 2 written reply to the Dapariment of Jusiiee recomendation.

)

Hey I firgt of all sitate the purposs of my app2al was for & winistarts
classificntion of I¥eD and not fur 3 conscisntious chjector classifieation,
aithouph I belisve that I am sligiabls for this classification alse. ‘he

resson why my £il ferred te the Department of Justice was hecsuse it
contained a special form for conselentious objactors sud the Department of
Justice iz confined by lew to consideration of wy congcisntious objector clainm.
: sider any other claim thet I may have. Howavar, gs 1626,.26 of ths
Regulations point out the appeal board is not so bound. It says thet vou ean
; ion to the varicus classes” for which I may be eligibls and then
vou shonld claseify me "in fthe lowest class for which® I am 3ligible. In 1wy
opinion this would bhe class IV-D. '

_ It should not be overlocked that the recommendatlion of the Department of
dustise is just thate-a recommendation. You sre not bound by the recommndation

id snould not consider yeourself Lo bs bound by i as it ouly gives & one-gided
picturs of my steabtus——ithe side that the Depariment of Jusiice is confined 4o by
lsw. As Sectionm 1626.25 (4} of the repulations sevs, in part, iz its dedermination
(vhe appesl bosrd] shall give considerstion %o, but it shall not be bownd to

follow, the rscommendetion.”

Bven thoogh the recommendabien doge nok concern itsslf with Ty Binistarial
elsim still, its contenis proves that I come under the previgions of Beciion
1622.43 for a ministeriel exempiion snd classification of IV-D. For example, on
page one of the recommendation it mestions that “mgﬁstmzﬁ; was Leptizsd in that
faith in September 1842" In reality ihis refers %o my ordinetion esremony at
which time I bDecems a minisbhbsr just as Christ Jesas begen his mizmistry at the
time of his baptizm., For the next ten years I served sz s part~tine minister,

Page two, parsgraph two of the recommendasion wakes gontion of my treining
and education Yor the minlslry by simply stating that "he besan attending church
with his mother in sarly childhood". This wez sotuelly far more then just "atteds-
ing chweh. IT includsed rerular and dilligent study for the clagzes sttapnded
as well as sctuel training in the field minigtry work. The niext sentonce makes
wenbion of this regular and systematic study which I followsd,  The last two
sontences of ihis peregraph testlfy to thes fast thst ng & resuls of my study and
ordization others view me 2z a “bons fide minister®., .

The lest seabencs of perarraph one on page three of e recommendation sayss
“Hs has been wary achbive im his religious work and continues to serve ag = Ploneer.”
in fect this tastifiss to the great amount of time I spemd in; my minisberiel



*«;;‘{:

{ Page Two }

gotivities which.incla&e about 50 hours & month of aotuasl dooreto-door ministry
work, usizg preparad sermons in preaching to the a*opla in their homss. Then

too, this 1ne¢uues &% least snother 5C hours 2 -month in ¢alling back ou people /,f
whe sre willing to learn more aboubt the Bibls fthrough a systemetic siudy of it&.
longer sermons are preoached to +Hes“ E“091§ and & regular study of the B*bla 478,
stertad with the use of other texh books. ¥a full gourse of instruction isg — jai st
aveilable to the sany people I serve in this msnpe is activity is included o™
in “he term "Plone f:’fﬁéfidea a11 of this there are st:11 other min 15‘0r1a1‘* :
obligations I perform snd for thig reason the statement says, "He has Deen ver
setive inm his religious work™. hese other obligations include visiting the m&
sick and wesk ones of my congregation, travel time to and from studies snd wmeetings;
aﬁtanéing many and variouns mesiings, prnoarwng sormons and doing perscmal study, $m. |
' ng care of duties of the several offices I hold in our locel minisberial /
asscezat;cn {appeintaznt to these positions are mentioned in the Resumé of Dscenber.~
28, 1955, pags two, paragraph one) and varisus sther ministerial activities.Pikis
takes up approximetsly aniother 200 hours a month of my t1me which means that I

spead up to 300 hrurs a month taking cars of 21l my ministerial obligations. -

Bmw PG
aisis-bhe reason I have "no steady secular work, but from dime to time (I)

work part time™ and "devote practiecally all of (myv} time to (my) religious work’
gnd sctivities”, as sisted in the resume’ preparsd Deesmber 28, 1955. Thus it ean
be swen that the greastest portion of my time is spent in the ministry. Taet is
why ths report goes on to sayy "Heny of the persons contacted...gensrally azreed

thet they believe he is sincers in his religious beliefs and in his present clmim.™
They have reference especially to my ministerisl olaim, '

amber 28, 1958 resum& points out, my
of 1982 a“d continves $il11l now. The
iude the addational 200 hours &

ks paze two, paragraph one, of this Des
fuli-time m;nlvtﬁflai carsar started in ¥ay

i00 hours a month mentioned hers do not ine
month I menticoned shove.

" Concerning the Resvmd prepered Hey 23, 1958: This too testifiss to the small

amount of time I spend &t sscular work and the Mgreat deal of time™ I devote %o
my “religious setivitiss’. fhe days Thursdasys thru Sundsy on whish I do no seoular
work are the days I ragularly schedule my publie field minisiry work. Ths other
days of the wesk I take care of my other ministerial obligations, and work in my
pari~time seculer work with which T support my eslf, in part, together with other
contributions made to me, Inm this way, #s the report says, not only do I believe
"in the principles of the Jdshovah's Wikbesses rsligion but praetice thoss principles
1n..,ceﬁr"d&y li‘,.“ let it also be noted that several nersons interviewed “wers

of the opinion that the registrant shoulé be granited a ministsrial classification.”
Thxs is bemause these pzople rscognize ny activities ag those of e bon fzae minister,

The above should elesrly ssteblish thel the ministry is my voeabion beecauge
of the great smount of time 1 spend in felfiling m .; duties as & ¥inister..Thereforas
I reepectfully regquest the Appeel Poard te plsce @5 in class IV-D.

&

' . 8incerely vours,

Rishard ¥, Rawe
Ordained ¥inlister



LAW OFFICES
HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS
BROOKLYN 1, N. Y,

December 10, 1959

MAIN 8B-1240

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 written seems
good, but I believe you could have gone into more
detall 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 it 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,

coame - @%@%W



‘HoxJ443
Soap lake, Washington
- Jan. 12, 1960

" Hayden C. Covingtonvf
124 Columbia Heights

"A Pear .Brother Coﬁington, I

I have'jus%;received my classification from the Appeal Board, They

gawe me a I-0 classification by'a'vote of 4 %o 0. This was on Jan. 11,

1960. S - | o
Unless you have other suggestions I'will proceed to compose letters
to the Sate and National Directors asking them to take an appeal to the
- President for me for a IV-D in order to avoid and injustice. ,g I did on,
Oct. 31, 1954, e e
v With referencs to my lstter to you of Dec. 2, 1959: please fingd

enclosed page two and three of the rewritten statement on appsal that
wes actuadly mailed to. The appeal board for their considsration when
I was classified. - . o

-Anyjsugge9£ibhs would_ﬁe appreéiafeds Ihankyou for'youf.attention
~.on this matter - IR -

- With ybu in seeking and pursuing peacs,

. ‘Ricahrd‘ Rawq S




'»’Soap kae Washingtonr  |

"LJanuary 20 1960

,‘,Baydén C. Covington
. 124 Columbia Heights
o Brookiyn'l vN. Yr

Desar Brother Cov1ngton

Enclosod please find copios of letters whlch I sent to‘%he Sttts

. and Natlonal Diroctors of Selectivc Servico askzng them to take an

f fappea1 to the Presldent for me, Also a oopy of the cover letter té -

'the ]ocal board is onclosed.v

1 will keep yQu,informed'on'fhd_dovolopmenfs{ v

. Your brother,

Richard - M, Rawe




= Box 443 o
-~ Soap lake, thhingtonf
. _ ’ "anuary 20, 1960 =
" Seleotive Service = |
- local Board No, 22
. Wonatchee, Washington
""chéar Sirs‘ o

Bnolosed ploasa find oopies of letters to the State and National

.t‘Direotoro of Selootive Service requosting tham to takb an appeal to -

‘ the Proeldant in my'behalf Please 1nclude theso two lettcrs in my file. .

I also want to ask the local board to delay'any-futher action in Ty

~ case untill the Direotor 8 have acted on my request.»

81noore1y,.v N

@ m»/ ’7/1 /)&Lw/f’

ohard M. Rawe




 Box 445 e
~ 8oap Lake, Waghington -
- January 20, 1960 -

laj. Gen. Lewis B. Horshey

Direotor of Selective Service

461 Ipndiana Avenue, N. W. .

Washington 25, D. C. .

Dear Bir:

. ine purpose of this letter is to 'réQuea:f: you to ’E@ko an appeal to litlh'o“' ‘

Fresident in my ehalf. Wowld you pleass oall my file into your office fur
~ the purpose of a review., I am asking you to take this appeal to the Prosident -
~in the national interests to maintain fresdom of worehip for all and to aveld .

 an injustice to me.

1 beliove that the lccel board and the appreal bosrd have violated Sgection .
16 (g) of the lct by not giving me & IV-D. My file contains ample proof that
I em ontitled to such and shows I an fuifiling every reguirement of the Section
16 (g}. ‘'the facts will show that I have been praforming as a full-time miniater

for almost sight yeurs and yet I have beon denied my IV-D clugsification. The

injustice I would be receiving iz the sams &s any other recognized, duly ordained

~and rogular minister that is presching as & vocation would suffer if he received

‘any othsr olasgification that IV-D.

. The follewing is 3 brief history of sy lonz case. I am rsgistered as -
Richard L. Pawe. Y gegistered ¥ay 12, 1952 with Local Board lie. 22, Wenatohaee,
Waghington. ¥ number is 45-22-84-183. I was sent my classification tuegtioneer
Fovember 12, 1952 and returned it on Hovember 21, 1852. I £illed out Series VI . .
for ninisters and raquestsd a IVED bsgause I gtarted my full-time service as &

uwiniater on Wey 1, 1952, Alsc I asked for a Conacientious Objector form. This o

~ form was fllled out and returned on December ‘1, 1862, I have conscientious
“objactions io both combatant and non-conmbatant sgervice and training tecause of
-y status snd dutles as a full-time minirter end becaunse ay consaientious has

beon trained by a study of God's %ord. I also returned with thess forms R
dooumentary proof that 1 sm a minister. This dooument is entitled "Certifioate

" For Pioneer" and is from the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society. It gtotes

that I am a "duly ordained ministor of Jehovih's wituesses" and that my "custo-

- mary voecation” is the ministry. It futher shows I was ordeined in a public
ocoremony on Ssptembor 20, 1942, Also that I was "duly appointed on May 1, 1852

as & 'plonesr’ minister" and "authorized to preform the ordinary rites and :
cermonies...such as merriages cermony, the vaptismsl ceremony, the burial caremony,
ote.” and I am therefore aartified by a recognized religious organisation. -
Thias should be substaniel evidance that I am entitled to a IV-D. . Along with

~ thie my file show I have an suthorired territory assignment o

by the Watchtower Boolety in whioh to preach, also that I asérve as the Bible
Study Servent, Thoooratic Ministry School Servant, Hagagine-lerritory Servant R
ans es & Congrogation Book Study Conductor, to the Ephrata Congregation of
Jehovah's witnesses. These appointments are by the Astchtowar Bible and Treot

~ Boclety. PFuthermore I have on file with the locsl board a number of letters
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Pannsie.

o
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_Maj. Gen. Lawis B. Hershey -
 Jmn. 20, 1960 _yagq 2

'ana affidivats fron ci:her people stad:ing that thoy recoznixe LU duly
v ordainod minietcr and ti:m‘b ﬁhia .'1.3 ' vooation. ‘

In addation to the above ﬂwro is :Ln xzs;,r fﬂo o dooumax:t frmn the ?foﬁohtower ’

S : Bx’bla and Tract Scolety dated Septexber 30, 1857. It is entitled: “To PWhom It

Iny Concernt™ which testifies to the fact “that I have & missionary congregation
oi‘ wnich 1 am the spiritumlsdvisor and religious leader and that I have been

- euthorizod ae such by thct flatchtower: Biblc and Traot Society.

Yy file also oonto.ine ‘seTeral repom fro:a thae Justice Departzth and bﬁo .
B, I. which show thet I am oontinuing to garve as & full-time minister snd
‘l:hat several people i.n'tcrviavmd statad that they view me as a ordsined, full-itime
uinister and aal& t‘zat they felt that I chould be given & binisters classification.

The moor& of Ty olassi“icahona' oro as follows: On December 11, 1962

' ° I wes olassified I~0 Uy tha loecsl heard, the following April 14, 1963 I was

prarted o personal appearsunce whioh wau}.‘tad in enothey X-u rm; the local

board. On Juns 1, 1983 the uppoel board classifiad m3 1-0.. The cass wase then
appsalad by the Dirsstor of Selective Gervice to the Prssident and on Qotober

29, 1983 I was put in class I-A, Following this the local board reopened my
omne and on Yovembsr 12, 1958 agsin clneoified me I-A4.  On the following psrsonal

" sm'aeamr.aa it appin classxfiﬁd s I-A on Jamary 7, 105%&. After an investigation .

by the ¥. 2. I. the Appeal board slrasified ne I-0 on Qatobar 25, 1954, Again
the good offices of the Direotor of Selective Service took an o.ppcal to the

- President which rosulted in. another I-2 on March 8, 1955. The lcosl board
- reopgnsed and on July 14, 1955 olagsified mo Y-A, on the follcwing parsonal
" nppearances it classifiod we I-A on Fovember 8, 1967 aud Decenmber 5, 19567.

Arother investigation by the F. B. L. resulted in the apposl to the mppeal

" beard., On Jamw.ry 11, 1860 the appeai boerd again plncod ms in class I-O.’

In view of the abova meutioned facts of thié coge I ronpoetmlly raquost;

© your intervention in this cmse. Will you please call in thiz file for Teview

snd epposl to the National Gelective Jervice Appsal Board so thet I may ba

. finally classified according to my vouation as B min&star? Plasss 1 t e know..: L
: wha.t: acstim ig taksn m this onge. R v : R

3 inéer‘el_y , |

Riohard H. Rawe




Box &43 : e
Soap lake, Y’aahiugton .
Ja.nuary 20 1960

Si;ate Director of Se‘ ecbive Servﬁ.oe e

. State Armory
"hcome. 5, Wash:'.nr-ton

‘-..]Dear Sirs

The purpose of this lcttvr is to requost you to take an uppee.l to the

: Pregsidcnt in 2y behalf.  Vould you plesse call my file into your office for

the purpose of a review. I an asking.you to take this appeal to the Pregident
in the natioral. interests’ 'to mizztau freedon of wors‘ﬁ P for all and ‘Lo avoid
an injust tico to m‘ PR ‘ . .

I beliovévthatfthe, looul bourd end the eppsel board heve violntsd Section

18 (g) of the .-’xct by'not.giuriag me & IV-D. My Pile contaias ample proof that
© I um entitled Yo such end show I ap fulfiling evsry regrirement ¢f the Sscilion

16 (g). Tho facts will show that I have.-hoon preforming as a full-time minister -

- for alrwst eight years arnd yey I have been donied my IV-D classii‘.«.ca‘?ion. The
._in;}ustloe I would be raceivirg 1s- the sene es apny other Pacogniued uulj crdained
" and rosulnr minltster that is prmchmg; as f *rocamon v:ould al fer ir ncv‘reco:wea

. ,n*w Ot"Lf’i“OIﬂSG‘f‘lOi“b"Oﬂ them IV-I')

‘fhe ;ollo«mg i3 o Lrief hiatory oi’ oy lorg caee. I an registered as R:.chard L{.

 Rawe., I regictered Ly 12, 1952 with Iocal Board No. 22, Wenntcheo, Washington.

My number is 45-22-34-133.. I was gont ry clasglfication (mestionesr Nov. 12 1952

- and returned it on Tov. 21, 1862. T f£illed out ,.,nries VI for ninisters and
© reqguested & IV-D because’ 1 started my full-time service as a ministor on Is.a,,r 1, 1952
‘Also I asked for & Conselentious Ubjsctor form.. This forn was filled out and

returned on Dec. 1, 1952. T have consolentious objections to bith combetent
&nd non-combatant s@rmca ‘end training beecause of rmy stabtus and dutics as -8

- full-tine ninister and because ay osuscisntious has Leen trained by e gtudy of
God's Viord. I alse returred with these forms docunentary proof that I ame

© . ministor. This document ia ontitled "Certificate For Pioneer" and is from the :

Tintehtower Bible and ract Scoicty.. It otates that I am a "duly ordeined minister

of Jahoveh's witresses” and that my "oustomary vocation” is the ninigtry. It
-futhor shows I was ordesined in a public oaremony on Sept. 20, 1842. 2lso that

I was "duly appoin‘ted on May 1, 1962 ne a 'pioneer' minister" and "authorized to =

prefornm the ordinery rites and émmnias...auch as marriapge cormony, the baptismal

coremony, the buriel cersmony, ete." and am therefors certified by a recognized
religious organizetion, ‘his should be cubstenial evidance that I am entitled

to a IV-D. Alcng with {his my file shows I ahve sn authorized territory assignment

. by the Viatchtower Society in which to preach,  algo that I serve as the Bible Study
“Servant, Theoorgtic Ministry School Servant, ?aﬂaeaginew'rerri‘bory Servent and as a -
, Congregation Book-Study Conducter, to the Ephm‘ta Congregation of Jehovah's witnesses.
thése gpppointments are by the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society. Puthermore 1

- have. on file with the local board a number of letters from other peopls .

gtating that they roooe;nizo me as a duly ordained minister and that that is my

" . woecation.
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State Director Of Selective Service
January 20, 1960; page .2 2

In'addati;on"to the above there is in my file & document from the Watchtower

"~ Bible and Traot Soclety dated September 30, 1957. It is entitled:"To Whom-It

Hay Conocern:" whioh testifies to the fact that I have a misgionary congregation
- of whioh 1 am the spiritual advisor and religious leader and that I have been

N - authorized as such by the Watchtowsr Bible and Tract Society.

. My file also contains several reports from the Justioe Dbpartzne’i;ﬁ ‘and ‘the
F.B. I. which show that I am continueing to serve as a full-time minigter and .

.. that several peopls interviewed stated that they view me as & ordained, full-time

’ minister and said that they felt. that I shodld be given a ministers classification. - |

The re,o:.:rd of my olassifications are as followss  On ’Deceﬁﬂ)ar 11;' 19562 .

I was classified I-0 by the lceal board, the following April 14, 1963 I was

granted a personal appearance which resulted 4n another I-0 from the local

" board. On June 1, 1953 the appeal .board classified me I-O. the 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 November 12, 1953 again classified me I-A. On the following personal o
- appearance it again classified me I-A on-January 7, 1954, After an investigation

by the F. B. I. the Appeal board classified me I-O on October 25, 1964. Again -

- the good offices of the Dirsctor of Selective Service took ‘an appeal to the

President which resulted in another I-A on Yarch 8, 1956. The local board

~ reopened and on July 14, 1965 classified me I-A, on the following personal -

- appearances it cdassified me I-A on Rovember 8, 1957 and December 5, 1957. -

“Another investigation by ths F. B. I. resulted in the appeal to the appeal
~ board. On Janusry 11, 1960 the appeal board again placed me in class I-0, -

In view of the above mentioned facts of this case I respectfully request R

- your intervention in this case. Will you please ocall in this file for raview

and eppeal to the Fational Belective Servics Appeal Board so that I may be =
finally classified according to my-vogation s~ minister? Please let me know

‘what mction is taken in this case.

‘_Sin’oere'ly,f L

Richard M. Rewe




‘NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

451 INDIANA AVENUE NORTHWEST
. ADDRESS REPLY TO
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. THE DIRECTOR OF SELECTIVE SERVICE

January 26, 1960

Mr. Richard M. Rawe
Box 443 v
Soep Leke, Washington
SS No. 45-22-34-183

Dear Mr. Rave:

This acknowledges your letter of Jenuary 20, 1960,
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 TNGOLD

Colonel, QMC
Chief, Menpower Division




WASHINGTON STATE HEADQUARTERS

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

WASHINGTON NATIONAL GUARD ARMORY
$.10TH AND vakiva DJIM/ fh e s
PLYING, ADDRESS:
TAcCOMA 5, WasHi NGTON THE STATE DIRECTOR OF SELECTIVE SERVICE

January 29, 1960 AND REFER To;
‘ 142,

o

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

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

Dear Sir:
S o 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

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,

— T i -

For the State Director,

/(Dﬁg.ﬁ%%ﬁWQ gy

Major, AGC
Chief, Manpower Division

¢cc: Local Board No. 22




SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

r o
Local Board No, 22
Chelan County Court House
Wenatchee, Washington

!_ (LOCAL BOARD STAMP) _]

March 9 3 1960 » IN REPLY, REFER TOz

2.

Mr. Richard Martin Rawe
Box Lh3

Soap Lake, Washington
Re: L5-22-31-183
Dear Mr. Rawe:
This local board has been advised by the State Director
of Selective Service, in a letber dated March 7, 1960, that an

appeal to The President has been taken by the Director of Selective
Service in accordance with your request. :

By Direction of the Iocal Board

Florence W. Allen
Clerk

cc State Director



Box 443
~ Soap lake, Washlngton o
Maroh 10, 1960 - E

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

»lbeaf brothc}'Covihvﬁdn

This is to k-ap you up on the davelopmants in my'case « On
Jen. 26, 1960 The Natiomal Headquarters for the Seleestive Service
"Syst-m.sent me .an acknowledgement of my Jan. 20, 1960 letter to them.
They said that thc 1ocal board would notify me of any change of status. -

_ On Jan. 29 1960 the State eadquarters replled to my letter
: o of Jan. 20, 1960 as follows: M"Desar sir: Upon recesipt of your letter
dated Jan. 20, 1960 requestlng that ths State Dirsctor appeal. you case to the

- Presidential Appeal Board, we gecured your Selective Service file from your local
“board for review. As you are wware, your cese has alrsady had the benefit of
-.consideratlon 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
vv»headquartcre who have reviewed your file that no new informstion has been.introduced
gince it was last considered by the Presidential Appeal Board. Consequently, it
~would appear that no useful purposs whuld be served by submitting it for their
_ consideration et this time.: There is no evidence in your record of demial of
“any right to which you are entitled under the Universal Military Training and
. Service Act, as emmended, or that your proeessing to date hes been defective in
. any manne:r. We regret that we do not find sufficient basis to sccede to your request. -
" Should your status change, ‘please submit the information to your local board for

their consldcrat1on. ***For the State Director David J+ Mansfield, Chlef "o

On March 9 1960 the local board sent me a lettnr sta*ing. " This .
ulocal ‘board ‘has been advised by the State Director of Selective 8ervice,
© in a letter dated March 7, 1960, that en mppeal to Fhe President has
. been taken by the Dlrector of Selective Service in accordance with your
'request. ****Ey'Dlrectlon of the Local Board, Florense Allen, Clerk."

If the Pre81dent1al Appeal Board's desioion is. not favorable IVtD

. wihet do you suggest as the next step of procoedure7 I have preformed
a burial ceremony and marriage oeremony‘that isn't on record as yet.
‘Also have hand bills on a large number of public talks and programs -
of circuit essemblies I have been used on where my neme appears. Could
this be used ag 'new evidence'? Would the fact that I'11 be 26 on May
,10 1960 hav re any ‘bearing on the case? Any'suggcstlona are appreciasted.

Your brother,
“Richard Rawe

-




LAW OFFICES
HAYDEN C. COVINGTON
124 COLUMBIA HEIGHTS
BROOKLYN 1, N.Y.

April 14, 1960

MAIN 5-1240

Mr. Richard Rawe

Box 443
Soap Lake, Washington

Dear Brother Rave:

I have at hand your letter of March 10, 1960, in
which you relate that the National Director has again
taken an appeal to the President in your behalf. This
is gratifying and I hope that it produces the desired
regults.

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. o

In event that you do not hear any further word
by May 15, 1960, and you are not subject to extended

- liabllity fhen you will have no further dealings with

the draft under the present regulations.

Your brother,

e A i T




.....

Box 443 © |
- .Soap lake, Washington
“April 18, 1980

- - Hayden Ce Covingtoh"‘ -
184 Columbia Heipghts -

© Brooklyn 1w Y.

Dear Brother Covington:vf’

Just receivod your Anrll 14 1960 latter today; 'I have never had

'.'Aa defered claasificatlon such as 4- ) 3~a or 1-8. Thc only olasaiflcationa "

s;>which I have hao were l-A and 1*0 which havo alwavs been on appgal
"1in some cases, ag when I reooived 1-A from the Pres:dentlal Appeal board
‘Tﬁhu oaae was reopened and oonseouently a ncw geries of appeals taken.

: To date I havo had no, futhsr word from the draft board but will

,}let vou knov 1mmedlatelj when 1 do.

Ybur brother,




MEMORANDUM TO JEHOVAR'S WITNESSES CONCERNED WITH THE DRAFT

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

Paragraph No. 2 of that memorandum prowdes
“(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 V-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 voeation, 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 hona fide
registrant as well as the Selective Service System.
The responsibility is upon you as a minister -of
Jehovah God 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 ploneer 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 fruth.
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 hoard.
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 descmptmn of the
secular work performed.

If you are asked whether you regularly teach and
preach the prmclples of religion and you are a regular
publisher or a pioneer, show that you do. G1ve the
amount of time spent pursuing all your mlmstenal
activities.

You may desire to deseribe the exact way in which
you spend your time in the ministry. Also, the loecal
hoard 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 Seriptural text;
(2) time in doing missionary work among your con-
gregation of laymen; (3) time ealling upon the spirit-
ually and physically sick ones of your congregation
of layman, as well as those associated ministers with
the local unit of Jehovah’s Witnesses; (4) time pre-
paring for the local unit’s eongregational meetings;
(5) time attending and officiating at the umit’s con-
gregational meetings; (6) time 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, such
as the marriage ceremony, the baptismal ceremony,
the burial ceremony, the Memorial, ete.

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

Call the local hoard’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 gues-
tions. Such congregation of laymen is your own
congregation.

Your conwregatmn is in your personal missionary
ferritory. It is not the local congregation of Jehovah’s
‘Witnesses of which you are a member and an as-
sociated missionary or minister. Your congregation
is the group of laymen living within your missionary
fleld or territory and with whom you conduct home
Bible studies, make back-calls, and regularly visit
from house to house in your missionary service. Ttem-
ize for the draft board time spent regularly in your
ministerial activities fo 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 hve in your congregation szek
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 should show




that they are members of your congregation and thqt
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 teach 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. con-
gregation 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 eonsume a part of your day.
Tt should, therefore, be econsidered 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 page.279_of the-bovk“Muke-Sure-of All
Things”. It.could be pointed out, further, that doctors
and lawyers-are-requived-to-studycontinaaty—and do

' research—wozk -in—order—to—keep—abreast—with the
progress_and _changes madein—medieine—and, law.
Likewise, ministers are required to keep up with the
fulfillment of Bible propheecies and the advancement
of the light of truth from God’s Word.

Sometimes the local boards ask the brothers ques-
tions such as this: How.many members are there in
the eongregation? In answering consider the material

on.page 208 of _“Make-Sure—o]—A—Tngs” Klter

Biving the Seriptural position of Jehovah’s Witnesses
as to membership rolls, point out the approximate
mumber of people comprising your lay congregation,
that is, those people who live in your missionary
territory. It would be the number-of people that you
preach to regularly in your Bible study work and back-
call worKk and those who, listen_to.you each time you
call upon fhem when in their neighborhood. Show
that many more people assoclate with your congre-
gation by attending your religious services.. Many
more people, therefore, receive direct benefif from
your servieces.

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 ome is yourself.
Perhaps you could give the Sceriptural 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
8 of the booklet Excerpts from Selective Service Reg-
wlations. Tell the draft board that you do not keep
records of each member. The important thing is that
you qualified Seripturally and according fo 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 guestion, you might explain that
Jehovab’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 conld 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 -itle of your position of
service within the local unit. Refer to your official
appointment letter as a servant, which may be in your
file. Refer to proof of your position as a pioneer with
the congregation.

Tndeavor 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 he recognized
as a teacher and preacher of religion and therefore
fully entitled to Class IV-D. v

‘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 commerecial 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 diseuss the con-

tents of the literature thoroughly there would be

little need for leaving the literature. Fowever, the
complexity of modern living makes the use of printed
sermons and systematic Bible study aids praectical.
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 info 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 Sociefy’s publica-
tions that the cost is so little to the receiver.



ArpEARANCE Brrore LocAL Boirps
AND HEsriNG 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 Watchtower of February 1, 1951, and
in chapters XIX and XX 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 conseience. The Scriptures clearly show
that a Christian will defend himself, his ministry and
those associated with him in the ministry, but such
defense is without carnal weapons. (John 18:710;
Math. 26+ 59; AT TIo4 PHI=T 7, 16; 2 Cor. 10: 8-5)
It is true that the Scnptural posmon 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
Pebruary 1, 1951, will aid you in espressing your
beliefs.

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

Sometimes the boards ask registrants, Jehovah’s
Witnesses, if the February 1, 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 God’s Word, the Bible. Of course, it could be
mentioned that the material eontained 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 authorized by Jehovah?’ That question is
commonly asked today. The Seriptural 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 ree-
ognize that the only war in which they participate
is described by the apostle Paul at Ephesians 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.
1:81, 82) Jesus said that his 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 his covenant relatlons}np
with Jebovah is far superior to any obligations arising
from human relationship. Much benefit will be demved
from keeping this material in mind when presenting
your case to the officials asking of you the extent of
your conscientious objections.—I1 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 unwﬂlmgness to use force? The basis is
the Christian’s conscience trained by God’s. Word,
the Bible. The desire to preach comes as a direct result
of such training. However, the unwillingness to use
foree has no direct applieation to the position of Je-
hovah’s Witnesses as conscientious objectors. A direct
and factual answer to the question, therefore, would
be: neither., The hasis for the conscientious objection
is not given in either answer suggested in the question.

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

 _ADDITIONAL EVIDENOE

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 hoard that it contact the
Society for verification of your active full-time status.
This 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 Iletter dis-

closing the registrant’s activity in the ministry as

shown by the eurrent 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 inecluded: (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 gqualified to mention. The statement should be dated.
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Also, see paragraph No. 1 on page 7 of the Procedure
Booklet.

Locsn Boarp Must PosT NOTICE OF ADVISOR

Section 1604.41 of the Selective Service Regulations
provides that each local board shall have an “advisor”
for ifs reglstrants Notice of such advisor must.be
posted in the local board’s office. Check the local
board’s bulletin hoard and see whether the name and
address of your advisor are listed. Do not ask the
clerk or local hoard members for the information.
Tiook 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. Liook for it.

Should the board fail to have a notice of the advisor
posted do not tell the board of that-fact. Liet the
board handle its own business. However, make a
notice-of the failure-to have the notice-posted and then
keep the note, containing the date and other pertinent
faets, 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 conseientious 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 cases where the conscientious objector claim
has heen accepted by the local board and where the
reglstrant 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- O) by the loeal board (2) or if your claim was in-
vestigated by the Departmen’c of Justice during an
appeal within the past six years and now your ease
is being sent to the appeal board for the second or
third time duie to a reopening of your classifieation,
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. '

Tn your appeal statement after you have requested
the appeal board to refer your conscientious objector
cla1m to the Department of Justice for investication

nd I'ecomendatan ask_1t to mail to yon. hefore 4t
classifies you, a copy of the Department’s report and

\ recommendation. Inform the appeal board THat you

need the copy of the report before it finally classifies

you, in order to correct any misu and fo
ﬂefend our claim against dama; m mor hearsay
. 71
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ev1&ence that may appear in the repcrtjnfgrm the
appeal board—that--yeu need at least ten days in
which to prepare and file a reply to the report, if

_such reply is found to be necessary. Emphasize that

this should be done before the appeal board finally
classﬁ_@_s_you, Ténce thereason for your request. ™
Every appeal statement to_an_appeal hoard, if the

case involves a eonscmntlous "m;gahclgyg should

cla,s_sﬁigatl n b} D v it
reguest time within which to file a re]gl_y to the repor’u

for the reasons outlined in the above paragraph. This
suggestion applies to every appeal in a case involving
a conscientious objector claim. It makes no difference
on this point whether the local board has aceepted 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 hoard,

Occasionally brothers are asked by officials whether
the Society provides advice on draft procedure. It

should he 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 recogmzed 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 hy 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. -

Havpex C. CoviNaTonN

124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, New York

General Counsel for
_ Jehovah’s Witnesses

July, 1954
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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-
vers in the Department of Justice have argued that one classed as a
conscientious objector by his local board may be denied that clas-
sifeation 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 siztute 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
beeri in such case an improper denial of a full and fair hearing of
the conscientious objector claim commanded by the statute and also
that the regulation to the contrary is invalid,

Section 6 (j) of the Universal Military Training and Service Act
reads:

“Upon the filing of such appeal, the appeal hoard shall tefer any
such claim to the Department of Justice for inquiry and hearing.
The Department of Justice, after appropriate inguiry, 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. Thé Department of Justice

shall, after such hearing, if the objections are found to be sustained, -

recommend to the appeal board that (1) if the abjector 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 recerd on appeal
from the local bhoard.”

Section 1622.14 of the Selective Service Regulations {32 C.F.R.
§ 1622,14) provides:

*'Class I-O: Conscientious Objector Available for Civillan Work
Contributing to the Maintenance of the National Health, Safety, or
Interest—(a) In Class I-O shall be placed every regisirant 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.

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

* ‘Religious training and bhelief 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 Iv-B
I-S Iv-C
II-A IV-D
I-Cc IvV-F
II-S V-A
I-D I-w
IoT-A I-cr

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
inguiry 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 the appeal board grants the I-O classification.

I
Sections 1626.25 and 1626.26 of the regulations

1626.25 and 1626.26) before June 17, 1952, provided:
£1626,25. Spetial Provisions When Appeal Involves Claim That

{32 C.F.R. §§

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-
sclentiously opposed to noncombatant training and service in the
armed force.s, the appeal board shaill first determine whether or
not such registrant is eligible for classification in a class lower than
glass. I-A-O. If the appeal board determines that such registrant
is elgglble for plassiﬁcation in a class lower than I-A-Q, it shall
classify the registrant in that class, If the appeal bhoard determines
that such registrant is not eligible for classification in a class lower
than Class I-A-0, but is eligible for classification in Class I-A-0, it
shall classify the registrant in that class. o

¥(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 Clas.s I-A-O, the appeal board shall transmit the entire file to
the United States Attorney for the judicial district in which the
ofﬁqe of the appeal board is located for the purpose of securing-an’
aclmspry 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 be 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-
ﬁcatlop 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) It 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
Attorngy for the judicial district in which the office of the appeal
boa.rd 1s 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 Local 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
s]_muld szot be clafsz}ﬁed in either Class I-A-O or Class I-O under the
circumstances set forth in subparagraphs (2) or (4) o ara;

(a) of this section.—[Emphasis added.%J @ @ of p greph

“(e) The Department of Justice shall thereupon make an inquiry
an_d h:old 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 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 noncombatant service, or (2) that if
the registrant is found fo be conscientiously dpposed 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. contributing 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 a_ppgal 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.—(d) The appeal board shall
classify the registrant, giving consideration to the various classes
in the same manner in which the local board gives comsideration
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 of 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 Stdtes v. Laier, 52 F,
Supp. 392 (N.D. Calif, S.D.); United States v. Fry, 203 F. 24 638



(2nd Cir.); Davis v. United States, 199 F. 2d 689 (6th Cir.); compare
Knox v. United States, 200 F. 2d 398 {9th Cir.).

Refusal of the conscientious cobjector status to a regisfrant sole}y
because he appeals on the ground that he is a minister is a plain
violation of the regulations and flouts the reguirements 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 11,
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 before the appeal board.

IT.

The denizal of an investigation and hearing in the Department of
Justice after June 17, 1952, pursuant to amended Regulation 16?6.25
{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 follows:

“§ 1626.25, Special provisions when eppeal 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 conscianifiousy” opposed "to participation in war in -

any form and by virtue thereof to be 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 transiit the enfire 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 {raining
and belief, to be conscientiously cpposed to partieipation 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 heard 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 2
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 opporfunity 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 inte the armed forces, he shall .

be assigned to noncembatant 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-dnterest,. If the Department -of. Justice -inds -

that the objections of the registrant are not sustained, it shall rec-
ommend to the appeal board that such objecticns 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
pound to follow, the recommendation of the Department of Justice.
The appeal board shall place in the Cover Sheet (SSS Form NNo,
101) of the registrant the lefter containing the recommendation of
the Department of Justice.

“5, (a) Subparagraph (1) of paragraph (b) of § 1628.4 of Part
1628, Physical Examination, is amended to read as follows:

“(1) Prepare an original and three copies of the Record of In-
duction (DD Form No. 47), by completing all of Section I except
jtem 2, and item 18 of Section II thereof, and send the original to
the medical advisor to the lccal board for completion of item 19 of
Section II 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 hoard 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 lacal 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 ¢f 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:

“§ 1630.4 Classification of volunteers. When a man files an Ap-
plication for Veluntary Induction (SSS Form No. 254) under the
provisions of § 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 II-A, Class II-C, or Class III-4;

“(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 § 1522.44 of this chapter he is found
-to_be physically, mentally, or morally unfit.”
Harry S. TRUMAN
Tae WaITE 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 1848 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, 1848, 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 1840 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 under' the 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 cn September 12, 1940, shows there
was an original plan to refer the conscientious objector cases by

the local hoard 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 fillng of such appeal, the appeal board is directed
forthwith to refer the matter to the Department of Justice for
2n 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 14, 1940;- states - under “Conscientious OYjectors™:—“After
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 good
fzita of his objections,—See pages 17-18, House Report No. 2847,
76th Congress, Third Session, September 14, 1940, :

Senate Report No, 2002, on Senate Bill 4164, dated August 5,
1948, provided as follows; “The measure is fair both to a person
holding conscientious seruples against war and to the Nation of
which he is a part, It provides for inguiry 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
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

“Con-=

.



must be referred to the Department of Jusfice 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 Depariment's 1pvest1gatxon
and hearing. . . . " (Emphasis added,)——See Selective Service
System, Conscientious Objection, Special quograph 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 fo 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
depariment 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 conscienticus 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 ‘flbout '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 novo
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 faken. 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 consm’entwus ObJ.echI‘S, in~
cluding procedure on appeal. The sentence in that section of the
act, reading “Any person claiming exemptlgn from cpmbatant
training and service because of such conscientious cobjections shall
if such claim is not ststained 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 f.he rigl}t to take an
appeal like all other registrants. The conscientious ob;g.ctor is x}ot
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
quated, namely, “Upon the filing of such appeal, the' appea{. boqrd
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 _claun to
the Department of Justice, If Congress intended to limit ‘“‘such
claim” it would have said so. The proper interprefation 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 1848 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 r.eglstrant
had theretofore never been classified. Sectlon 1626.26 provides t}}at
“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.”

Sinee Congress knew that the conscientious objector status should
be considered de nmovo 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 vth‘e
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 cong¢lusion 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 hoard
so far as classification is concerned, Congress was after the facts
on claims invelving conscientious cbjectors. 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 conscientions 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 consclentious objector claim by the loecal
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-
irant 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 hoard denied the clabm 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 diseriminate between two classes
of registrants when they appear before the appeal board. Congress
cerfainly intended to give the conscientious objector found by the
local board to he entitled to the classification at least the same

rights before the appeal board as the one denied such status by the
local board.

jon

It seems thai 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 hoard 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 corrohorating 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 dental of pracedural 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 conscienticus 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 Fhe history of tHe varisus
bills that were proposed to Congress, The ariginal (1940) Burke-
Wadsworth BEill 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 heoard, 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 cbjected 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 clalms 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 infended 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 commitiees of Congress in 1940, it
would also indicate that Congress intended that there should be an
investigation where the appeal board questioned the eclaim. In
other words, if Congress intended an investigation if the local
board denied the c¢laim, 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 reguire 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 fo 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 inguiry 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 submitied that a proper interpretation of the act
malkes invalid any departmental inferpretation 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
fimal: report- by the. Departiment of Justice on. the canscientious 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 zct. 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, m}xst 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 ownm burden by new theories
that attempt to stretch the law out of ifs proper shape,

Cox v, Wedemeyer, 192 F, 2d 972 (9th Cir.), is In point and supports
cur position here, In the Cox case, the registrant was classified in
I-A-O. The local board found him to be a conscientious objector
w_xlling to do noncombatant service. He appealed, The appeal board
did not refer ihe case to the Department of Justice because he was
seeking a ministerial exemption on appeal and not the conscientious
qu ector 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 when he
appeals from a I-A (full military service classification) and from a
I-A-Q {partial conscientious objector classification).

Respectfully submitted,

Haypen C, CoviNGTON N
© General Counsel for Jehovah's ™
' Witnesses .
124 Columbia Heights
Brookiyn 1, New York °
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MEMORANDUM TO ATTORNEYS
CONCERNING OMISSION OF HEARING OFFICER'S REPORT

Before long the 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 18, 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 consecientious objector cases.

Seetion 6(j) of the act (50 U. S. C. App. § 456(j), 65 Stat. 88) provides for the reference of
conscientious objector cases to the Department of Justiee for an investigation, advisory hearing
and 2 vecommendation about the general nature and character of the conscientious objector
claim made. '

Before June 18, 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) (32 C. F. R. [1951 Rev.]).) This regulation was mandatory.
Tailure to include the report of the hearing officer, along with the recommendation of the De-
partment of Justice, was 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 la.
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 18, 1952, changed the regu-
lations. This was by Executive Order No. 10,363, Vol. 17, F. k. 119, June 18, 1952. This amend-
ment to the regulations discontinued the practice of ineluding 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 “recommendation of the Department of Justice.”

T am convineed 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 case involving the I-A-O or
T-A classification given by the appeal board, thereby-denying the full conseientious objector sta- -
tus, is to check the draft board file. Make sure the hearing officer’s veport is not included. You
can be certain that it is not included in cases where the recommendation was made after June
18, 1952. Then where you find such omission you will have clear and unguestionable grounds for
a motion for judgment of acquittal. : ' . '

The grounds of the motion should be: (1) The Department of Justice and the appeal hoard
denied the defendant procedural due process of law, contrary to Section 6(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 forwarded to the Department of Justice in Washington, D.C.,
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)
Fxecutive Order No. 10,363, Vol. 17, F. R. 119, June 18, 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 C. F. R.1626.25(c), which was in ef-
foct 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 2 sure basis for this motion all you will need is the opinion in Sterret? v. United States,
9th Cir.,, 216 F. 2d 659. In that case an innovation gimilar to this one was introduced by the
same Esxecutive Order but it was declared To Do invalid. Tn 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 I-O 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.

Tn 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 persnasive weight. Billings v. Truesdell, 321
U. S. 542, 552 ; United States v. Alabama Railroad, Co., 142 U. 5. 615, 621; Lauchen-
bach 8S. Co. v. United States, 280 U. 8. 178, 181; Louisville & N. R. Co. v. U. S., 282
T. 8. 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.

“Phere 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 Aet and long continued without sub-
stantial change will be deemed to have received Congressional approval. Tt has been
said that in similar cases the Regulations have the effect of law. H elvering v. Winmall,
505 U. S. 79, 83; United States v. Zazove, 334 U. 8. 602, 623 ; Hartley v. Commissioner,
295 U. 8. 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 case. 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 nnauthorized 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 Cir., 215 F. 2d 782; pending on petition for certiorari, No. 390,
October Term, 1954; Fomlinson v. United States, 9th Cir., 216 F. 2d 12; pending on petition
for certiorari, No. 891, 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.

Tf you have a case where this point is involved please let me know what the results are. Tam
glad to be of assistance to you at any time.

Sincerely,

Haypen C. CoviNegTON

"@General Counsel for
February, 1955. Jehovah's Witnesses
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BROOKLYN 1, N. Y.

MAIN 5-1240

VENUE MEMORANDUM FOR JEHOVAH’S WITNESSES

Are you facing prosecution for failing fo perform civilian work at a hospital? If you ave,
then the first thing for you to find out is whether the hospital is located in the same federal
court district where your local board is sitnated. 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
ohviously it is located in a different distriet. Should the hospifal be located in the same state
where the board is, then you will have to telephone the clerk of the local hoard and the elerk of
the United States District Court where your loeal 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 distriet the hospital is in.

A motion to dismiss the prosecution for want of jurisdietion and venue should be made
immediately upon your diseovery of such difference in the districts where the board and
hospital are located. You will 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 distriet eourts have held that the place of prosecution must be the place where the local
hoard 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 hefore
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-
dietion because of a lack of venue for the offensc charged. :

The moment you learn of the difference in the distriets 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. T+ is hoped that this will help your lawyer assist the
court in determining whether proper venue exists in your case.

Sinecerely, : -

Havpen C. CoviNegTON.

General Counsel for
Jehovah's Witnesses

" February, 1956
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MEMORANDUM CONCERNING CITIZENSHIP APPLICATIONS

Dear Brother:

Vour letter of recent date asking about your rights to obtain United States citizenship
has been considered.

Vou 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 “MeCarran Act” went into effect. It had new pro-
visions for the naturalization oath. Its restrictive and difficalt 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 serviee 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,
which _is usually in a state mental institution. The requirements of the Aet 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 o 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”, 24
edition, especially pages 236 and 237, ‘and The Watchtower of February 1, 1951, at pages 70,
77 and 78 (paragraphs 12 to 14 in partieular).

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 heing a doctor or a lawyer, holding public office, voting, operating a taxi or
gimilar business that 1'e%g‘i§§s‘a license from the state.

Tt 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.

Tt 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 eitizenship, 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.

T gincerely hope that the above information will be of some aid to you in solving
your problem.

Your brother,
Havpew C. CovINGTON
General Counsel for

Jehovah's Witnesses
Maxreh, 1956.
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SPECIAL VENUE MEMORAWNDUR

The Supreme Court of the United States on May 21, 1956, in Johnston v. Unit-

ed States, 76 S. Ct. 789, held that a registrant who reports at the local hoard to inform

ihe board..of his.intention not to do hospital work-places himself in a position so he

can be prosecuted in the district where the hospital is located. This is usually very far
away from the place where the hoard 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 he will be prosecuted at a far-distant place, which will be very
much more burdensome and expensive for him.

Some local hoards are following the poliey of ordering persons to do hospital
wwork 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.

Tn order to avoid getting into this frap of having to stand trial in some strange
and distant place it is necessary that the registrant classified as I-O, upon receipt of
the final order to report for hospital work, should not report to the loeal 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 cases in the federal distriet courts so as to establish their
— legal rights to the ministerial exemption in defense to a prosecution for failure to do
civilian work. Tt does not apply to anyone who intends to go to a hospital and per-
form civilian work.

Sincerely,

Havypen C. CoviNgToN

General Counsel for
Jehovak’s Witnesses

November, 1956.




MEMORANDUM CONTAINING POINIS FOR, AND ARGUMENT SUPPORTING, MOTION FOR JUDG-
MENT OF ACQUITTAL WHERE DEFENDANT HAS BEEN ORDERED TO
DO CIVILIAN WORK IN LIEU OF INDUCTION

Po Attorneys Representing Jehoval’s Witnesses:

Many prosecutions under the draft law now involve refusal
to perform civilian work. This work is ordered to be.dong as
an alternate service and is a substitute for induction into
the armed forces. In 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 stm%ied
to determine whether any procedural rights have been f}[emed.
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 2 full-time minister and
the board has denied that exemption without basis in fact.
Did the board refuse to reopen the classification if and w!nen
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.

VWhatever grounds that are relied npon should be specified
in 2 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 ecase 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
STATH HOSPITAL AND SECTIONS 16601 AND 1660.20
OF THE SELECTIVE SERVICE REGULATIONS ARE IN
CONFLICT WITH THE ACT, BECAUSE THE WORX IS
NOT NATIONAL OR FEDERAL WOREK AS REQUIRED
BY THE TUNIVERSAL MILITARY TRAINING AND

SERVICE ACT.

Section 1660.1 of the Selective Service Regulations reads
as follows:
“1660.1 Definition of dppropriate 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 lien of induction into the
armed forces by registrants who have been classified in
Class I-O shall be limited to the following:

#(1) Bmployment 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) FEmployment by a nonprofit organization, as-
sociation, or corporation which is primarily engaged
ecither in a charitable activity conducted for the benefit
of the generzl 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 Heu of induction into the armed
forces by registrants who have been classified in Class

R I_O.l’

Section 456(j) of the Universal Military Training and
Service Act (50 U.S.C. App. §456(3), 65 Stat. 88, approved
June 19, 1951) provides:

« .. (2) if the objector is found to be conscientiously
opposed to participation in such noncombatant service,
he shall in lien of such induction, be ordered by his local
beard, 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 mainfenance of the national health, safety, or
interest as the local board may deem appropriate. . . .”

The key word here is “npational,” as distinguished from
state, city or county.

The word ‘“national” has a very important and definite
connotation in federal jurisprudence. A reading of the index
to the United States Code Annotated shows page after page
with references to laws relating to national organizations and
laws. Therg are “national” parks as distinguished from “state”
P‘Mk! “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 distinetive federal meaning.—See Words
and Phrases, Volume 28, at pages 21-25.

The word “national” is defined in Volume 65 of Corpus Juris
Secu_ndum, .at pages 38-89. There it is stated that the word -
“natlona}” 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.”—85 O, J. 8.
38-39. ) )

Bouvier's Law Dictionory, Baldwin's Century Edition
(Cleveland, Banks-Baldwin Liaw Publishing Company, 1940),
defines “naf;ional" 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. ».), or national banking
association.” :

Webster's New 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
gngit:e},i people or state (a nation in sense (4)) . .. as, national

ebt. .

.. Under “Crimes,” 18 U.S.C. A., Section 709, at page 75,
it appears that the use of the word *national” is prohibited for
all except the federal government. It is a crime to use the word
“national”-as part of the business or firm name, ete,, except as
permitted by the laws of the United States. In the 1954 Pocket
Parts of 18 U. 8. C. A., Section 709, the section is extended to
National Housing or Public Housing 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 no? entitled, by reason of the inhibitions of former section 533
of Title 12, to use the word “national” in its title. (See 32
Op. Att’y Gen. 478 (1921).) Byers v. United States, C. A.
Kansas 1949, 175 F. 2d 654, cert. denied 70 8. Ct. 188, 338 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 the United
States. :

The word “national” camnot 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 Benk v. First State Bank
Tex. Com. App. 1927, 201 S. W. 206. !

In the case where a registrant is ordered to work for the
state or a state hospital, this is not a mational or federal in-
‘Stltll"l’.lon. It is, on the contrary, a state institution and not
‘national” or “federal” work. The work does not pertain to
the “pational” interest or welfare. It relates exclusively to
“_1ocal” 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 faver of the rights of one indicted thereunder.
(Harrison v. Vose, 50 U. S. 872, 378) It has been said that a
sens_ible construction should bhe 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. Kirby, 7 Wall. 482, 486-
487; United States v. American Trucking Ass'n, 810 U.S.



s statute is susceptible of two construc:cions “_by
gﬁi )ogvx?}fgceh agratve and doubiful constit\}tional questlpns arise
and by the other of which such guestlons are avoided, our
duty is to adopt the latter.” ( United States v. Delaware &
Hudson Co., 213 U. S. 366, 408) The argument of the Govern-
ment requires the court to pl?.ce an um‘.';easonable ponstruc‘aon
upon the act. Additionally it raises “a .sut;'::essmn _of con-
stitutional doubts as to such interpretation. -—Harriman V.
Interstate Commerce Comm'n, 211 U. 8. 407, 422,

If the statute is not interpretef{ in such a way as to afford
the defendant the right to ma‘ke this defense t}nen grave doubts
arise as to the constitutionality of the presgnbed forcgd labor
procedure. To avoid such consequences, the interpretation here
suggested should be accepted. )

The final order to perform the work at the state hosmga.l
and Sections 16601 and 1660.20 of the Selective ._Servlce
Regulations, authorizing such order, are in conflict with the
statute. They are, therefore, void. It is submitted tl_]a’c a motion
for judgment of acquittal should he granted for this reason.

POINT TWO .
THE ACT, AS CONSTRUED AND APPLIED BY THI
REGULATIONS AND THE ORDER, CALLS FOR A
PRIVATE NONFEDERAT: LABOR DRAFT FOR THE

PERFORMANCE OF SERVICES THAT ARE NOT
BXCEPTIONAT—OR—REDATED- TO ETHEE—NATIONAL -~

DEFENSE, IN VIOLATION OF THE THIRTEENTH
AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED STATES
i CONSTITUTION.

The act, as construed and applied, calls for a labor draft
for private or nonfederal purposes. 'I‘_hls complaint is ennrgly
outside the, field of unlimited authority of angress to raise
and maintain an army or provide for alternative service of 2
civilian nature. The defendant agrees that an examination of
the law on this subject will reveal that the 'J..‘lglrteenth .é_unend—
ment is no ban on the performan.c.e of military service. It
also does not prohibit alternate civilian Work' for the AGoveru—
ment or work for a federal agency, as in taking over industry
by the Government, or work under control of the federal
system. .

ATl of the cases where the subject of the performance of
civilian work ordered to be dome by d}'aft boards has been
determined by the courts are mot in point here; such do not
control here. The cases have been considered under the
Thirteenth Amendment as related to work done for t_he National
Director of Selective Service in civilian ppbhc service camps—
federal agencies. Such camps were not private camps but were
federal. (See United States v. Brooks, 54 F.FSupp. 995
(S.D.N. Y.), affirmed Brooks v. United States, 147 K. 2d 134,
cert. denied 224 U.S. 878; Weightmaen v. United States, 142
F. 2d 188 (1st Cir.); Zucker V. Osborne, 54 H. Supp. 984
(D.C. W.D.N.Y.) ; Hopper 7. Um?ed States, 142 T 21_1 181
(9th Cir.).) None of these cases involved orders placing a
conscientious objector in nonfederal emplo;;' or in the employ
of private persons. It is seen that there exists here an obvious
. distinction_between the orders. under. fttlxe present law and t_he
work required under the 1940 Act. Thl§ is a real and substantial
distinetion. It is nmot one without a difference.

Tt must be admitted that there is mo constitutional right
of exemption from any kind of WO]‘:‘k that is within the
discretion of Congress and the President -to order a con-
seientious objector to perform. The defendant does not argue
that a conscripted conscientious objector ha.s a greater c}mlce
of work to perform than a person conscripted fqr ordinary
military service. He does not. They are both on the same leyel.
Neither may set his clhoice of service up against the discretion
of the President acting under & proper law of Gongrpss. 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 .th?.t 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 cqnscmpt labor for a
private employer or for a nonfederal project. I1} ot.her 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 emphasize this point to the court is to
make an analogy. It will be conceded that men can bc.drafted
to perform military service, not\vithstand111g‘the Th1§'teenth
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 complex guestions 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 authorize 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 servitude is 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 184 (24 Cir.), cert. denied
324 U.RS. 878; Weightman v. United States, 142 F. 2d 188
(1st Cir.) ; Hopper v. United States, 142 T. 2d 181 (9th Cir.) ;
Zucher ¥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. Tt counld 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 religions 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 Fershey, the
Director of Selective Service. The religious camp directors of
the different religious camps were acting as agents of General
Hershey. 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 cousideration 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 Cases (Arver v. United States),
245 U. 8. 366, Chief Justice Wkite (at page 390) held, without

discussion, that compulsory military service did not violate the
Thirteenth Amendment.

Angelus v. Sullivan, 248 F. 54 (éu-‘—hfd 3 ) held tilat;cﬂe i917 o

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 184) The same holdings were

made in Weightman v. United Staies, 142 . 2d 188 (Ist Cir.), -

and in Heflin. v. Sanford, 142 I, 2d 798 (5th-Cir.).

In United States v. Brooks, 54 F. Supp. 997 (8.D.N. Y.),
the Thirteenth Amendment argument was based “on the treat-
ment by the defendant of the provisions for work of mnational
importance as completely severed and independent from the
comprehensive mobilization contemplated by the Selective Train-
ing aund Service Aet.” 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 recogpition of comscientious
objectors. Defendant seemed to make the argument that the
conscientious objector was singled out and diseriminated
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 civilan 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 S’ca‘ges or of
its military establishment. It is sufficient that in the Judgme_nt
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 Staies, 147 .
2d 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. gisrggargied the
appellant’s conscientious scruples against parhclpgtmg in sqch
service and conscripted him for any military service for }vhlch
he was mextally and physically fit. . . . Congress could in the
exercise of its incidental power do whatever was reasonably
necessary and appropriate to raise and maintal_n armed forces
provided that those who were given exemppon _from such
service be required to perform such work of national importance
as they +were able to perform under reasonal'ﬂe rules and
regulations. There are many good reasons which may ha}ve
let Congress so to provide but it is eoough that s.uch 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 F. 2d 188 (Ist Cir.),
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 wgrk and the
low pay, described as slavery and imprisonment in the. con-
scientious objector camps, were questioned. The c:ourt rejegted
all arguments. The court, among other things, said: “Possﬂgly
the system established ‘may be condemned by some as ‘unwise
or illiberal or unfair’ (Cardozo, J., concurring in Hamilton v.
Regents, 203 U. 8. 245, 266, 55 8. 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 hy
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.’ Hiyoshi Hirabayashi v. United Staies,
320 U.S. 81, 93, 63 8. Ct. 1375, 87 L. Ed. 1774. Under the
circumstances we do not believe that the action taken with
respect to conscientious objectors has exceeded con_stitutional
bounds, In accord see Hopper V. United States, § Cir,, 142 I,
2d 181; United States v. Van Den Berg, 7 Cir, 139 F. 2d
654, and cases cited.”—Page 192.

In Hopper V. United States, 142 B. 24 181 (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 assighment 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. Mroz, Tth Cir,, 136 F. 2d 221."—Page 656.

Exzceptional service such as labor in the federal maritime
service or the Navy 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.S8. 275, 282-283, 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 respeet 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 Jmow 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. 8., 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, whkich are not forbidden by
the Thirteenth Amendment. (Butler v. Perry, 240 TU.S. 328,
333) The Court said: “The great purpose in view was liberty
under the protection of effective government, not the destruetion
of the latter by depriving it of essential powers. Slaughter
House Uases, 16 Wall. 36, 69, 71, 72; Plessy v. Ferguson, 163
U.8. 537, 542; Robertson v. Baldwin, 165 T.S. 275, 282;
Clyatt v. United States, 197 U.S. 207; Bailey v. Alabama,
219 U. S, 219"

A case similar in its holding is Plessy v. Ferguson, 163
TU. 3. 587, That case involved a Louisiana law that provided
for separate but equal accommodation for both black and
white passengers traveling or 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 TU. 8.
1, 13, stated that the criminal sanctions of the Communicatons
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 gquestion. Thus it
is a guestion whether it is void as construed and applied.

A New York statute making it 2 crime for a landlord not
to provide usual apartment house services on an egual basis
to all tenants did not violate the Thirteenth Amendment. (See
Marcus Brown Holding Company, Inc. v, Feldman, 256 U. 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 ke 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 mnot violate the
Thirteenth Amendment. The statute was sustained because it
did not make it a crime to quit a job-—3836 U. 8., 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 foreed
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.

7

What is done by the Congress here is identical to that which
was done by the state governments and condemned in the
Deonage 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 onr the King Ranch 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 he thus drafted for compulsory
labor without a violation of the Thirteenth Amendment, then
the President also viclates 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 1860.1 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 A.mendment, if,s
background and the earlier decisions under it appears in
Pollock 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 fo
render service guilty of 2 misdemeauncr. 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. (822 U.S., at page 8) The Thirteenth Amendment,
_without a special act, has teeth against an act of Congre‘ss.
(See Hurd v. Hodge, 834 U. 8. 24, at pages 31-32.) Mr. Justice
TJackson 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
Tnited States. Forced labor in some special circumstances may
be consistent with the general basis system of free labor. For
example, forced labor has hbeen sustained as a means  of
punishing crime, and there are duties such as woyk' on high-
ways which society may compel.”—Pollock v. Williems, 322
U. 8., at pages 17-18.

In the Slaughter House Uases, 16 Wall. 38, the Court held
that the Thirteenth Amendment was not limited to protection
of the Negro or to a prohibition of slavery.—See 16 Wall,, at
pages 69, T1-72. i ‘

The other peonage cases, like Pollock v, Williams, 322 U. S.
4, lay down the rule that there can be no indirect violation of
the Thirteenth Amendment. Oriminal 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. 3issouri, 4 Wall
277, 825; 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 Teylor v. Georgia, 315 U.S. 25) with Pollock v.
Wilkiams, 322 U. S. 4.

Hodges v. United States, 203 U. 8. 1, involved an indictment
seeking enforcement of the criminal sanctions eclause of the
Civil Rights 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 malke
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 caunse of
the Amendment swas the emancipation of the colored race, yet
it is not an attempt to commit that race te the care of the
Nation. It is the denunciation of a condition and not a dec-
Jaration 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 unconstitutionzl, 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 ORDER, IS UNCONSTITU-
TIONAL BECAUSE IT DEPRIVES THE DEFENDANT
OF DUR 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 Asiterican Jurispru-

dence on “Constitutional Iaw,” 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 atigined.”’—Emphasis added.

The Court's attention is called to the case of Ex parte
Mitsuye Hndo, 323 T.S. 283. This case held habeas corpus
proper to secure the release of a concededly loyal citizen who
was being illegally detained by the War Relocation Authority
under presidential executive power. The Supreme Court,
speaking through™ Justice Douglas, dfter 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 detentiom, which
had no relation to that objective, is unauthorized. The force
of the reasoning in that case falls upon this case here hefore
the Court. )

It is to be noted that the Supreme Court of the United
States as early as Bx parte Milligan, 4 Wall. 2, 120-121, has
held that the Xifth Amendment is a valid bar against the
improper exercise of the war power. The Afilligan case involved
the release on habeas corpus of 2 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 Cuwmmins v. IMissouri, 4 Wall. 277, at page 325.

YWhile 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 Nederal Constitution.—See
Highland v. Russell Car & Plow Co., 279 U. S. 253, at pages
261 and 262. :

A, Belective Service case deemed worthy of mention on
this question is United States v. Hmery, (24 Cir. 1948) 168
F. 24 454. The prosecution 'was under the 1940 -Act for 4
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. Qut 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 info 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 TFifth
Amendments had not been violated. The court at 168 F. 24
454, page 456, said: “* * * The conscientious objector canuot
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 guestioned, Had ‘it been without his consent the case would
have been different. Alse the peoints on forced labor were not

- presented in that case, as they have been herve, -which distin-
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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 mot 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 reguesting it. A reason for its being promptly
supplied should be stated, as it is meeded 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.

Haypexw C. CoviNcTON
Attorney ot Law
124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, New York
May, 1854, .
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—— ——...—istrant_should examine it. The registrant will note that

. change the procedure to he followed by registrants as

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

" well. This memorandum will take up the deparjmental

—~procedure from 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. ’ _ :
S 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 FBIL
agents make. an investigation. This is followed by 2
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. ' S

" Upon receipt of the summary of the FBI report the reg-

1o names and addresses of informants are included. If
there is any false information given by an unknown in-
former it will be impossible for the registrant to kmow
who the person was or even whether the informant had
the knowledge of what he is reported to have said. There
is no way to_determine whether the infprmation is-oui-
right-false. There i§ no means of checking this informa-
tion. © o oo

Tmmedistely upon receiving this summary the regis-
irant should write a letier to the hearing officer. Several
copies of this letter should be prepared. A copy should
be mailed to the local board to be placed in the draft
Foard 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 TBI investigative report itself. He should state
in his letter that he needs the secret report to gompare
with the summary to dejgrmine whether the summary ig
fair and acourate. He should also add in his lefter that
he desites to identify the source of the information 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
fhe entire FBI rgport so that he can prepare a, full and
complete answer to the entire FBI report.

The registrant should stafe To the hearing officer, in
this letter, that he wants to make a copy of the entire re-
port so that the entire repart can he put i%_ih&d&ft
board file and forwarded to the appeal board for the

'add that if he is not permitted to make a

reason that the appeal board is entitled to all the favor-
able as-well as the unfavorable evidence. He should then

copy of the
complete FBI report then he desires that the hearing
officer and the Department of Justice both see to it that
Ehe e:ntirﬁ E‘B% rep};)rt not only be supplied to him at the
earing but also that it be geni.to the a peal board._to-
gefher—with the final re?é‘lﬁggndation gf e Depart-
nent of Justice. ' C
In conclusion in this letter the registrant should state
{,lhat.he d(f)I?lS ot want to call the informers before the
caring officer .or cross-examine them. He should add
that he does not »desﬁﬁgiﬁhe’%}i)ceedings. He can
say that all he wants is fo have an opportunity to answer
and also to Qiave the favorable evidence brought to the
attention of the appeal hoard and to make use of th
favorable evidence at his hearing before the ‘hearing
Summary of FBI Report Received from Hearing Officer
Tpon 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 lefter
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 aue of the
copies of the summary fo the local hoard and request that
it be forwarded to the appeal board. e should put
another copy with his letter to the hearing officer and
request that this copy.be included in the dyaft hoard.
file senf to the appeal-board along_with_the final_rec-
ommendatipn of the Department of Justice. He should
state that the copy enclosed is idenfical 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. T o
 The registrant should then take up the swmmary

‘of the FBI report and deal with each sentence of the.ad-

verse_maferial appearing in the summary of the FBIL
report. The registrant should explain, answer or contra-
diet, whichever the case may be, each sentence of the un-
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 copies of this angwer or
comment upon the adverse evidence should be made. One
extra copy of the answer or comment upon this unfayor-
able evidence should be forwarded-to the Department of
Jugtice with the letter to the hearing officer, along wi
that it be sent fo the appeal hoard to be inz

‘a request
cluded In the registrant’s file along with the final recom-

mendation of the Department of Justice.

Ty this letter to the Department of.Justice hearing’
officer the Department of Justice should be requested to "
include the hearing officer’s report in the draft board
file and forward it to.the appeal boar hat it ¢
com with the final recommendation of the Depart-

menf of Justice and considered along with the other
papers in the file.
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‘ the lagal_board to be.filed with t S.

P o, -

- 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. If the gnm-
mary comes from the appeal board.the answer_should
be directed to the appeal hoard. If the summary of the
recommendation comes from the Department of Justice
then the answer shoul ent af st
unless you-are advised to write your answerto the appeal
board. In any event, wherever the registrant is told to
write his reply to, he should comply with the i e
tions, but, also, he shoul ig lef

. Bach senfence of the adverse recommendation should
be'dealt with separately. Bach sentence should be quoted
in the answer-and then explained or denied. Full angwers
should be made on each sentence of the adverse or un-
fayorable recommendation. Any references to reports by
informants should be answered. Any unfayorable argy-
ments or couglusions of the ﬁepartment of Justice
should be ar, fully in the answer of the registrant.
" Inthe event the récomraendation refers to inforgayts’

. unfavorable evidence, then the .informants’ evidence

should_he challenged. The registrant should stafe that
he has no opportunity to defend against the evidence
given by the unknown iriformants because he has no way
of sayg}:o whether the persons_are known 1o him_or
know tlie facts stated against him, because he has no way
of knowing the names of the persons, or their addresses.

--—A-statement-should-be-madein-the-letter-that-it-isneces—

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 request again that he be supplied the enfire

FBE report so that he can profect hiwself and His rights
under the law. . T~

. The registrant should also complain to the appeal
board or the Department of Justice, whichever thé case
may be, about the recommendation’s heing hased on thé
secret FBI investigative report and complain that it is
not ineluded in the file. Both the Department of Justice

-and the appeal board should be requested to include.all

the FBI report‘in the file sq_thaf all the evidence—for
the benefit-ofthe 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 heecome 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 may be, should be informed that the hear-
ing officer of thEl_D

state.that a copy of the written doeument is being-en—
closed with the letter to the appeal board or the Depart-

epartment of Justice gave fhe regis- |-
trant a summary.of the unfavorable.evidence. He shogld | . -~

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 symmary will be considered by the
appgal hoard. o o : Co

_In the conclusion of the letter answering the unfavor-
able recommendation the registrant should complain

fair hearing-in the appeal board by not being supplied
the setret EBI investigative report. The registrant can
say that the Departinent of Justice used it'in making its
recomniendation-and based its recommendation upon:the
secret investigative report, but did mot- give the regis-
trant the report,”and that the supplying-of the meager
summary by the Department of Justice through the
hearing officer was entirely.inadequate to egahle_the
registrant to protect his Tighls and to defend-himself
before the appeal board: The appeal board should be re-
quested 1ot to take any action unless and until the en-
tire FBI report is supplied to the registrant and the
regisfrant has an opportunity to consider and answer
it before th . . ifs | isi

. The registrant in this letter should also coumiplain
about the failure of the Department of Justice to in-
clude the xeport of the hearing officer in_the draft baard
file. e should state that the report should accompany
the recommendation of the Department of Justice.

-. This letter of argument and request directed fo_the

appeal board should be mail e

0 0 S . s plaw >
registrant is infor ; 15 angwer to.the recom-
mendation. It may be directly to the appeal board. Tt

about being tried behind his back and being denied a °

-

may be to the Departiient 6f Juitive oF it umy bewent
by the registrant to the local hoard (acting as agent for
the appeal board). The registrant should keep a copy of
his letfer in answer to the recommendation. ealould
make sure that he keeps.a.copy of the unfavorable recom-
mendation or the recommendafjon itself, whicleyer—one
is senf to him. He should also preserve the summary of
the unfayorable evidence appearing in the FBI report
senf to him by the hearing officer.

Conélusion . : )

Please keep me informed of the developments in your
case. Follow the procedure outlined in the hooklet “Pro-
cedure of Jehovah’s Witnesses Under Selective Service.”
If you do not have a copy of this hooklet you can obtain
it by writing to this office and making a contribution of
ten cents {o the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society,
Ine., to cover the printing cost: - S

Haypex C. CovivaTon

124 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn 1, New York

General Counsel for
i . . Jehovak’s Witnesses

vApn"l,";l94,55.~ .




ADDENDUM NO. I TO INSTRUCTIONS TO BEARING OFFICERS APPOINTED
PURSUANT TO THE UNIVERSAL MILITARY TRATNING AND SERVICE ACT

- e em e o o e m =

NOTICE OF HEARTING AND INSTRUCTIONS TO REGISTRANTS WHOSE CLAIMS
FOR EXEMPTION AS CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS HAVE BEEN APPEATED

1. Pursuant to the provisions of section 6(j) of the Universal
Military Training and Service Act (P.L. 51, 82nd Cong., lst Sesgsion;
50 USC App. 466(J), hereinafter referred to as the Act, and section
1626.25 of the Selective Service Regulabions, the Department of
Justice will make an inguiry 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
-

nbdeus—objector claim. | Consideration of ministerial

Ccleims and all other claims is within the exclusive jurisdiction of

of the consci

the Selective Service System. g

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 ipcumbent upon the registrant to estgblish that he

is entitled to the conscientious objector classification he claims.




The %egistrant has a right to appear at the hearing and make a
full and complete presentation of his claim. The registrant may
iestify orally and may present witnesses in support of his claim.
However, no Govermment funds are available for the payment of
witness fees or travel expenses.

L. 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 a&minister
oaths.

5. Attached hereto is a resumé of the information developed
by the inquiry conducted pursuant t; the aforementioned Act. At
the hearing the registrant Will be entitled to discuss the infor-
mation.contéined in the resumé and to present witnessges to refute
or corroborate such information.

6. The hearing will not be in the nature of & %rial or
Judicial proceeding, but will be informel and non-legalistic.
Legal rules of evidence will not apply at the hesring, but
réasqnable bounds will be maintained as to relevancy and materi-~
ality. In addition to his witnesses, the registrant may have an
attofney; 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 mey comport




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. Feailure to comply with these instructions may result in

the termination of the proceedihgi

*idbqu ‘-, 6;b14&4,4A,4;;;aZ-ﬁearing,Officer
Special Assistant to the
Attorney General
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In Regard to Series VI -

e - vty

I would like to maké this statement concerning my ministpry.

I came to contact with Jehovah's Witnesses about the
1940. In th}t years that followed I learned of God's requi /énents
to gain endleSS life in a righteous Whkk new worldi ( same,,

globe only with perfect conditdons) Please see Ecclesiastes 1:4
Psalms, 78:69 Proverbs 10: 28~30 Isaiah 45:18 Matthew 6+10

John 17:3 2 Tim, 4:2 Rev. 21:1.

From 1940 till now I have spent many hours of personal
study on theseQﬁible subjects. I also have regulapy attended
...four one hour<¥ible classes_weekly - (- study for these classes
is done outside of class)g hese classes. cODSlst;Of'tWO generaléglbl -
studies usbﬁng Watchtower publications as alds, 2,one Servlce
Meeting in which I was trained for door&to-doog” ‘and blble stud!
work along with other necessary instructions. I also received
practical field trainlng. The fourth meeting is called the
Theoeratic Ministjry School. The purpose of this meeting is té train:
students for public speaking. Students are assigned minatet ANV‘””“7€E
telks which after de%{verg before an audpience they are cougnﬂed : ~
by the school 1nst}§’ Co¥ and is this way become efQ}Jent speakers.
As students progress in school they are also givek 15 minute talks.’
Because of thls training I have recently given 3 one hour talks .
which were advertlsed in the area where talk was given. Enoldﬁed
1% are copies of handbills used in advertlselng talk

On September 20, 1942 I was baptized in accordance with the
“prescribed cerimonies of Jehovali's Witnesges. Jehovah's Witnesses ~
believe that baptlsm 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) de?nlfmng ‘a minimufl’' of 100 hours =
month to this service. I also have ‘sfauthorized territory assign-
ment in the Moses Lake Company of Jehovah's Witnesses Territory
by the Watchtower Bible and Trect Society. I also have been
appointed to the position of Assistant Company Servant and
Theocratic Minigmﬁ?y School Servant by the Society in the
Ephrata Company of Jehovah's Witnesses.

[ o .

I hope thesé ew brégé facts will help the board in proper

classification of me as a ordained minister.

— I vuuarw—
e e i T T

If more information is needed please do not hesitate to
write me.
Richard Rawe
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>[G§ﬁtlémen:

' . my proper classification as IV-D was taken on the. obvious merits of that material. -

exercise your authcrity'undervsectibn31625.2 of the Selective Service Reg. "The .
- local .board may repon and consider anew the classification of a gegistrant (1)
- upon the written request of the registrant{,. if such request is gccompied by .
~ written information nresenting facts not conwidered when the registrant was clags-
 ified, which, if true, would justify a change ‘in the registrant's classification."’

- certificate that shows I am authorised or recognized to perform marriages in the v
. state of Wisconsin.3 1 have obtaihedfthis'and sent’it;tojthé board to substantiate -
~what I have heretofore toald the board in my- papers and'Orally,'whichvapparently,
that I have made that T am a minister,

~ oredentials as an ordained minister. To- firmaly establish my ‘credentials I‘Shbmiffé&"
. &-photostatic copy of my "Pioneer Certificate” to the Clerk of Circuit Court which

© ordination. -

"~ I have filedja,copy'of;this'sa@e'"~Pi§n¢er,certificafeﬁw;th the. Local Board,
_doing so on September 14, 1956, I wish ‘to call your attention once again to this. & =~

‘,C'erifvica‘be Because I feel that it was not given proper and ‘ample consideration and :

1956, in order , apperently, to #31d enable the board to grant me my desired’
- classification of TLIV-D.- S - |

‘my Personal Appearance” which was submitted after my personal appearance on Sep. 20,
~ to me dated Oct;‘2§;.1956«indicated you were,not,cohergnt'with yqurvpreoeding'statement;

- were reopened I would be notified on §SS- Forn No, 1197, Hotice of Classification, since
I hewe not received any form of this nature since April 4, 1966, I can only: : '

i,*f»g ' (copy of Bﬁsh letterlzvg

Cith Hall |

Neillsville, Wisconsin. v

| | ' REQUEST FOR: REOPANING
~ 'OF CLASSIFICATION

In Sept. of 1956 Ibwroﬁe to you, dompiétel&? new and additional information
not before considered by any board in.claseifying me. No. favorable action: towad : .

“'Atjfhis time;ufheregofe, I‘éh3reheﬁiﬁ55my-ré§uest and~appealing,to_yoh,toﬁ

This new information that I am submitting at thisftime”is a sample copy of a

the local board chose to disregard of disbelive. I have reference to the claim . -

" To obtain this I had to register with the clérk'bf'Cifcuit’court_my
‘has been filed with the Court. ' This 6§rtificateiis'in7ef£eot a certificate of my -

This cerificate is comething the‘lbgal:boardirgqueéted from me on mafch'e,J}

On record at this tiﬁe;;iﬁ:my Selective Sérviﬁe_fiie, I have a “"Memorandum of
1955. On the second page of that memorandum théwopenihg‘line of paragraph four
stated the boards future policy and dealings relative to my case. ' o

.E,sﬁbmitted tﬁévéfiaence'dh Sepﬁ. 14;,1956‘but the matefial in your letter =

At the’fimélof'My“ﬁersohal appeafanée you stated you would reopen my case in -
event of further evidence.  Your letter dated Sept. 14, .1956 says that if my case




of IV&D, This is beacruse Section 1622,43% (b) lays down ‘one other test. .That

. percent of all clergymen in. rural section ‘ A
| connected with their churches. " - (Hhrtshorne,and,ﬁrpyd, Theological Edueation in

VpageE 27) R

ooncludé‘ﬁhe bogrdvdid not febpehvmy qaaé‘upon reception?;df"the hd&itionai:m&férial

'ﬂbit,receivea-on September 14, 1956,

~ To this, my pionee certificat, then, (which wms & part of this additional
material) which the board apparently chose either to disregard of overlook I now
wish to direct your attention. - . -~ ‘ SRR R
~ You will note that the~0ertificate'speaks,bffnw'ORDINAIION,' A religious

. organization may select any cermony it wishes as its form of ordination. -
‘Section 1622. 43 (b).of the bhe'chulations»justZSays that a'duly ordained minister .
~of religion' nust be ordained according to the ceremony or practice of his religious
. organization., Therdfor my ordinatign,’being in'the-manner_prescribed"by,my religious

organizatiOn, must be recognized;;’m X
Ky5ordihat10n, hOWevei;'doeé not QQaliﬂyvme Por the‘ministerial claséification¢'

is whether a man, in addition to having bien ordained according to the principals

. of his religion, preaches and teaches "as his regular and customary woaction.",
~Fow, if I meet both of these test; then the-regulationg,‘i§,they.ar¢ administer -
without prejudice or‘partiality,.gqy*that“l "shall be placed” in Class IV&D,

~ Is the ministry.my vooation? . That i the question.. At the time of my first .

" " personal eppearance before the bosrd I had méntioned‘that.ljdevoted_about‘ZO-‘;
~hours a week at the ministry work, At this time However that statement is no longer

meritorious, It is errouniQus,;actua11y I now devote, each month, well over 200

© hours ‘in performaning my various ministerial duties., I spend about 115 hours monthly -

in;publio‘and.tqaohing'alone. Other time is spent inAmoring‘worshig and ‘devotionals .,

Py

- comforting and aiding the spirituallly sidk and &dﬁaﬁl affilicated;‘caréng for my

functions as Theocratic Kinistry School Conductor and thazine-Ibrritory Servant

i",(tWO Positions of éervdntyreépbnslblllties).in my local congregation of Jehovah's

witneéses;'prepafing and’researchlngfpublic'sermoﬁ; and other such Christinl

‘xresgonsiblilites/'All‘iﬁ.all;_the,majority‘of my time is devoted to ministry.,

- Bt may be that you have deiniea %ﬁht I an a miniSter‘becéuSe.Inbérfdrm'd"l" -
little part time secular work to support myself.,. about 10 houss a wealk, In -

- my"Memorandum of my Personal Appearance" on page two, paragraph 1-4 particularly,
-1 discussed thisg 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 bomrd would deny Paul a IV-D -

classification! He said: "oy labor _and toil, night and day we were working so

as not to impose an expensive burden apon any onevof“you."r‘He said of those whod
.. did not work but lived off the congregation: - " We hear certain ones are ¥askin g
’,fdisordcrly'among you, not working at all but meddling with what doesg not concern .

them. ! (2 Tes. 2:8,11 N. w. Trans.) I am no such a one "wasking disorderly™ =

so as "not to impose and expensive burden on anyone." - I

‘ »fbt£ do é,little“part,time~secular work aside form my vocation of the ministry

' Part time secular work is a’:ocgonized‘pattfgf“the 1ife of the majority of |

.~ preachers and ministers in the United States today. Not all clergymen are blessed
" with a finacially strong congregation. ‘In’the Northern Baptist Convention ®0 '

ns "help earn’ their keep by work not

the Northern Baptist Convention (19&5) Judson Press, Philadelphia, p.72) 1%t is —

- well mown thet the majority of the ministers of the Society. of Fraends (Quakers),
“Church of~Jewus’Christ.of'ldtter-day*Saihts (Mormons),sManonites 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. B T I o




“teaching". . Mr. 6:6 .- He'sent_out-seventy disciple A B
- homes of the people, giving themninsturqtion to that effect in Lukq,'the'la\Ch;A'

- Cpages)

It may be that you have deﬁ‘ied‘thatvl am a minisﬁef;;beaéﬁSQ'I have_nqt'

i'__gfaduated’vam $°m3*the°1°$i°al or divinity school. That. is not a valid reason

for denying the ministerial classification to-me, It that were so, then you would

- -not; sould not classify Jesus Christ-himself‘as'ayministerﬁ.‘"Ihe'Apostles'of«thé'
- lamb were ﬂunlettered end ignorant men
(New World Translation), Acts 4:13. The Selective Service Regulation. lay down no-
.- test as to &k schooling. The only test is ordination and vocation.  That I meet in
©  every respect. Therefore I should be classified IV-D., S ,

" (King James Version),"unlettered and ordinary"

I preach.. i havefmy congregafiéﬁfof layméﬁ'tﬁat:are dependent upoh méff6r,
spiritual and soriptural 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 proeach. I‘am’the{missidnary_evangelist'"

type of minister, It is reported of Jesus thathe "went round about the ¥illages, =
‘to -teach and preach inm the

The very essanCé,of'Christianity is to "go ye therefore, and teach all nations"

‘(Mt.'28519) converting them to the religion of Jesus Christ. fThis 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 religién, do not atteng chrul

o at all; some only on Christmsn and Baster and other special days. Unless there
 were peripatetis ministers like myself, these would not be spiritually cared for,. .

In performing my ministry there are many persons. that heve come to look upon me. . -

"':as'their religious insturctor. I conduct Bible studies in their homes. I ,
- regularly call back on them and mepy others to give them a sermon 'at~the,£iresideﬂ
. 50 to speak. They look to me for comfort and guidance, which I give them from the

‘Uless I h ve my ministerial claim, which is & valid one by reasan,of‘mini%ﬁyj» 
being my vocation, recognizedvby 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 & minister.

~ It may be th&lkh that the local borard has dehied'ministerial'classification

- %o others of Jehoyeh®s witnesses who have made that.claim;7but‘who'were;only part
~ time ministers. (Note the discussion we had on this subject at the time of my first -

personal appearance; found on rage z;lparagraph,4~of-my Memorandum of ‘my Personsl

- Rppearance., The board had & 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, whth 21} only IOﬂhbnrs 8. week to’SGCU1af.support.'>Ngnistry .

is my focation in life.

‘ FEb-thisecase '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 o
Witnesses like myself. Our.situation are quite similar, _He was a Pioneer Minister
Ianma Pioneer Minister. He did a little secudr work part time. I do a little
secular work part time. ‘The Surpreme Court declared the he-was a minister and  stated -
thats | S T e ' IR
"a ligitmate minister cannot be, for ‘the purpose of the Act, unfrocked simply’
because all the members of his sect  basge an exemption claim of theof the

dogma of its faith. .That would leave the congregation without a oleric."




_(‘_lon‘céi"niﬁg: perfpfm‘acvie of secular work the Court saids )

“Ihe statutor difinition of a,'fégular,offduly'c}dained.miﬁisxérf‘agsaj"'
not preclude all sequlqr'employﬁent.‘ Yany R R

them a living wage. A statutory banon alslg"ségizlar‘wdi‘ik wouid mete -out o
draft exemptions with an uneven hand, to' the detriment of those who minister - .
to the poor and thus need some - secular wvork in order to sumrive."“ S o

Since our cases are so similar, I agk ths local r‘bo‘afjd' to take the bsv,am,e .affi‘?‘@'é:‘ o

‘as #id the Supreme Court when it saids .

We think Dickinson made out a case wﬁichl:'mee'bs:_the s'ba‘tuvtory, cfitéria . e
He wag Or-dairx.edt;bn.‘accor'dance,with the ritual of his sect and, accordin g -

Therefore 1 respetfull ask you to reopen _mﬁr‘vcl‘assifiCafibn and weclassify me
as a minister of religion, in Class Iv-p, S T

o Respectrully, .

_ ,‘:‘;Sfan,‘)_,.ey u. Bush : ‘
: Ordained Minister

B f;(OrigininwritfénvFeﬁ;_ls,‘1957)WL”.:;_;'




1. What is the Basis of your Conscientious obj-ctibns?

2 'Whau reasons do you havc for your consclentlous obgectlons7

3. Is this country opposed to God’s Klngdom7'

. What is your belief about the use of Porce? Under what clrcumstances woul you use

force? - oo . v .

5. Do you belleve Satan Gonttolls this world? This Nation7 Our President?

6. Would you let an aggressive nation destrvy this nation?

7. Do you believe in defending your loved enes and familv? Your Country°

-8. Would you bear arms in Defense of your famlly, Klngdom,Hall Country?

‘9. Didn't Christ use violance in chacing out money changers from templa?

‘10.
1l.
12.

13.

14.

15.

186.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Didn't Feter use_qarnél wepons whenhhe ocut off the Priests Ear? .

Didn't Christ authorize carnal weapons when he told them to buy swords?

Don't you believe in 'rendering Ceasers things to Ceaser'?

Is It love to stand by and watch your neighbors killed?

Would you defend yourself with a gun if an individual made & personal attack onm
you, your brothers, home or Kingdom Hall with a gun?

Don't you accept military protectlon without d01ng anything to help?

Arn't you supporting wars by paying texes? Why not go futher and render time in

service, which time you are taking to earn money out of which you pay from 20% 5 up

in taxes, over half of which goes for war purposes? :

What ever job you work at, dosen't it contribuite to supporting this world, nation
in its war preparation even if indirectly? Like 8aul holding Coat.

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?

If you relay on God's protection on & group basis, why not relay on him when
it comes to personal defense against bodiley attack?

Do yow believe in killing if necessary in your own defense?
Would you attempt to stop a thief? With force, (like a gun or club) if necessary?
Would you retalliate? To what extent would you try to stop him?

Why not relay on Jehovah is such circumatences to protect you?

Would you participate in any war that you understand is authorized by Jehovah?

3




25, Wouldn't that be inconsistant with 2 Cor. 10:3-5? Eph. 6;10-20 and with yoar®
previous statements?

26. Arn't you a Pacifist? What is the difference between a € O. and Pacifist?

27. Do you get adv1se from the Socxety on what to say and how to say it? |

28. Wouldn't this country be destroyed 1f ev»rybody took the same attitude as you do?
29. Dosen'%t the Blble support wars?‘ Dldn‘t the Jews fl?htq Why don't yo&?

t

30. Isn't thls a Chrlstlan nation? Dosen't God glve us the rlght to protect our country

o

31l. Don't you belleve in submltlng to thoss ~governing vou7

32. Arn't you helping Comminisum by the way ¥ou 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 belelve in obejlng all the laws of the I.anci‘7 Waﬂn‘t our Countyy founded
by God’'fearing men or bven by God hipgself? c

34, Don't we give you peqple freedom to preach? Shouldn't you do something in return?
35. Why don't you fight for your country?  Sulate the Flag?. Whyﬁ 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 somethlng about it to help us?

37. Do you belleve in using guns for hum,:mg‘7 In kllllng analmals°
38. Would you arm yourself 1f some ones were comlng to mob you’ Wbuld vou trust in God

-

39, Why don't you be a mlnlster in the Army like our mlnlster who became & Chaplin?
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