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
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. 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 .




