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- siderations prohibited such disclosure.”” On September
" 16, 1955, petitioner requested review by the Industrial
- Personnel Security Review Board.”® On March 12, 1956,
almost three years after the Secretary’s action and nearly
one year after the second hearing, he received & letter from
_ the Director of the Office of Industrial Personnel Security
Review informing him that the EIPSB had found that
from 1942-1947 petitioner associated closely with his
then wife and her friends, knowing that they were active
in behalf of and sympathized with the Communist Party,
that during part of this period petitioner maintained a
sympathetic association with & number of officials of the
Russian Embassy, that during this period petitioner’s
_political views were similar to those of his then wife, that
petitioner had been a member of a suspect bookshop asso-
_ciation; had invested money in a suspect radio station,
had attended a suspect dinner, and had, on occasion,
Communist publications in his home, and that petitioner’s
credibility as a witness in the proceedings was doubtful.
The letter also stated that the doubts concerning peti- .
tioner’s credibility affected the Board’s evaluation of his
trustworthiness and that only trustworthy persons could
be afforded access to classified information.”> The EIPSB -
determination was affirmed. v

* After the EIPSB decision in 1954, petitioner filed &
complaint in the United States District Court for the Dis-

11 The notification stated:. ’ '

“Security considerations prohibit tbe furmshmg to on appellant
of & detailed statement of the findings on appeal inasmuch as the
entire file is considered and comments made by the Appoal Division
_ panel on security matters which could not for security rensons form

the basis of a statement of reasons” :

. 18 This Board was created by the Sceretary of Defens on Fabmm'y

2, 1955, and given power to review adveres decisions rendered by the
regional boards.
19 This was the first time that petitwner was charged or found to
- be untrustworthy



