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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COI^T 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLXJMBU 

M. DENNIS SCUUMBRENE 
807 Seven Fountains Road 
Fort Valley. Virginia 22652. 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

JANET RENO, in her official 
capacity as Attomey General 
of the United States 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20530. 

and 

THE EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF 
THE PRESIDENT 

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20500. 

and 

JACK QUINN 
501 Slaters Lane, #306 
Alexandria, Virginia 22314, 

and 

HOWARD SHAPIRO 
8303 Bryant Drive 
Bethesda, Maryland 20817. 

and 

LANNY J.DAVIS 
12517 Bracken Hill Lane 
RockviUe, Maiyland 20854, 

and 
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JOHN AND JAJIEDOES NOS. 1-5. 
Certain Unknown Officials and/or 

Certain Unknown Officials of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Defendants. ^ 

mMPLAlNT 

TOs is an action for violations of Rehabilitation Act. 29 U.S.C § 701. et seq., the Privacy 

Act. 5 U.S.C. § 552a, the Klu Klux Klan Act, 42 U.S.C. §| 1985(1) and 1985(2). and the First and 

Fifth Amendments ofthe United States Constitudon. 

PARTIES 

1. M, Dennis Sculimbrene is a citizen ofthe Commonwealth of Virginia and resides at 

807 Seven Fountains Road, Fort Valley, Virginia 22652. 

2. Janet Reno is the Attorney General of the United States and is being named in her 

official capacity as head of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (hereinafter the 'TBD- Attorney 

General Reno's offices are located at 950 Pennsylvania Avenue. N.W.. Washington, D.C. 20530, 

3. The Executive Office of the President (Jiereinafter "T̂ e White House") is an agency 

ofthcU.S.Govemmentandishcadquaiteredatl600PennsylvaniaAvenuB.N.W.,Washington.D.C. 

20500. 

4. Jack Quinn is a citizen of the Commonwealth of Virginia and resides at 501 Slater* 

Lane. #306, Alexandria, Virginia 22314. 

5. Howard Shapiro is acitSzen of State of Maryland and resides at 8303 BryantDrive, 

Bethesda, Maryland 20817. 

-2-



RUG-02-1999 16:16 CIUIL DIU/FED PRO BR 202 616 8202 P.07/35 

• • nfth«StateofMarylandandreside3atl25l7BrackenHill 
6. Lanny J. Davis is a cinzen ofthe State ol waryianu 

Lane, RockviUe. Maryland 20854. 

7. John and JaneDoesNos. 1-5 are cunently unknown officials and/or agents of The 

White House and/or officials of the FBI who agreed to participated in. and did participate in the 

maitere alleged herein. 

jTTBTSPTCTlOr' VENUE 

8. Jurisdiction over this matter is proper under 28 U.S.C § 1331, as Plaintiff asserts 

claims arising under the laws of rhe United Slates. 

9. Venue is proper in this district pursuant to the provisions of 28 U.S.C § 1391(a)(2) 

because a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to Plaintiffs claims occurred in Ute 

District of Columbia. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

10- Plaintiff is a fomer Air Foice pilot who served in the Vietnam War and thereafter 

worked as an FBI Special Agent for tweniy-ihree (23) years. 

11. In July 1976, Plaintiff was assigned to the FBI's Washington Field Office, where his 

duties and responsibilities included conducting background investigations on persons employed by 

or seeking employment with rhe U.S. OovemmeuL 

12. In appixMumately December 1985, Plaintiff was detailed to the FBI's White House 

Uaison Office, where he worked out of an office in ihe Old Executive Office Building (hereinafter 

"OEOB"). 

13. Plaintiffs dudes and responsibilities in the FBI's White House Liaison Office 

consisted of intepaewing White House executives and staff, as well as detailees, volunteers and 

-3-
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tr̂ smitonghUmemo^di to fl.eW«hingtonHeW Office. 

in large part limited lO office work. 

15. m J«uay 1993,.heCUnto» Adnii«swi=« took over control of The WhiteHouse 

ftom the Bo* AdminUWtion. Con«qu«.dy. .h«e w« a l«ee M « of new political appointee. 

and employees at The White House. 

16. At that time. Plaintiff was the senior FBI Special Agent detailed to The White House. 

Consequently, he was the only FBI agent at The White House widt a special "Secret 

Companmenialized Information" security clearance, which allowed him to have access to highly 

classified infonnation. 

17. InearlyMaich 1993. Assistant White House Counsel WiUiamH Kemiedy, m. Deputy 

White House Communications Director Jeff Eller and Director of White House Management and 

Administrttion David Watkins tried to question Plaintiff about the backgrounds and political views 
of the staff of The White House Travel Office. 

18. BecausethePrivacy ActprohibitedPlaintiff fromrevcaUnginfoimation abouispccific 

persons. Plaintiff advised Kennedy. Eller and Watkins that, based upon his memory of previous 

background investigations, he was not aware Of any derogatory information about any persons 

employed in The White House Travel Office. 

19. Plaintiff notified his supervisor about being questioned by Kennedy, Eller and 

Watkins. Plaintiff suggested to his supervisor that Tht White House was looking for an excuse lo 
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r^TheWhiteHonseTtave, Office e.np.oye««.d.h. . .hem™heingW.optovidethat 

excuse. — , ••u 
,0 xUoin..,l,M«H1993.Plain.«fcond«ted»ve:.linte.vie*sinconiuncuon«,th 

a . . x ^ u n d investi^on of David C«i, Uvingstone. .hot. *e Ointon Adn.ni«ra,ion had 

appointed, ot con.id«in. for appoinmtent a, the Dir«=tor of The White House Office o, 

Personnel Security. 

21. FBIpn̂ cedutearcmtedthatUvingstone'ssupervisorsbeinten̂ ewed. Thus. Plaintiff 

w« «,m,ed to interview both Assist™. White House Counsel WilUan, K K ^ y m and White 
House Counsel Bernard Nussbaum. 

22. Nussbaum related to Plaintiff thai he did not know Livingstone well, but that he had 

been highly recommended by Hillary Clinton, who apparently knew Livingstone's mother. 

23. Plaintiff then typed a contemporaneous memorandum, which is formally called an 

'"insert" in FBI nomenclature. Plaintiff was not required by PBI procedures to record or maintain 

notes of dus interview since the information obtained was considered positive. TTie insert states, in 

penineni part; 

The following investigation was conducted by SA M. Dennis Sculimbrene regarding 
DAVID CRAIG LIVINGSTONE on 3/1 - 3/99 . . . . 

BERNARD NUSSBAUM, Counsel to the President, advised that he has known 
the appointee for tbe period of time that he has been employed in êw 
adniinistraUon. He had come highly recommended to him by H I L L A K Y 
CUNTON, who has known his mother for a longer period of time.... 

24. Plaintiff then sent the insert the Washington Reld Office, where it became part of 

Livingstone- s permanent FBI background investigation file. Plaintiff eventually forgot that he had 

even prepared the insert of the Nussbaum interview. 

-5-
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^ Because su^uent interviews into Uvinptone. hadcground had uncovered 

,....,conflictin.info»a«on,Plain.iffwasre,ulredh,mp^^^^^^ 
f ™. nf these interviews. Uvingstone dsimed a personal hintselfsevendtines-Duringthecouiseofoneofthesetntervi 

connection between himself, his tnother andHillary Rodham Clinton. 

,6 Subscueht to Plsintifr. Itrst interview of Kennedy, when t̂ ther Plaintiff nor 

Kennedy were aware of the potendally conflicUng infonn«ion that had been uncovered. Kennedy 

calledPl̂ nUff tohis office to discus. Uvingstone. Kennedy indicated hU personal concerns with 

uvingstone and aslced Plaintiff for an opinion reganJing Uvingstone's continued employment. 

Haindff offered an opinion. db«t hesiudngly Ucaus. his obligations did not include maldng 

recotmnendations. Plaindffadvis.dKenned,.ha.J.ckieDinwiddie.whohadb.enDireCtorofTh^ 

White House Office of Personnel Security dudng tbe Carter AdtmnisDnSon (then known as the 

Secu,i.yOffice).wasint«e.tedinUvingstone-sposid«..Kc...edytheninf.«e<ltoPlaindff.h« 

was "stuck" with uvingstone. Plaintiff inferred that HiUary Rodham CUnton WBttedUvingstone 

in the position. 

27. In May. 1993. The White House pubHdy announced that The White House mvel 

OfficestaffwasbeingfiredforaUegedfinandalimproprietiesandthatti,eFBIwouldbeunA^^ 

a criminal investigation. 

28. Because of allegations that The White House T^vel Office firings and subsequent 

criminalinvestigationwerepoUtically.motivated,tiiefiringsbecameamajorpolitî  

Clinton Adminiseration. 
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.T v̂elgate." as th. sc»dal was popularly known, became the subiect of 

„ngre.sion.he«,ngsand.comtr...eere^by*eUS.Houseofl.epresentadve.aovem^^ 

Reform and Oversight Committee. 

30. .Tr.velgate"wasalsothesul̂ ect,faninvesdga.ionbyIndependentCounselKenneth 

W. Stan. 

31. ShorUy after the fihngs «.d criminal investigadon by the FBI we« announced. 

Plaintiff walkedby The WhiteHousel̂ velOfficeandohservedthatthe office itselfhadnotbeen 

secured. Plaintiftobse.vednumerousunlmownp«sonsgdngthro«ghfil»andd».wingite^ 

some of which appeared to be official documents, 

32- InMayandearlyJune,1993.Plaintiffadvisedhisimmediatesupervisor,Supervisoiy. 

Special Agent (hereinafter"SSA")ThomasReneghan. and SSADavidBowie.ihesupervisorofti.e 

criminal case that was eventuallybroughiagainstfoimerWhiteHouseTravelOffi 

Dole, tiiat he was concerned about chain of custody issues. Plaintiff recommended tiiat he be 

interviewed. Eventually. Plaintiff gave a memorandum to his immediaie supervisor which set fonh 

his observations and concerns. Plaintiff would not be interviewed until 1995. 
33. On August 9.1993. The WhiteHouse Office of Persomiel Security obtained Plaintiffs 

FBI background investigation summary and maxerials. 

34. Asof Januaiy24,1994, Plaintiffhad a current pilot's licenses. He had formerly fiown 

surveillance for the FBL 

35. On that date. Plaintiff was attempting to gain access to tiie engine of his personal 

aircraft to clean the starter solenoid. As Plaintiff moved tiie propeller slightly, die engine 
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• fracture Which waiUfe-threalening 
inedvertentl, started. Plaintiff suffered sn open, mtoted,Ml fracture 

„dre,niredairevacua,iontoP.M.»Ho,pi.a..wh«eheunderwent«n«genc,s.ger,. 

35. Pla.ndff.uff...danumberofphy.ical.neurologic.andcogni.ived.«c,.s.sarcsult 

. m.;.,«ffHioeriencedtheeffecisofPostTtaomanc 
ofthe accident. A few months after the accident. Plaintiff expenenc 

S,res.S,ndrome.whichwereexhihi,edhy.peH.aofdeepdep.e.sion..»ie.,«,ds.v«.insomni.. 

P,.intifflostvisioninhis,ower.cft,u.dran,.nd.foratime.coaldnotre.d.doslmplem..h.use. 

computet or drive. Plaintiff was unable to work for the next eight (8) months. 

37. After Plaintiirs physicd health r.nm»dto acceptable level, he was emolled a. 

Shenandoah l^Services..medicalrchabiH.adon facility in Manassas Virginia. 

38. WUl, enmUed « Shenandoah Uaming Sendee, from June 1994 to Oc»bcr 1994. 

P,.innfrrecov..edhisaHlityUir.«..dom..h.us.acomputerandgcne..ll,tunction«al.v.l«he,^ 

it was recommended tiiat he return to work at tiie FBL 

39. Ms.SucComns.anoccuparionaltiierapi5taiShenandoahLeainingServiccs,contact̂ ^ 

Plaindff s supervisors. SSA Tom Reneghan andPrimaryRdief Supervisor Jim Mahoney, and made 

arrangements for Plaintiff to retum to work at tiieFBL 

40. In order to retum to work, however. Plaintiff required and was granted several 

reasonable accommodations, which were approved by FBI-HQ. 

4L PlaintifTsneurologicaland cognitive deficits hadimpaired his spatial orientationand 

prevented him from tasks such as map-reading and finding his way to new locations. Consequently, 

he was and is no longer capable of conducting field investigations. 

42. Plaintiff also has some difficulty learning new tasks. He suffers from aloss of vision 

in the lower left quadrant and chronic tinnitus, or ringing in die ears. 
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. « Con..uently.whenP,.in.iffretu.nea.owor.hew.splacedon.ni.t.ted^.st«.^ 

H.v,..det.iledhscktohisp.eviousposidon.tT. WhiteHouse. whemhcwasnotrê uited.̂  

• „,«™newmk.b«t«aslimi.edtoconductinginterviews*iIhinThe 
perform field invesngations or leam new ta5«,ou 

Whi.. House complex itself ««lp.«pa>i«8 

Pl̂ ntiff was also exempted from nigh, and week^ duty, and was «.ieved of 

firearms and fitness Training. 
^ «™nr«,«lvdven a reduced work load, and granted permission to 

45. Plaintiff was also temporamy given a is»muw« 

work at home part-time. 

« . Toco.firmthen..dfordKseaccommod«ions.inOc,oberl«4FBmurS.P«R.g.n 

^uesteddiatPlainaftobtainaletterftomhisp ŝonalphy ĉian îdhavehimcompleteamedical 

fonn assessing Plaintiffs condition. 

47, OnOctober25. i994.Plaintiffs personal physician, Frederick W Paricer.M.D..M.S. 

Ed., sent alener to FBI Nunc Regan. Dr. Parker's letter stated: 

A. vou know Mr. S culimbrene suffered an open depressed skull fracture on die xi^t 
i ^ S S ^ ^ occipital regions on January 24. l ' ^ * ' ^ " " ^ J 

Z S l̂ane propellor blade. After initial surgery he has been undexgoing 
S s W e r e t S a S m̂ ^̂  -endy at the Uaming S^vices Cojoorâ ^^^^ 
F ^ e w Avenue in Manassas, Virpnia. He is now felt to be capable rfrctunung to 
^ ^ o T X t i o n . He was qdck to emphasize rhe factdjâ  
and wUl not be doing any 'field work.' I feel it would be m his best intcrcs to avoid 

^ b i c activitŷ  tii^fore he should avoid any fimess test as P« j ^ ^ " ^ 
« i S n s . It WoSd also be helpful for him to avoid any fUeanns training since he 
has chronic dnnitus or ringing in his eais 

DrParker-sletter concluded •l .Um,.«.mm«.d-iontb«b.r.nm. to fUlI-ameoflic. based 

activities « was hU pre-uijury occupation." 

48. Within several montiis after his retum to work. Plaintiff graduaUy retumed to a full 

work load at The White House, but his duties and responsibiUties were stiU limited to conducting 

-9-
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.̂ ewswi.nThcWhiteHous.complexandp.epa.ingmemor.n.oflnsmter.e « 

„„.uedtobcr.lievedofatearmsand.i.es,.r.^g..ndwas.lsoallowedtoworkfrom.^^^ 

,.„..OOp.m..oastoavoidnight«.dweek.cndd«ty.,swella..hemomingtushh=ur. 

49. OnAprinU995.Pl.nUffreceiv^»'^''P''-"'"P«*«~»»"''''^'^"''" 

supervisor, the highest possible rating that can be achieved. 

50. Plaintiff, ApHl 21. 1995 Performance Appr»,.l R^ctt specifically d̂ cnbes 

Plaintiffs work assignroenlfli 

Within a montii after reu^ to duty. SA f Sl"^!:^^,*;^ 

fn^^Tws " h i g h l y sensitive and require tact, polished inten̂ eyong Ŝ^̂^̂^̂  
Z ^ l ^ and professionalism, lhis assigmneni is also P^=^^«Jy'^l^^se 
Sca^sT of Uie ^uiremeni for constant interacting with vanous White House 
personnel aa an FBI representative. 

51. OnMayl2,1995.Dr.ParkerwroieasecondleitertoFBINurseRegantiiatconcluded. 

"I would recommend that he continue his employment at his present capacity; however, he should 

avoid firearms training and physical fimess. at least at preseni. 

52. Intheinterim,congressionalandlhdep6ndentCoun5elinvestigationsinto'Tnivelgate". 

had continued. Mr. Billy Dale, tiie former Director of The White House Travel Office had been 

indicted and was due to be bied for alleged financial impropricties. 

53. On or about August 4.1995, the FBI agent leading tiie investigation into tiie alleged 

financial improprieties at The White House Travel Office. Supervisory Spedal Agent (hereinafter 

"SSA") David Bowie, tiueatened Plaintiff wilh an Office of Professional Responsibility (hereinafter 

-10-
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..OP.>omplaintaf.erPl.ntiffsugge.tcdthatM.,Pale-supcomlngc.imin.it.l.-

,„,.1..3ndthatPlaintiffshouldhavebeenin,erviewedaspanoftheinves.ig^^^^ 

3. Pl̂ ntiif related lhe substance of his discussion with SSA Bowie ,0 one of his 

supervisors. Aasistant Supervisory Ag«.t in Cha«,e 1 ^ . ^ "ASAC Bd Shuber. during a 
suhse,uent,elephoneconvetsa.c..ndamee,ingonAu ,̂M995..ndmemoria.izedboth,he 

relephoneconversationandmeetinginan^dumtoASACSchubcDuringhisconversation 

,ndmeedngwithASACShube,.Plain.iffag,ins.gg...eddi,thebei«.en^dinco„Janc.ionw,* 

Ihe FBI invesiigaion into The White House Travel OfSce firings. 

55 On or about August 10.1995. shortly after hi. Aupis.«, 1995 discussion with SSA 

Bowie and his telephone conversation, meeting and memorandum to ASAC Shube«. Plaintiff was 

subjec.to.,»domd.ugtestf«,hefirst.imein what w.sthcnMsr«nty.two(?Z)ye.rcar..r with 

the FBI. 

56, Alter several n:,u«ts. Plaintiff wa. finally interviewed by SSA THoma. Becker in 

conjunction with The White House Travel Office investigation on August 14.1995. 

57. In September 1995. plaintiff interviewed Wade Plunkett. a detailee assigned to The 

WhiteHo»,ePe.sonnelOffice.Afewd.ysla.er.Planket.r.tmnedtoPlaindfr,ofiiceintheOEOB. 

Plunkett statedtbat he h«J a conversuion .boutPIaintiff withPauyTtamasson. who at the time was 

die Deputy Dit»aor of Presidential Personnel. "Asaf.vor."Plu«keaaskedPlainUff to submit his 

name as a candidate for Inspector General of the Department of Veterans Affaiis because the 

Administration aUegedly did not have many qualified applicants who were veterans. Plaintiff 

submitted suchalettBT on or about October 28,1993. 

-11-
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. 1995 PlBintiffwassubpoenaedbyMr.Dalelotestifyathis 
58. On or about October 25.1995. PlMn̂ "̂ *"" ^ 

" ' ' °79"^l« '>- .advisedhUaning .upe .v i sor .Pr im^ 

M ôney,' dtat he had been subpoenaed and gave h . a copy of die subpoen. Plaintiff also 
,rsonanygavcacop,of.hesubpoen...thesecr.tary.oASACShube..M..Ine.Te.rito. 

«, OnoraboutNovembcr3,1995.P..intiff.estified..adefe„sewimessatMr,D.les 

.Hminal.rial.™elyprior.ohis.estimdn,.*ep„.ecuti»a«empted.opteveutPl^^^ 

fromte.tif>ingbyincor.ectlycl.iming.hatPlai.dffhadno.givenacopyof.hesubpoenato.hePBL 

Plaintiff was ultimately allowed to testify, however. 

61. The following day. Plaintiffs testimony reĉ ved substantial press coverage, much 

..A. v.«rv. The White House or ttie FBI. See e.g, Tony Loci, 'TBI of which was unfavorable towards botii The Whue nousc OJ 

Agent Say. Ttavel Of̂ ce Unsecured on Day of Krinp; Ex-Di..««-s Defense Suggests White 

House Moved Hies." V . Wâ l̂ Von Po«, November 4.1995; Paul Bedard, •'Daleiury told ot 

rmveltilelooting^Defenseatmrneydemandspape.s.-neW.onTi™.. November4.1995, 

62 Mr. Dale was subsequently acquitted of all charges against him 

63. After his testimony at Mr. Dale's criminal trial. PWndft was subjected to repeats) 

••pnmlo." Plaintiffs complaints to management went unheeded. 

64. Also after his testimony at Mr. Dak's criminal triJ. Plaintiff happened to meet 

Plunkett-theOffice of WhiteHonsePenom l̂ details. who.sk«iPlaintiff to submithisname as 

potential candidate for Inspector Oeneral of the Department of V«e.«.s Affair, - in the OEOB 

cafet«..PlunkettadvisedPl.intiirthathi.considerationforU.eI«.pectorGen«^ 

of the question." or used similar words to tiiat effect 

-12-
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65 
I,..ppro,in»telyDecen^l»S.SSABradW.mbachbecamePlaintiffss»perVi^ 

_ 6 ^ ^ h m * . ^ = « - - - ' ' ^ - ^ ^ 

.otkassignmentsthatwerecontrarytothereasonableaccommodationspreviouslŷ tedt̂  
6, P„exampl..cven,houghPlaintifrsduties,ndresponsibilitieshadbeenlimited.o 

Plaintiff assist in a research and development prpject regarding p«sonnel and program 
„sponsibilitiesforthePBrsWhi,eHo»seUsisonOfflca.dCapitolHilloffice.prepareade.a.led 

repotconcemingd,eFBrsWhi.eHous.Ii.isonOffice'sop««ionals.ructureandp«.=nnelneeds. 

.„d assist in the development of operational guideline fbr conducting interview, at The White 

House. 

68. Plaintiffiequestedthatheberelievedoftheseassignmcntsbecausetiieyweiecontraty 

to tiie reasonable accommodations previously granted to him. Plaintiffs requests were overruled. 
and he petfoimed the assignments to tiie best of his abiliry. 

69. PlaintiffpieparedtiierequestedreponandsubmitteditioSSAWambachonorabout 

January 11, 1996. The report again notes tiiat the Uvingstone. tiie Director of The White House 

Office of Personnel Security, is a poUtical appointee whose motiier and Hillary Rodham CUnton are 

personal friends. 

70. In late January, two (2) aiticles appeared in The Washiî gton Times, botii autiiored by 

Mark R. Levin, stating ttiat. contraiy to infomiation he had provided to federal investigators. 

Assistant White House Counsel William H. Kennedy had discussed his allegations of criminaUty at 

The White House Travel Office witti FBI agents assigned to Hie White House weeks before 

contacting FBI headquaners about tiie alleged wrongdoing. See Mark R. I^vin, 'Travelgate and tiie 
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. .r . 76 1999- Mark R. Uvin, "The FBI. Mr. Kennedy and tiie 
FBI" The Woihingxon Times, January 26,1999, MarK î . 

.,hea.ticle...beyobviouslyreferr.dtohim.P.ain.iffhadno.provided,heinfbrmationcont«^^^ 

in the articles to the press. 

, 1. Days .ft= the articles concerning Kennedy had appears! in WdsWng.on Timer, 

Pl^tiff received word that Howard Shapiro, then General Counsel to ti« FBI. wanted to see him. 

,2. Ratt,erfl.anmeetwithPlsintiffhimself,Shapi.osenttw.C2)«^cntativesfrom.he 

FBI General Counsel'. Office to meet with Plaintiff and his aupervisor. 

73. During the course of thi, meeting. PWndff confirmed that Kem«dy. EUer and 

watkins ̂  tried to po him for infom»tion about the backgnsunds ̂  political views ot the staff 

ofTheWhiteHouseTravelOfficebrfor.thefiring..However.Pl.imiffdeniedbeing.hesourceof 

tiiB articles in The Washington Times. 

74. Also during the course of tiiis meeting. Plaintiff was given parts of a manuscript 

written by Gary Aldrich. a former FBI Special Agent who had been assigned to White House along 

with Plaintiff. 

75. Plaintiff confirmed tiie accuracy of several statements attributed lo him in the 

manu5cripi.bm denied anyparticipation in writingitTTiemanuscript was laierpubUs 

tide C/n/imiferfAcce« and was widely know foritshighlyunflatteringportrayalrf 

House. It made numerous references to Plaintiff and attributed several direct quotes to him. 

76. During tills same time period. Plaintiff continued to receive assignments tiiat were 

contrary to die reasonable accommodations previously granted to him. 
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„ Pore.ample.Pl.intiffwa.assignedseverairieldihvestig-i-o"''^^''^"' 

l„„rviews.Such.ssignmentswe,edir.a,cont.»yto,h.re.sonable,cco™n^^^^ 

granted him. 

7g j„,ddition,Pl.intiffwasa.sig„.dinvestig«ion,ofpersonswhow.rk.d„ishtshifU 

„ The White House, thus requiring him to conduct interviews . mght. outside his regularly 

scheduled hours. This was also continy to the teasonable accommodation, previously gr«.ted to 

him. namely, that he be allowed to avoid night-duty. 
79. PlaintiffwasalsoassignednewdatiesandresponaibiUtiesassoeialedwiththetrsining 

of new agents. This was also contrary to the teason*leaccommodMion.previou,lygr«,tedto him, 

namdy, thM hi. duties and responsibiUties be limited to conducting interviews within The White 

House complex and preparing memoranda of his interviews. 

80. Plaintiff objected to these assignment, as being contraiy to the reasonable 

accommodMions pn̂ iously gnmted u. him. but nonetheless atcmpted to petlorm th«n to the best 

of his abiUty. 

81. On Februaiy 28,1996, Plaintiff receive an unsealed envelope in his mailbopc at the 

FBI's WashingtonFieldOfficeinTyson'sComer. Virginia The envelope contained a notice, dated 

January 5,1996, stating tiiat Plaintiff was to be investigated for unprofessional conduct, namely tiie 

alleged misuse of his U.S. Govemment parking pass. This type of internal investigation is 

undertaken by tiie FBFs Office of Professional ResponsibiUty (hereinafter "OPR"). 

82. Following receipt of tiie notice. Plaintiff leamed from conversations witii ASAC 

Shubert and tiie OPR case agent assigned to the matter, SSA Resnick. tiiat the investigation was 
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, „ ccAResnickfurtiieradvisedPlaintifftiiaitiiepuipOtiedmisuse 
basedonasingIe,anonymousletter. SSAResmcklunner 

^^^^^^,,|Up.f^Wrivin^tiirp.TVinppyMqbi'^^^ 

National Security Counsel. 

83 PMntiffadvisedASACShuher,andSSAResniclcth«,notonlyw«.hechargefal,e, 

.ut that his son had his own paring pass which allowed him to paric closer to his woric than 

Plaintiffs pass would have allowed, 

84. Nonetiicless,tiieOPRinvesrigationproceeded.andwasasour.eofsubstantialstress 

to Plaintiff. Plaintiffsabiliiytohandle tiie stress causedbytiiefalse accusation raised again̂ ^ 

in the OPR investigation was made more difficult because of Plaintiff s 1994 accident. 

85. FBI procedures require tiial tiie subjea of an OPR investigation be formally 

interviewed. Plaintiff was interviewed about tiie OPR investigation on April 4,1996. 

86. During tiie interview. Plaintiff was distressed to leam tiiat additional allegations had 

been raised against him. These additional charge, were set fortii in a March 6. 1996 notice that 

Plaintiff previously had not seen. 

87. The additional charges against Plaintiff also were allegedly based on an anonymous 

leaerandwcreasequaUybaselessastiiechargetiiatPlaintiffallegedlymisusedhi$U.S.Govemment 

parking pass. 

88. The two (2) FBI Special Agents who interviewed Plaintiff. S A Dave Stewart and S A 

Wanen Linscon would not allow Plaintiff to see tiie anonymous letter tiiat was allegedly the basis 

for tiie charges against him. 

89. Moreover. SA Stewart andSALinscotthadnoteven seen tiie January 5,1995 notice 

setting fortti tiie charge tiiat Plaintiff had allegedly misused his U.S. Oovemmenc parking pass-
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.,.rh^l«s oroceeded to question Plaintiff about the , 90. SA Steward and SALinscqn nonetheless proceeoeat 4 

new charges. — r nPii 
,1 PUintiff found the basdes. allegations and procedural inegulanties of the OPR 

l„.stigationittobeve,ys«ss*.l.Conse,uentiy.beimmedla.e,,wen.hom.,d,enre,ue^^ 

he be placed on administrative leave until the OPR investigati«n was completed 

92. pWntiffsr«iuestw.sdemed.andheti,usel.etcdtot.lteex.e„d.4sicl=leave. 

93. LaterinApril 1996, onthe advise of a counselor. Plaintiff scheduled an appoinmient 

witi, SSA Wambachto discuss die OPR investigation and the obliges that were being m«i. to die 

reasonable accommodations he had previously been granted. 

94. •n,emeetingbetweenPl«nnffandSSAWambachtoolcpl«*on April24.1996. 

95. Duringtheme.ting.Plai«tiffdescribed.oSSAWamb«!hth.Stre„beinEplacedot. 

himbytheOPRinvesttgation̂ idtheremovalotthereasonahleaccommodationspreviousIygranted 

toWm.SSAWambachdeniedth.tPl.intiffh.dev.rb»mFovided«iy«ason.bleaccommodations. 

96. Tl.efollowingd.y.April25.1996. SSAWambach advised Plaintiff that his deurilm 

The White House was being terminated and lhat. when he returned from sick leave, he was to mpoit 

to the Washington Field Office headquarters at Tysons Comer. Virpnia. 

97. When PWndff returned from sick leave, he reported to the Washington Field OfSce 

headquarters as instructed by SSA Wamb«̂ h. However. Plaindff was given literally no wotk 

assignments. He was told by SSA Wanbach to «t a. his desk, witiiou. even «ices5 to a computer, 

until tiic FBI could figure oui what to do with him. 

98. On May 13,1996, Plaintiff again received anotiier "Exceptional" performance rating 

from his supervisor, ttie highest possible raring tiiat can be achieved. 
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99 OnMay23.1996.theFBIissuedanotiflcationtiiattiieOPRinvestigationof Plaintiff 

being Closed. Despite repeated requests. Plaintiff did not receive confirmation tiiat the OPR 

investigation was being closed until approximately June 26,1996. 

100 OnMay24.1996,Plaintifffiledatimelyadministrativecomplaintagainstthem 

M . . n n . 5 c u I . . . e . v . . e . . a I . . r . u o « ^ 

Number 187-2-99, alleging that the FBI had unlawfraUy removed tiie reasonable accommodations 

previouslygrantedMm and otherwise discriminated againsthimbecause of hiŝ ^̂ ^̂  

101. During this same time period. Plaintiff was subject to a batter)' of medical and 

psychia^c examinations allegedly to determine his ̂ fimess for duty" and whether he should be 

granted any accommodations. Plaintiff fully cooperated witii all of the tests required of him. 

102. On May 30. 1996, Uvingstone, head of The White House Office of Personnel 

Security, requested tiiat tiie FBI conduct a five (5) year background re-investigation of Plaintiff 

despite tiie fact tiiat Plaintiff s White House detail had ended and Plaintiff was not due for a five (5) 

year background re-investigation for anotiier two (2) yean. 

103. In early June 1996, it became known tiiai Uvingstone and Antiiony Marceca. a 

detailee assigned to The White House Office of Personnel Security, had obtained FBI background 

investigation summaries and materials on hundreds of former Reagan and Bush Administration 

appointees and employees, a political scandal tiiat George Stephanopoulos. tiien a Senior Assistant 

to the President, would describe as having "tiie potential to be our most serious scandal yet." 

104. iike'Travelgate,"'Tilegatc."a5tiie6candalwaspopularlyknown,becametiiesubj 

of congressional hearings andacomminecrepott by theU.S.HouseofReprcsentatives Govemment 

Reform and Oversight Comminee. 
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105. ••Klega.c-wasalsoti.esubjectofaninvestigationbymdepend.ntCounselKenneth 

w. StaiT 
106, OnIunel9.1996.Plaintiffgaveanunswomm.erviewtoSen,teIudlda,yCommittee 

investigators concerning "Filegate." 

107 During the course of this interview, Plaintiff told Senate Judiciary Committee 

Investigators that he complained to his supervises about ti« chaotic management of Th. White 
HouseOmceofPersonne,Security.del.ysinti,ec,.aranceproc.s.forWhiteHouseemplo,eesand 

i.e fact that many persons, including employees, were being given .cc«s to The Whit. House 

complex without proper passes. 

108. In «idition. Plaintiff told Senate Judiciary Committee investigators Uvingstone 

himself told Plaintiff tiiat his mother knew Hillary Rodham Clinton. Plaintiff furtiier told Senate 

Judiciary Committee investigâ ta that Kenn«iy toldPlaintiff he was W with Livingstone, and 

fliat Plantift thus inferred HUaiy Rodham Clinton wanted Uvingstone in die position. 

109. Plaintiff also told Senate Judiciary Committee investigators ti»t. at one point he 

suggested that The White House OlEce of Poaonnel Security be he«led by a professional career 

person rather tiian a political appointee. 

110. Plaintiff also told Senate Judiciary Committee investigators tiiai Kennedy, Eller and 

Watidns had tried lo piy him for information about tiie backgrounds and poUtical views of tiie staff 

of The White House Travel Office. Plaintiff tiius contradicted information that Kennedy had 

provided to federal investigators. 

111. Plaintiff also lold Senate Judiciary Commiltee investigators tiiat he was concemed he 

was being retaliated against for testifying on behalf of Mr. Dale at Mr. Dale's criminal trial. 
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press 

House. ' 

U2. P,aintifrsint«viewwithSenateJudici.ryCommi.teeinvesrig«orswasle,kedtoti,e 

m̂ost immediately and resulted in substantial, unfavorable press coverage for The White 

Torm=Top FBI Agent at White House R«ses Question, AboutSecurity Office." W 

5.e«7o.n.^.June25,1996.,-FBIAgentSaysAideslnqui.»lonTravelS.,ff;WhiteHou.eRrings 

Followed, Probers Told," Tfce y/cshmeton Po«. June 26,1996. 

113 OnJune2g,1996,PWntifrspenn««ntWhiteHou..passw.sc,nceled. Plamtiff 

„kedforafb,m.lmco,dof,heaction.hu.w.st.tused. SSA wambach vcbally toldPlaintiff that 

his pass was being revoked for his own safety and bec»ise his presence "made tiie First Family 

uncomfortable." 

114. i„Iul,1996.0PRcontactedPlaintiffand.«qu«t«Jtti.thesubmittoaninte,view»id 

provideaswomwottenstatementfor an OPRinvestigationintothe OPR investigation of Plaintiff. 

US. OnJulyl5.1996.PlaintiftBave.swomdepositiontoU.S.HouseofR.presen.ativcs 

i„vestiga.orsconceming'Tileg.te."Duringhiste.timony.PIaintiff.gainUnk«lUving«one-shirins 
to Hillary Rodham Clinton. 

116. On or about tiiat same day. FBI General Counsel Howard Shapiro alerted The White 

Houseti,at.inreviewingUvingstone'smbackgroundinvestigationfile.itlocatedPl̂ ^̂ ^ 

year old insen of his interview witii tiien White House Counsel Bemaxd Nussbaum. which 

memorialized Nussbaum's staû ment linking Uvingsione's hiring to Hillary Rodham CUnton. 

117. 'niefollowingmQining.Julyl6.1996.ShapiroandDeputyGtm6ralCounsenhoma5 

A. Kelley dispatchedlwo(2)FBlagentstoPlaintifr8homeiointerviewPlaintiff about tiie ttuee^y 

old insert. 
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. , f,v,.i„terview theFBIagentsaskedPlaintiffapproximatdytiiitty 
118. Duringtiiecourwoftneintemew.uio™i t 

1J with BamardNussbaum, despite the fact 
OOjtimesifhehadanynotesothisthree-yearoIdintep̂ iewwithBemar 

,H„f,Iprdcedu«sp™hibi.agentsfrommaintainingnotesofinsa.,sfor«orcth.nninety(90)days. 

1,9 AUoduringth.courseofthecourseoftheinte,vi.w,.heFBI.gentsrepeatedlytold 

PWntiff that President Clinton, Hilary Rodham Clinton and White House Comisel Bernard 

Hussbaumh».con.radic.edPl.intifrstluee-ye.roldins..t.pittingPl,intiffscredibility against^ 

credibility of Presid«,t CUnton, Hilary Rodham Clinton and White House Compel Bernard 

Nussbaum approximately four (4) times. 

120. WhiletiieFBIagenisstaiedti.attiiepurposeoftiieinteiviewwa8to"clarify''certaî  

issues, Plaintiffs efforts to provide clarification were rebuffed. 

121. Also during tiie course of tins interview. Plaintiffs supervisor, SSA Wambach, 

telephoned Plaintiff to advised him tiiat he had to fly to Chicago, Illinois for a psychiatric 

examination to determine his fimess for furtiier duty witii tiie FBL 

122. Thai same afternoon, on July 16.1996, OPR investigators interviewed Plaintiff at his 

home, under oatii. witii tiie stated intention of taking a signed, swom statement from Plaintiff diat 

would initiate an OPR investiption into tiie circumstances surrounding tiie OPR investigation of 

Plaintiff. Pursuant to FBI procedures, ti.e statement should have been prepared and ready for 

Plaintiffs signature wititin five (5) days, or by July 21,1996. However, tiie swom statement was not 

presented to Plaintiff for his signature until August 9.1996. and only after Plaintiffs attomey sent 

several letiers requesting tiiat an OPR investigation proved. Plaintiff has never been informed of 

the results of any OPR investigation. 
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m OnJul,18,1996,Plaintiff,eceived.lett«fonnaUyadvisinghimtheDepax,mentof 

veterans Affairs was no longer considering him for appoi,itm». t= .be Deparm^nf. Inspector 

General position. 

124 In mid- to late July 1996. Plaintitf received several anonymous telephone calls 

w înghimthatWhiteHouseCounselJackQuinnandFBIGeneralCoû elHowardShaplrowere 

plemiingtodiscredirandharmPlaintiffbyatt̂ ptingmtieWmtoanotherFBIagentdetailed 

Whit. Hoose who hadrecenay been convicted of falsifyingFBIbackgroundinvestigationrccô -

125. m point of fact. Plaintiff had attempted to have the FBI agent in question removed 

ftom The Whit. House. During a meeting between Plaintiff, another .g«.t «,d SSA B«ieghan in 

May 1993. PWndff expressed concern about the agent's conduct «.d ptofessionaUsm. 

126. On July25, l996WhimHo«seCounselJ.ckQoinnse«.afalseanddi.par.gingletter 

„ FBI Director Loui. J. ft«h wrongfully accusing Plaintiff of falsifying his tiuee-year old insert 

aboutUvingstone's hiring. Tlie letter specifically states: 

AccordingtotChairmanoftheHouseGovemmentReformandOverKghtC^̂  
w'mSm Clinger]'. strtanent today, the background mvestigation file on Mr. 
uCstone include, a report by Ag«.« Dniii. S«dii=bra» on a conversauon he 
« « wiA WhiB House Counsel Bernard Nussbaum concemmg Mr. 
W ^ s J Z g T u . according to a .t.t«ne«t issu«l by Mr. Nussbsum today, 
that conversation never took place. 

This Administration and the American People have enormous 
2? g^reLon- And, tiie role tiiat tiic agency plays in conducbng badĉ und 
LsStionsandhdpingtocnsuretiiesuitabilityofappoin̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  
be ovemated. The President, you and tiie American people have a large stake indeed 
in tiie fairness and accuracy of tiiis process. 

That is why we are troubled, as we know you must be, by Uie i»P"««^"'J^j.J 
backETOund investigation might indude a false report This matter u» especiaUy 
l ^ o T c T ^ Z ^ i t i o e s Tn the heels of published reports of the connctioo 
rfo^7theagen£ who did background checks atTheWhiteHouaê ^ 
gf falsifying at least 50 Interviews that he claimed to have conducted. 

-22-



flUG-02-1999 16:21 CIUIL DIU/FED PRO BR 202 616 8202 P.27/35 

127 0„information«idbeIief,FBIGeneralCoan.elHow,rdSh.piro.other.unknown 

WhiteHouse officials andagents.ano.herunknownFBIo«,_cial.par,icipatedindr.ftingQuinn.s 

July 25,1996 letter lo Director Freeh. 

128. Shapiro admittedly reviewed different drafu of Quinn's July « . 1996 letter and 

recommended which draft to send to Director Freeh. 

129. Becausetheleaeritselfmakescleartĥ fabricationofaFBIbackgroundinvestigation 

report is a criminal o«e»e. Quinn. Shapim. and anyon. else who participated in preparation of the 
letterobviously knew orhadreasonto know that Uiey were accusingPlaintiff, albeit wrongfully,of 

committing a criminal offense. 
130. -n.efollowingday.onIuly26,1996,UnnyI.D.visappea.«lonCNN'. C™«.fire. 

During thi, appear««e. Davis wrongfully accused Plaintiff of falsifying his ti^e-year old insert 

aboutUvinptone's hiring, disparaged Plaintiffs credibflity, andoU»rwUe harmed Plaintiff: 

CBy Lanny Davis] This . . . coBtempo»n«>us doa.m«,t «mt.tas an absolute 
fabrication that Mn. Livingstone has demed.... 

* • • 

tBv Robert Novakl Lanny Davis, let me just s» if I can get to comment on the 
S l l ^ d i a t wu ,«ed here. We have a case where the FBI gives Congreanian 
S^..S^^cTd^whiehi.highlyincrind«.ting,if^^^^ 
Sl^ti.eFBIU,«. goes toThe WhiteHouse. »id«s»^^^ 
informalion to the committee - what Congressman Chnger adU » J !™ 
, h ^ ^ send FBI .Eents to the home of Agem Seolimhtene wh is on leave and ttiey 
^ m ^ S ' S S ^ H o u . e i , veryupae. about thi.m..«i.l.Now,^)^ 
™ J ^ ^ « X f die fence would you like th. way theFBI has teen pcUtic«edm 

this operation? 

[By Limny Davis] I don't tiiink tiiey've been poUticized at all. I ihiric '̂ jeyjhould 
hâ e immediately interviewed ScuUmbrene and inquired as to why he is udden̂  
S r i T h r s stoVy after being under oatii and testifying to tiie Senate Judici^ 
c S l e l ^ t Spread to yoi if you will. Bob, ftom they^^ 
ŝ enTnamed David Bowie, who worked witii Sculimbrene. who knew that 
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Sculimbrene wasaclosefriendofOuy Aldrich, another great fontof<»ibd^^.^ 
h " a. Bowie said, the FBI that th. Congressm î was just vouching fe. ft 
said that Sculimbrene quite 'had a very binn pobncd 
wwrHouae' and further, quote, 'tiiat he was exhibiting irrational behavior. Now 
Sryorca^^^iLbrenebefore^urcommitteepubUcaUyand^^^^ 
be ~ and have him testify. 

(ByRjbert Novak] Let me just askyouone~Idon'tuntost«rfAe«meta^^^^ 
Lmny You are accusing ScuUmbrene of changing his story? This is - tĥ s « at fte 
S i n e of the ainton AdminiSMtion there - he pmfesses he wanted the CUnton 
Adrris«o7tosr^. . .howcouU 
document? I don't understand how thai works. 

lByl^nyDavis]Flrstofall.IamaccusingScuUmbreneofhavingapoliti«lbias 

and that report is filled with lies -. . 

fBv Lannv J Davis) I just told you Robert and I will tell you once again; tiiat why 
U n S o n ^ s r i a n and why are you supporting calUng Sculimbrene before [the 
kouse GovermTent Reform and Oversight Committee] , you want to know dje 
answer? The reason he's not answering is because Sculimbrene ĥ s no cr«i»baity 
. . . and tiiey loiow it and tiiey are embarrassed and that's why... tiiey're noc calhng 
him. 

131. On August2. l996.Davis appeared on CNBC's Ave«i live. During titis appearance, 

Davis again wrongfully accused Plaintiff of falsifying his tiiree-year old insert about Livingstone's 

hiring, disparaged Plaintiffs credibility, and otherwise harmed Plaintiff: 

[By Lanny J. Davis] He - he - he is - whatever smacked him in tiie head has 
affectedhiscredibilitybecausetiiey won'tcallhim... .The-tiie-tiie point number 
one is he wouldn't give an answer and we know tiiat he's now being quoted 
anonymously. He v/as good enough to have a deposition taken, despite tiie head 
injury but tiiey didn't caU him, and we know tiie reason, because he has little 
credibiUty. And tiie second point to make is, remember tiiat Sculimbrene is tiie man 
who saidKllary Clinton knew Craig Livingstone's mottier and, tiierefore, tiiat's why 
she is culpable in tiie hiring of Craig Livingstone. When MB. Livingstone was asked 
tiiat question, she said... I've never mei Hillary Clinion in my life. 
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132. Priortohi8appearancesonCro«Fi«andi?rverflI.v^Davishadappearedfrequendy 

on television programs as a spokesman and surrogate for The White House, 

133. On infonnation and belief, prior to his television appearances. Davis participated in 

meetings and telephone conference calls and/or had other communications witii currenrty unknown 

White House officials and agents to discuss whal he would say on television on behalf of The White 

House. 

134. On information andbclicf, Davis also received background infonnation andreference 

materials from currentiy unknown White House officials and agents to assist him during his 

appeaî nces. 

135. On infonnation and behef, Davis communicated witii Quinn, Shapiro and other 

currendy unknown White House officials and ageiits to discuss what he would say about Plaintiff on 

behalf of The White House during his July 26.1996 and August 2,1996 appeartnces on Cross Fire 

and Rivera Live. 

136. On infonnation and belief. Davis also received background infomiauon andreference 

materials concerning Plaintiff from Quinn and otiier currendy unknown White House officials and 

agents before his July 26, 1996 and August 2, 1996 appearances on Cross Fire and Rivera Live, 

including but not limited to tiie Washington Post article referred to during Davis* July 26,1996 
appearance on Croj* Fire. 

137. On information and belief, Davis also knew tiiat he was accusing Plaintiff, albeit 

wrongfully, of committing a criminal offense. 

138. Only four (4) montiis later, Davis was formally hired by The While House as Special 

Counsel to tiie President and joined Quinn in The White House Counsel's Office. His duties and 
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responsibilities included appearing on television on behalf of The White House to discuss various 

political scandals. 

139. The same day tiiat Davis appeared on Rivera Live, August 2, 1996. Plaintiff was 

forced to take an early retirement from tiie FBI as a result of the witiidrawal of ttie reasonable 

accommodations previously granted him by tiie FBI, tiie false accusations and disparagement to 

which he been subjected, and tiie other, unwarranted retaliation and harassment alleged hctein. 

140. On March 5. 1998. Plaintiff wrote to EOP requesting access to any White House 

records peitaining to himself. Plaintiffs request was made pursuani to tiie Privacy Act. 5 U.S.C. § 

552a. 

141. On April 1. 1998, EOF denied Plaintiffs Privacy Act request, claiming tiiat "Whe 

Privacy Act docs not earabliah a siacutory right to tiie records you have requested ftom The White 

House, if such records exisi." despite tiie fact ttiat a U-S. District Court had previously ruled to tiie 

contrary. See Alexander v. Federal Bureau of Investigation, 971 F. Supp. 603 CD.D.C. 1997) 

(Lamberth, J.). 

142. On April 29.1999, Plaintiffs employment discrimination complaint against the FBI 

was denied. 
rouNTi 

(Violation of tiie Rehabilitation Act - FBI) 
143. Plaintiff realleges paragraphs 1 tinough 142 as if ftilly set forth herein. 

144. Plaintiff isan individual witii a disabiHty as defined under tiie Rehabilitation Act. 29 

U.S.C. §701 e/«9. 
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145.. Plaintiff is odieiwise qualified to perform tiie duties and responsibilities of tiie job in 

question, and, in fact, excelled at ti^ose duties and responsibiUties when provided with reasonable 

accommodations. 

146. Plaintiff was adversely treated or denied die bencfita of his position solely because of 

his disability, in violation of tiie Rehabilitation Aci, 29 U.S.C. § 701 eiseq. 

147. As aproximateresuliof ttieFBl's violation of tiieRehabilitation Act, 29U.S.C. § 701 

et seq.. Plaintiff suffered substantial damages, including but not limited to loss of income. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands: (L) tiiat judgment be entered against the FBI; (2) an award 

of compensatory damages in excess of $300,000; (3) an award of costs and rtasonable attorneys' fees 

pursuant to 27 U.S.C. § 794a, among other applicable laws; and (4) such other relief as tiie Court 

deems just and proper. 
COUNT II 

(Violation of tiie Privacy Act - EOP) 

148. Plaintiff realleges paragraphs 1 through 147 as if fully set forth herein-

149. EOP willfully and intentionally maintained, and maintains, confidential records on 

inctividuals. including Plaintiff, as part of a system of records. 

150. The maintenance of tiiis system of records by EOP is not relevant to accomplish any 

purpose required by statute or executive order of tiie President, bui is pan of a pattern of willful and 

intentional misconduct undertaken for purposes of injuring and/or retaliating against Plaintiff. 

151. EOP's villful and intentional refusal to allow Plaintiff access to records and 

infonnation pertaining him in its system of records violates 5 U.S.C. §§ 552a(d)(l) and g(l)CB), 

among other relevant provisions of the Privacy Act. 
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152. EOP's willful and intentional maintenance of titis system of records on individuals, 

includingPlaintiff, against tiiem, violates 5 U.S.C. §§ 552a(c)(l) and (fi)(l)CD). among otfierrelevant 

provisions of tiie Privacy Act, 

153. As a proximate result of EOP's willful, intentional and unlawful maintenance of this 

system of records on individuals, including Plaintiff, Plaintiff has suffered damages. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands: (1) tiiat judgmeni be entered against EOP; (2) tiiat EOP 

be enjoined ftom witiiholding all records concerning Plaintiff and be ordered to produce such records 

pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 552a(g)(3)(A); (3) an award of compensatory damages in an amount not less 

than the $1,000 statutory minimum set forth at 5 U.S.C. § 552a(g)(4)(A); (4) an award of costs and 

reasonable attorneys' fees pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 552a(g)(4)(B), among other applicable laws; and 

(S) such other relief as the Coun deems just and proper. 

COUNTm 
(Violation of tiie 42 U.S.C. § 1985(1) and (2) - Quinn, Shapiro, Davie 

and John and Jane Does Nos. l'-5) 

154. Plaintiff realleges para^phs 1 tiiroughl53 as if fiilly set fortii herein. 

155. Defendants Quinn. Shapiro, Davis and John and Jane Does Nos. 1-5 intentionally, 

maliciously and wrongfully conspired to injure Plaintiff in his person and propeny on account of his 

lawful discharge of the duties of his office, namely, tiiat of a Special Agent for tiie FBL in violation 

of42U.S.C. 5 1985(1), 

156. Defendants Quinn, Shapiro. Davis and John and Jane Does Nos. 1-5 inientionally. 

maliciously and wrongfully conspired to injure Plaintiff in his person and property on account of 

Plaintiffs having provided testimony in a coun of law of the United States, in violation of 42 U.S.C. 

§ 1985(2). 
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157. As aproximateresult,Plaintiff sufferedsubfiiantial damages,indudingbut not limited 

10 loss of income, loss of reputation and emotional distress. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands: (1) tiiat judgment be entered against Defendanis Quinn, 

Shapiro.Davis and John and Jane Does Nos. 1-5, joinfly and S6verally;(2) an award of compensatory 

damages in excess of $5,000,000.00; (3) an award of costs and reasonable attorneys' fees pursuant 

to 42 U.S.C. § 1988, among other applicable laws; and (4) such otiier relief as the Court deems just 

and proper. 

COUNT IV 
(Violations of tiie Hrst and Fifth Amendment to tiic U.S. Constitution - Quinn, 

Shapiro and John and Jane Does Nos. 1-5) 

158. Plaintiff realleges paragraphs 1 through 157 as if fully set foiti) herein. 

159. Quinn. Shapiro and John and Jane Does Nos. 1-5, acting undercolor of law, deprived 

Plaintiff of his First Amendment rights by retaliating against him for testifying in a coun of law of 

the United States and before the U.S. House of Representatives Government Reform and Oversight 

Comminee, and for giving an unsworn interview to the U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee. 

160. Quinn, Shapiro and John and Jane Does Nos. 1-5, acting under color of law, deprived 

Plaintiff of his Fifth Amendment rights by wrongfully and maliciously causing damage to Plaintiffs 

good name, reputation, honor and iniegciiy without due process of law. 

161. As aproximate result. Plaintiff suffered substantial damages, including but not limited 

to loss of income, loss of reputation and emotional distress. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands: (1) that judgment be entered against Defendants Quinn. 

Shapiro and John and Jane Does Nos. 1-5, jointiy and severally;(2) an award of compensatory 
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damages in excess of 55.000,000.00; (3) an awanl of punitive damages; (4) an award of costs; and 

(5) such other relief as tiie Coun deems just and proper. 

Plaintiff demands trial by jury. 

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC. 

aymanT̂ sq̂  
Bar No. 334581 

Paul J.<Orfanedes, Esq. 
D.C. Bar No. 429716 
Suite 725 
501 School Street, S.W. 
Washingion, DC 20024 
(202) 646-5172 

Aitomeys for Plaintiff 
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UNITED STATES DISTUCT COCRT 
FOIL IHB DlSmcr OP COLUMBIA. 

HOnCE OP DESIGNATION Op RELATED CrVIL/MUCELLANBQUS 
PENDINO IN -mfS OR ANY OTHER UNTT^D STATK CntlUT 

CmLAaaaa No: 
(To be luppUed by the Clctk) 

NOTICE TO THE PUUNTTFF: 

Punumi to Rule «0S(b)(21. you ue nquiicd u picpue uid lubmk tail (am «the cine of filing any civil or miudluaiu CUB whidi 
il reUiod to any pending etteji) or >>hich unoWa Ac omc patin md idun to the ime luhjca mite of ny /ĵ tmimû  ""f<i) Tliii 
bni) muac be prepucd ia vtfBamt quudty to pnvide aoe oapy for the Cledc'i ncoidi. one copy for the Judge « wha« the ii Auipi^ ud 
oneeopy for etch dcfbuUu, lo ihic you mutt prepuc3 eopica for i one dctedaiasue, 4 c e p » tu « Ma de&oduccue, ae, 

NOnCE TP ttEFENDANT; 

Rule 4aS(b)a) of thif Couit rcquim Uui you leivc upod the plundff wd fik itiih your fine itaponaivepkadiBg or modoa any objeeuDn 
yau have 10 the related ow daipiilidn. 

NOneETO Al.LCOtJW^g. 

Rules 4a5(b)(3] of (hi) Court tcquiza thit aa lOon u an iBomey Ibr ft pwty beeanwi â Miv of Ite oitencc ef a R I B I ^ caM or caia, 
tueh oBDmey shall inunedialciy aeafy. in ̂ ridng, the Judgei on whoae calcadan (he caaei fpear and iheU aove tueb noikc en ceiuuel Car aU 
oUurpaniea. 

The piaimifr or catmid for ehiiniff vî ^ f I-*-7 "̂ prelcte the feUo%wiip 

1 RELATlONSHfP OF NEW CASE TO PENPTNG RFl ATPp gaSpBI-

AD(nircueiadeencdiclaiBdioaeaMipaidiAginlhi»oriBatherU.S. COUR if (he new caae; tCbeck ftppnpriaiB bax(ca) below.] 

( I (») fitata CD common property 

Doa (b) ioMlvci ooomoa iiaud of tut 

(e) pv»t eui of the euoc event or oiniaaiaa 

[ 1 (d) io«ahrce the vsUdtiy or infringaneac ef lhe ii 

[ 1 W il filed by the lans pn le Utigani 

RELATIONSHIP OF NEW CASES TO D15M15SBP RgtATBCI C^fjt^), 

ABeweaa4Miid«Bn€rfwlaiBdla6«jediiinI*jod,*iiharwithoHtprqudJee,iB^ Coini. if the now eaae iovohrei 
the aame paniea and letiBi to the aaac lufajeet i—~ 

Cbeclc box if new caia il lelittd to a diMliued ealc: [ ] 

NAME THE U J . COURT IN WRICR THE RELATED CASE IS FILED (or OTHEIL THAN TBB COtlllT): 

CAITTON AND CASE NUMBER OF RELATED CASB(S). IF MORE ROOM B NBEDE& PLEASE USE THE OTBOER SIDE, 

Alexander, et a l . F B I , et a l . , C-A.NeL 96-2123/97-1288 
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