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THEREUPON, )

JEFF UNDERCOFFER,
a witness, was called for examination by Majority Counsel, and
after having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified
as follows: | |

Ms. Comstock. We just have a short statement giving a
background on the investigation before we start. Some of it
i1s not going to apply -- I mean, maybe a good bit of it may
not -- but just to give you an idea, an overview of what we
are looking at.

We are on the record this morning for the deposition of
Jeff Undercoffer from the Secret Service, which is being
administered under oath. My namé'is Barbara Comstock, I am
Majority investigative counsel. With me today is Barbara
Olson, who is our chief investigative counsel, and Laurie
Taylor, who is an attorney on the Majority staff, and Don
Goldberg and Dan Hernandez are Minority staff.

I would like to provide you with some background
information concerning this investigation and your appearance
here. Pursuant to its authority under Rules 10 and 11 of the
House of Representatives, the Government Reform and Oversight
Committee is investigating the White House Travel Office
matter and related matters.

This refers to all events leading to the May 19, 1993

firings of the White House Travel Office employees and
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includes all information provided by the White House Travel
Office and any employees at the White House Travel Office at
any time from January 1st, 1993 to the present.

Our investigation also encompasses the activities of
Harry Thomason, Darnell Martens and Penny Sample at the White
House as well as allegations of wrongdoing concerning Travel
Office employees.

The committee investigation is reviewing all actions
taken by any Division or field office of the FBI and
Department of Justice, both prior to and after the firings, as
well as issues relating to the White House's receipt of FBI
background investigations on prior administration officials.

The investigation includes, but is not lihited to, the
investigation and prosecution of U.S. v. Billy Ray Dale and
all investigations and subsequent reviews of the Travel Office
firings by any agency including, but not limited to, the White
House Management Review, all FBI and Justice Department
reviews, the IRS and Treasury Department internal reviews and
records, the GAO Review, as well as the proposed U.S. House of
Representatives Resolution of Inquiry. I think in particular
the White House Management Review discussed at length the
whité House passes and those type of matters.

Do you understand that your answers should not -- I'm
sorry, should not exclude any information which you recall

involving these subjects?
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The Witness. Yes.

Ms. Comstock. The committee has been granted the
specific authorization to conduct this deposition pursuant to
House Resolution 369, which was passed by the House of
Representatives on Mafch 7, 1996. We can get the rules for
you if you would like to have a copy of them for you today.

The committee counsels will proceed with equal rounds of
questioning, each lasting up to 1 hour. We will alternate.
We will just be questioning one at a time. If you have any
questions for counsel, or if you want me to rephrase a
question, just ask if you don’t understand it as we are going
along.

You are here today voluntarily and not by subpoena; is
that correct?

The.Witness. That’s correct.

Ms. Comstock. Okay. You will be given a S-day time
frame in which you can come in with your attorney for the
Secret Service and review your deposition once it has been
transcribed, and to correct any technical problems that you
perceive occurred in the transcription, and to clarify any
matters. After that review period, you will be asked to sign
the transcript.

Do you have any questions before we start today?

The Witness. No.
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q If you could just tell us your position at the
Secret Service and how you became involved in reviewing the
FBI files matter?

A Okay. The FBI file mattéf.' No, I am an agent
assigned to the White House Division. I have been assigned
there since January of 1994 in that this whole matter
regarding the FBI background files and the production of
access lists are generated by my Division. That is how I am
involved.

Q Could you describe the analyses that you have done
on the lists? Do you have a general discussion that you could
provide for us? -

A I do not have a general discussion; probably a
10-minute presentation. It involves charts. They are very
visual, along with I have some definite numbers, if you would
like me to just go through it.

'Q . Why don’t we go through that, just so you can tell
us what- you have done in your review of the files.

A Okay. If I may?

Q Yes.

Mr. Goldberg. With the charts I think you have to be as
descriptive as possible.

The Witness. I will be as descriptive as possible, and

then we will provide copies of these also.
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I have two charts, and the general -- as part of my
analysis, what I began looking at was did we, did the United
States Secret Service, provide to the White House Office of
Personnel Security any time during 1393 a list that showed the
majority of these people from the iist that you have here? 1t
is the same list I have.

I have been given -- first I will start by saying I have
been given two lists. One was longer than the other. There
is a total of 476 names on them. The two lists have one name
in common, and that is -- I can’t remember the guy's name in
particular.

Ms. Comstock. Okay. Why don’t we make that list

Exhibit 1 here so we can refer to it throughout the
deposition.
" [Undercoffer Deposition Exhibit No. 1
was marked for identification. ]
BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q . Exhibit 1 is the list, the initial list of 300 plus
names that was initially released by the White House, and then
we also have the second list, which I believe You referred to
attached as part of Exhibit 1, which has an additional number .
of names.

Actually, maybe we should clarify.before we start with
the charts that the first list of 300 or so names was the

initial list provided by the White House, I believe, on
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June 7th, provided to the public. The second list was
provided a week or so later, and the White House has
represented to us that this list did, in fact, contain 70 or
70 something or 80 or so names that actually were properly --
they were active, and the files were properly sought; is ﬁhat
your understanding?

A 89 names.

Q Okay, 89.

And the reason the second list came about, we have been
told by the FBI, is because of they noticed that there were
more names in the series that Mr. Marceca; is that correct?

A I don’t know. I can only speak to the fact that I
was given the long list, the short list.

Q Okay. So we will refer to these lists that have the
combined numbers that you are tglking as Exhibit 1, and this
particular copy, Exhibit 1, has the deactivation dates of all

of the people on the list also --

A Okay.
Q -~ as provided, I understand, by the Secret
Service.

A Okay. We will call it Exhibit 1. oOn my charts I
refer to it to the list of 476 because combined, there is 476
individual names on the list.

Q Okay..

A I took two views of this information, and I used the
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WAVES information as to -- because our WAVES system produced
the access lists. I noticed that, by looking at the
deactivation dates on these individuals, that 94 of the
individuals were not active at any time prior, or from 1989
and back. | |

In 1989 was the Bush-Reagan transition, and that is when
our E-PASS system came on line. They chose to bring it on
line in the transition. That is where we went from a paper
pass to the hard pass. It is a hard card. It has é microchip
in it, and each one has an individual number to it. So 94 of
those people were never active in the E-PASS system. They
were -- they had been issued paper passes in previous
administrations, and never a pas§ through the E-PASS system.

Now, we move up to August of 1991. I have -- we have
historic WAVES records. 1If I may refer to my notes, I have --
we have historic'WAVES records where I have a printout dated
August 7th of 1991 listing inactive passholders. So that
printout list, it is a WAVES printout, lists all inactive
passholders from August 7th, 1991 backwards. And on that
printout, 182 of those 476 names from Exhibit 1 are included
on that printout.

I have another printout generated by WAVES on May 2nd of
1993. That is a priﬁtout of active passholders, active
passholders employed by White House operations personnel.

From that printout I was able to deduce -- and I will get more
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into how the numbers break down when I come to the second
chart -- but from that printout I was able to deduce that 368
individuals of the 476 were inactive passholders as of

May 2nd, 1993.

Then I have a very similar printout dated July 8th of
1993. Again, that is a printout showing all inactive
passholders employed by White House operations personnel,
which the overwhelming majority of these 476 were. There were
three individuals that were not. They were employees of the
residence. But anyway, 379 of the individuals from the 476
from Exhibit 1 would have been inactive passholders as of
July 8th.

Now, to look at the information from another --

Q So we have just been referring to the chart entitled
"Inactives" in WAVES from the list of 47s. And you can
proQide us with a small copy of that so we can make that part
of the deposition?

A I will provide a small copy of that.

Q Thank you.

A And the purpose of this graphic representation of
the information is that it is very easy to visually see that
the White House Division of the Secret Service did not provide
a list-with 476 people on it of those individuals from
Exhibit 1 as active, because they were, in fact, inactive.

Q And then would the 89 of the people having been on
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there correctly, would that then be added to the 3797

A 379 -- we will add this together when we --
Q Okay.

A When I look at this information, I look at it two
ways. I look at it deductively and inductively; coming at two
different approaches. So it helps me keep my thoughts
straight. The numbers can get very confusing, and it helps me
keep my thoughts straight. |

To take a closer look at this information --

Mr. Clancy. Why don’t you reference the title.

The Witness. Okay. "Pass Deactivations from the List of
476."

Working up until 1989, I find that from the list we have
called Exhibit 1, one individual has not worked for any
administration since 1984; two individuals since 1985; four
individuals since 1987; three since 1988; and 84 since 1989.
And that brings -- again, 52 individuals have left, according
Lo our records, in 1995. 1In 1991, 59 individuals have left.

And again, my printout, the printout I have showing --
and I will submit this to yoﬁ. I have the printout dated 8-7
of 1991, and attached to it I have a key, an alphabetical key,
referencing the file numbers, because the printout is in file
number order. But 182 individuals from the list of 47¢ that
we are calling Exhibit 1 are listed on this printout that says

"WAVES inactive passes." So there is no way post-August 7th,
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1991 that they were on a printout reproduced that said they
were active.

Our records also show that in 1992, 75 people left and
were consequently made inactive. Now, in January of 1993, and
I have an historic WAVES document,iﬁhis is a printout produced
by the WAVES system, and it is dated -- and what it shows
is --

BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q That is dated what?

A January 28th of 1993.

What this shows are all of those passholders who became
inactive in the month of January of 1993. There were 18
individuals'from Exhibit 1, the fist of 476 people, included
on this printout.

Q The January 28th, 1993 printout, 18 of the people

that were on the Exhibit 1 list were deactivated as of that

date?

'A - That's correct. And our reéords properly show that
they were -- from that time forward, they carried an inactive
status.

The next historic WAVES document I used in my analysis
was a printout. The printout is dated 4-14 of 1993, but what
it shows is all of those individuals who became inactive in
the month of February of 1993. There are 48 individuals from

the list of 476, Exhibit 1, who are listed on this WAVES
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printout showing that they have become inactive. So
concurrent with the first chart I have shown, the number of
inactive passholders grows as we move forward in time.

The next printout I have, it shows active passholders
that are employed by the White Houéé operations personnel.
And I looked at this list viewing it for exclusions from the
list of 476, meaning that if you are on this, you are active.
If you are not on this and you were employed by White House
operations personnel, which all but three individuals on this
list were, you-would be excluded, because you would have an
inactive status.

Now, the breakdown on this list are -- and the list is
dated 5-2 of 1993. So that is our cutoff in time is May 2nd
of 1993.

Now, there are 100 people -- I'm sorry, let me back up,
because the numbers get confusing here. There are 94 people
from Exhibit 1 included on this list.

Q . Included on the May 2nd, 1993 list?

A Correct. On here are eight errors. The eight
errors, I did not write their names down. I will give them --
I will try to enumerate them from memory. An individual by
the last name of Blumenthal, an individual by the last name of
Carpendale, an individual by the last name of Cutshall. The
other five names escape me.

Mr. Goldberg. 1Is the Hagin or Eagin --
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The Witness. I will deal with that when I am done with

this.
BY MS. COMSTOCK:
Q And James Baker, is he included in that?
A No, he is not. He is separate to that.
Q I think we can get those for the record. That will
be fine.

A Okay. There are eight names that E-PASS, the E-PASS

system showed them as inactive, and the information was not

passed-over to the WAVES- system to also show them deactivated
or having inactive status. And on this May 2nd list, there
are eight errors that we made, and they show up as active
when, in fact, they should have been inactive.

Q All right. There is also six other individuals in
the total number of this list that are not listed on here, .
Three of them are employees of the residence. Their last

names are Blake, Bowens and Brooks. And an additional three

- are people that have yet to be employed by the White House, an

individual by the iaét name of Carr, who became employed -- or
who became active in our pass system as of 6-3-93; an
individual by the last name of Carpenter, who became active in
ouf pass system on 5-27-93; and an individual by the name of
Balfour, who became active in our pass system on 7-24-93,

Q Is this May 2nd, 1993 list, this is a WAVES list?

A This is a WAVES list showing all active passholders
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employed by White House operations personnel.

Q Okay. If somebody had put somebody on an access
list, would they also appear on this WAVES 1list?

A No, they would not, because an access means that you
are permitted acéess into the compléx. It doesn’t mean you
have been issued a pass. |

Q So these would be all the people who had at least a
temporary hard pass at this time?

A At least a temporary hard pass.

Q On the chart does it indicate whether it was a
temporary or a permanent?

A It does. The first one is White House staff, the
second one is temporary EOB, permanent EOB, temporary White
House staff.

Q Okay. So the "WHS" stands for "White House staff"?

A Correct.

"TEO" stands for "temporary Executive Office Building."

Q fOEB"?'

A Stands for "Executive Office Building."

TWHS stands for "temporary White House staff."

Q Okay. So that covers all of our codes there on
tﬁat?

A There is also "TVOL", which is "temporary
volunteer."

Mr. Goldberg. Can I ask a clarifying question, just so
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we don’t have to come back and redo all of this again on my
time? I know it is not typical practice, but it would just be
more efficient.

EXAMINATION BY MR. GOLDBERG:

Q I want to clear up the three names that you said
were not to be employed. Is that three names that were taken
from the list of names of the White House files that were
somehow requested from the FBI inappropriately?

A No, I am not saying they were requested
inappropriately. I am saying that they weren’t- employed.

Q I am just trying to clarify which list you found
those three people on. I didn’t mean to ask you to
characterize them. b

A I found those three people on this list, Exhibit
Number 1, the list of 476 names.

Q Which the White House has represented as the list of

names that Marceca requested?

A If they have, yes.
Mr. Goldberg. Do you know the answer to that guestion?

BY MS. COMSTOCK:
Q You are saying the three people are on Exhibit 1,
but they don’'t appear on any of the WAVES lists?
A On any of the WAVES lists. And the reason they do
not appear is because this WAVES list.is dated 5-2 of 1993,

and they were not hired until after 5-2 of 1993, so they
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couldn’t appear on a list that we produced.
BY MR. GOLDBERG:

Q I am confused, but not by your answer, but just by
why is Marceca asking for these files.

Ms. Comstock. The White House represented'that 89 of
these were correctly -- there is a number of these in this 476
list which were cofrectly sought.

Mr. Goldberg. I am sorry. Let me just ask Barbara a
question before I get back to you.

Ms. Comstock. Why don’‘t we go off the record for a-
minute.

[Discussion off the record.]

BY MR. GOLDBERG: -

Q Did you have these charts before the Senate hearing?

A No, I didn’t. I had them made yesterday.

Now; where was I?

BY MS. COMSTOCK:
" Q We had gone through the May 2nd, 1993 list and
identified what some of the codes were on there.

A Okay. So using this May 2nd, 1993 list, and knowing
that there were three employees of the residence, three
employees that had yet to be hired, eight individuals that
were our erfor, that were listed as active when they were not
active, and when you work the math, it tells me that there

were 368 individuals from Exhibit 1 that were listed as
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inactive at that point in time. So any liét we produced af:er
May 2nd of 1993 showed 368 of those 476 names as inactive
passholders to the White House complex.

Q So after May 2nd, 1993, anyone requesting an active
list of passholders would not haveigotten 368 of the names
that are on Exhibit 1? |

A That is correct.

Q All right. The next historic WAVES document I have
is dated 11-3 of ‘93, and what it shows are those passholders
who became inactive during the month of May 1993. There are
five individuals from the list of 476 that became inactive

during the month of May 1993.

Q Okay. And on this -- Billy Dale is included on this
list?

A Yes. Billy Dale is included on this list.

Q John Dreylinger?

A Billy Dale, and it shows him becoming inactive on

May é4th of 1993. That is when he was made inactive.

Q And John Dreylinger becomes inactive on May 24th
also?

A May 24th of 1993 also.

Q This list is just one page?

A This list is only one page. I only copied AA to GO
from our records, just to reduce on the amount of paperwork

that we would have had to have brought in.
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Q And Barnaby Brasseux is also on this list as being
deactivated on May 24th, 1993°?

A He is one of the five. Dreylinger, Dale, Brasseux,
are three --

Q Those are are probably thé only --

A Flagler is four, and there is a fifth one. There

are five individuals.

Q I'm sorry, who is Flagler?

A He is from the list.

Q Oh, from the list, I see.

A There are five individuals from the list that we are

calling Exhibit 1 that are on this printout, meaning that any
list we would have produced after May of 1993, these five
individuals would also be listed as inactive.

Q All right.

A The next historic WAVES document I have is dated
11-3-93, and what it shows are those individuals that went
from an active to an inactive status in June of 1993, There
are six individuals from Exhibit 1 who became inactive in June
of 1993, and those six names are listed on this printout.

The final document I have is dated 7-8-93, and again,
this is a listing of all active passholders employed by White
House operations personnel. On that list there are -- here’s
the way the numbers work: There are four people that are

legitimately passholders that are on the list, and they are
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the three employees of the residence, Blake, Bowen and

Brooks. One employee who was yet to be hired, Elizabeth
Balfour, she was not hired, according to our records, until
after July 8th of 1993. There are 85 people from this list
that are common to Exhibit 1, they should be there, and there
are eight errors. I have given you three names. The fourth
name that I can recall is Danica Bizic. As the day goes on, I
will recall them all.

But whaﬁ this shows me is that there are -- as of
May 2nd -- I'm sorry, July 8th, 1993, there are 379
individuals from this list that we are calling Exhibit 1 that
would have been inactive on any report we would have generated
from WAVES. ”

To confirm that the records in WAVES stay current, I
don’'t have any copies of the document at this point in time
because I just double-checked last night, but I have a
printout dated 8-19-94 of all inactive passholders. All 379
of these individuals are listed on that printout as inactive,

and there are some additional ones also that from the --.

Q I'm sorry, did you say August 19th, 19937

A August 19th, 1994.

Q 1994, okay.

A Right. But it is a logical -- it is a safe

assumption or a logical conclusion that if somebody was not

included on a printout dated July 8th, 1993 of active
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passholders, they were included on a printout dated 8-19-94

showing inactive passholders.

Q I eee.

A In the intermediate and the time in between, they
have stayed -- their status stayed as inactive.

Q Okay.

A Am I clear? Are you clear? I know I’'m clear, but I

have been living with these numbers for quite some time. Have
I expressed myself adequately?

Q I think the bottom line is that of the names that
are on the list of Exhibit 1, any glitches or whatever that
the Secret Service had can only account for eight of those
nemes; is that correct? - |

A Okay. The scope of my analysis ran from 1984 up to
July 8th of 1993. I can tell you definitively that 94 of
those individuals -- if we were to have produced a list in
1989, 94 of those individuals from Exhibit 1 would have been
inactive.

Q So someone who came up with those 94 names had to
get them either from an inactive list or from somewhere else?

A Or from somewhere else. I don’t know where they
would have come from.

BY MR. GOLDBERG:
Q Could it come from the same list and just be listed

as inactive?
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A We do generate --

Q So it could be the same list that would have them
active or inactive; is that accurate?

A We do generate -- I tell you what, can I finish, and
then I will address your question.

At the same time after August of 15991, August 8th, I
believe, 182 of those people would have been listed as
inactive on any report or printout we produced through WAVES.
Again, on May 2nd of 1993, 368 would have been inactive. And
if you want to look at just the 1992 date, because it was a
transition from one administration to the other, 280 people
went inéctive from December 31st, 1992 backwards. And then
that number grows as we move into 1993,

Q Okay.

A Now, outside, to speak outside of the July 8th, 1993
time period, because the name comes up, James Baker, let me
speak for a moment as to the process of how the names -- how
the people are added to the active list and taken off the
active list and made inactive.

The names come to us from the administration. They
determine who they want to be granted a pass into the White
Hbuse complex. They will submit the name to us along with a
background investigation. We review the invéstigation solely
upon looking for protective concerns. Our only concern is

would somebody pose a threat to any of our protective
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concerns.
BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q And do you actually get the summary background files
then, the files that were turned over to the White House?

A Yes, the sﬁmmary, yes. We review it. If we have no
concerns, we sign off on the file, the individual is issued a
pass, and at that point in time the information goes into the
E-PASS system, and they become active passholders.

When somebody leaves, to deactivate somebody, again, this
is done at the behest of the administration, whichever
administration it is. They will tell us in one of two ways.
The individual himself, the passholder his or herself, will
come to our office, say, I'm leaving, will turn in their pass,
at which time we will deactivate them. Or they could just
leave, and we will not find out until somebody from the
administration -- typicall? it has been the Office of
Personnel Security -- will tell us, oh, éo and so has left 2
months ago or even 3 months ago. Please deactivate their
passes. And so again, at that point in time they are
deactivated.

So we are -- we really serve the administration. We
issue building passes to allow people into the complex based
upon who they want in and who~they want to exclude.

Q And usually is there a checkout procedure when

people do leave the White House, or had there been maybe in
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the prior administration, was there a checkout procedure that
people went through?

A There is a checkout procedure in place with this
administration. I cannot speak to prior administrations
because I didn’'t come until 1994. |

Q And the current checkout procedure, was that in
place in 19937

A No, it wasn’t. I know it became more formalized in
1994. I can’t tell you exactly, really; I can’t speak
specifically to what occurred in 1993 because I wasn't there.

But now, to speak to Mr. Baker. Mr. Baker,

Mr. Fitzwater, and two other individuals, we were not
requested to deactivate them untll August of 1993. So
legitimately, because the administration hadn’t told us, and I
know it sounds a little funny, because everybody would imagine
that Mr. Bakef would have left with the previous
administration, but we are not to be so presumptuous to think
thaé he.is not going to stay around to help out with the
transition. That is not for us to determine. So legitimately
he was listed as an active passholder on this July 8th
printout, because up until that point in time, we weren’t
requested to remove him from the rolls of active passholders.

Now, in Aughst of 1993, we were requested to remove
Mr. Baker and Mr. Fitzwater, two other individuals, I can’t

recall their names, from the list of active passholders.
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Q Okay. Now, the list that we have been referring to
as Exhibit 1, Mr. Fitzwater does show being inactive

January 20th, 1993.

A That date is incorrect.

Q Okay.

A In fact, I have been over this list 100 times. 1
was told that these -- the dates on this list that you have,

we were given a day to come up with the dates, and so there
are errors on that. 1In the -- over the last month we have had
time to go through and through and through angd, you know, do a
very, very thorough audit.

Q So these numbers that we are looking at on the

-

charts are based on you --

A These numbers are accurate.
Q Okay.
A And when I am finished with my report to submit to

the Senate, it has all of the dates on it, and those dates are
100 percent accurate. These, I found a few errors in those
dates. So I wouldn’t use that for definitive purposes.

But in August of 1993, we were asked to take Mr. Baker
from the rolls. We did. He was listed as inactive in the
E-PASS system, and he, just like the other eight individuals I
had mentioned -- that information was lost in the transfer
between the E-PASS system and the WAVES system, so he was

carried as an active passholder erroneously into 1994.
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In fact, I think it was February or March, it was early
in 1994, it was a conversation between Mr. Livingstone and
myself where what we do, we provide.them with a printout of
active passholders, and the reason we provide them with_the
printout is so that they can go through it and reconcile their
records with our records, because as I had stated previously,
we put information in at their request, we take information
out at their request. Consequently, we give them our records
so that they can go through them and verify that everything is
correct.

With Mr. Baker, he noticed, he saig, hey, Mr. Baker left
some months ago, how come he is still here? I informed him it
was a problem that I was aware of since I had come to this
Division in 1994, we were working on a correction to the
problem, and I went in and the problem was corrected
eventually, and Mr. Baker was deleted from the rolls.

It is also important to note, though, that he was listed

'as an active passholder in the WAVES system, and that

passholder database in the WAVES system is for our purposes.
It is an administrative file. The critical function of the
system as a totality is comprised of three computer systems,
aﬁ access control system, the E-PASS system, and the WAVES
system. The critical function is performed by the access
control system, and that operates 100 percent. He was

immediately deactivated, so that if Mr. Baker would have shown
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up at the gate with this pass and tried to come in, it
wouldn’t let him in.

Q So after August 26, 1993, he could not have gotten
into the building?

A He couid not have gotten in.

So I think from our perspective, that is an important
point to stress, that the printout in WAVES, the database that
we keep in WAVES, is there for administrative purpoées. We
print it out from WAVES because WAVES has high-speed printing
capabilities, and so we simply utilize the WAVES system to
generate these printouts. And again, we give them to the
administration for them to go through and find any errors.

That is the whole purpose. We traditionally give them
printouts, some printouts every Monday, some printouts once a
month, but so that they can go through them and make sure that
the information is accurate. It is a real cooperative
effort. It has always been a cooperative effort between the
Office of Personnel Security and the White House Division.

Can I answer any questions?

Q Yes. Maybe if we can go into a few areas. 1In 1993
when the new administration started -- when did you start in
this position?

A January of 1994.

Q And what were you doing prior to that?

A Prior to that I was assigned to our Technical
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Security Division.

Q Is that at the White House also?
A No, it was not.
Q All right. So you are not familiar then with any

meetings in 1993 with Mr. Livingstone?

A No, I am not, no.

Q In 1994, were you aware of there being a large
number of new White House employees who hadn’t gotten their

White House passes?

A Yes, I was.

Q Were you involved in any discussions regarding that?
A Not -- no, not directly.

Q Okay. And how did you “become aware of it?

A Well, I worked in the White House Division. One of

my jobs was to review backgrouhds. And you couldn’t help but
know it, because it was in the newspaper. 1 am not being
facetious, I didn’'t learn it from the newspaper, but simply by
being in the office, one knew that this was an issue. The
particulars of the issue I was not aware of.

Q You yourself reviewed the FBI files when they came
over completed from the Counsel’s Office>

A Yes.

Q And you would review them for security concerns?
A Yes, I did.
Q

And after you reviewed them, who would you then pass
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them on to?

A I would sign off for them for the special agent in
charge of the Division, and if there was -- if it was a
routine background, there were no concerns whatsoever, they
would go from me up to the front office, where the individual

would be informed that they could come in and receive their

pass.

Q In the front office, who would it go to in the front
office?

A To our administrative personnel in the White House
Division.

0 Who is in charge of that?

A In charge of the office is Arnold Cole.

Q When you had received those files, who had signed

off on them on behalf of the Counsel’s Office?

A Typically it was Greg Livingstone. Well, the pass
request came from Greg's office, he signed off on it.

Q Was there a particular request form where he
would --

A It was a standard request: Attached is a background
investigation of so-and-so. We request that this type of a
péss be issued.

Q Okay. So they would -- you would get Wﬁite House
employee X’'s file that says -- Greg had a memo on it saying,

please provide a permanent pass for this employee?
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A Yes.

Q And then attached would be that person’s FBI
summaries, the FBI summaries on them?

A Yes.

Q Would it have any financiai information or any bther
information besides the FBI background?

A Typically, no.

Q And you would then review it for security concerns?

A Yes.

Q. And if there were any problems, who would you raise
those with?

A If there were problems, if it was anything more than

routine, then I would pass it on to my supervisor, Assistant

Special Agent in Charge Arnold Cole.

Q Generally with the files that you reviewed, do you
recall there being problems with individuals who hadn’t paid
their taxes? I am not asking for any names here, I am just
saying generally if files that had been passed on to you where
there were situations that people hadn’t paid their taxes.

Mr. Goldberg. Exclusion of congressional proceedings I
don’t believe apply to this particular provision, and the
Privacy Act, I think, would cover. I would be wary of how you
would answer questions.

Mr. Clancy. Well, I think that the Privacy Act goes to

individuals, it doesn't go to groups at all, and I would
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advise the witness here not to answer anything about
individuals. But the Privacy Act has nothing to do with
groups, from my understanding. Do you have a different
understanding? _

Mr. Goldberg. I don’t have a'different understanding,
but if information could be put together with that answer in
identifying somebody, I think there could be a problem.

Mr. Clancy. I agree that we should be careful that the
information come out not to identify an individual, but just a
situation.

Ms. Comstock. Also, I think this is a copy of the
Privacy Act here, which I believe doesn't apply to --

Mr. Goldberg. I think if ydu read it Cclosely, it doesn’t
mention staff depositions. It is congressional hearings
within the jurisdiction of the committee. I think the
committee can get éround this in a different setting than
this.

Ms.. Olson. I am going to speak on the record since this
is going to come up again. I would ask that Mr. Goldberg make
a complete record of his understanding if the Privacy Act does
apply in this deposition, and let’s get it very clear on the
récord because we are going to deal with this for the next 30
days. 7

Mr. Goldberg. Would you like me to make a statement

about that now?
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Ms. Qlson. Yes.

Mr. Goldberg. I would say that I believe that there are
two questions that would relate to the Privacy Act. One, is
this a congressional hearing under terms of the Privacy Act
that would be excluded under the general exclusion of the
Privacy Act. Second would be, is the question being asked
within the scope of H.R. 369 which authorizes this
deposition.

I think both are very relevant to the issue, and I think
you could raise significant questions about both that would
lead perhaps someocne to conclude the Privacy Act protections
and criminal protections specifically would apply. I can’t
give you a definitive answer. |

Ms. Olson. Okay. We have reviewed the Privacy Act. Our
committee counsel, Kevin Sabo, has reviewed the Privacy Act,
and the Chairman is signing a statement which will be made a
part of this record and shared with Minority counsel. This
deposition started before the statement was complete.

The Privacy Act that I am quoting from is from Title V,
Section 552(a), Subsection B, which says that there are
conditions of disclosure and, quote, "no agencies shall
disclose any record which is contained in a system of
records. "

Then I am skipping several sentences, and it says, unless

disclosure of the record would be -- and if one goes down to
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Subsection 9 -- to either House of Congress or to the extent
of a matter within its jurisdiction, any committee or
subcommittee thereof, any joint committee of Congress or
subcommittee of any such joint committee.

My understahding through commuﬁications with our
committee counsel is that we are a subcommittee of the House
of Congress, we are staff on a committee in the House of
Congress, and therefore, the Privacy Act does not apply to
these depositions insofar as an agency may disclose
information to us. That does not say that we may then
publicly turn around and disclose that information. I am only
making a representation as to whether information can be given
to us that would be normally within the Privacy Act within the
confines of this deposition.

It is my understanding and it is the Chairman’s position
that this investigation is properly under the White House
Travel Office matter and that, in fact, we are authorized
under the House'Resolution and the committee rule to conduct
these depositions, and we have been proceeding as such
throughout this investigation of the FBI files matter.

Mr. Goldberg. 1If I could just make a final statement.
The Minority has considered this at length, and I believe that
the Ranking Minority Member’'s own opinion is that this is not
excluded from the Privacy Act, and any witness answering

questions should proceed at their own peril, having heard the
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Ms. Olson.

[Recess.]

34

statement of the Majority and the Minority.

Would it be convenient to break for about 10

Let’'s do that.
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RPTS STEIN
DCMN HERZFELD
(11:10 a.m.]

Ms. Comstock. Back on the record.

Mr. Clancy. Prior to going off the record, we had some
questions that were going in a certain area. There was
concern by the agency that there could be a potential
violation of the Privacy Act. To that extent we had some
discussions off the record, and I called back to my office.
Upon the conclusion of that, I want to make this statement
which I am making at this time.

We still continue to have some concerns, and those
concerns would be when a question, the responsé to which would
require information that perhaps would identify an individual,
we clearly do not want to do that at this time because we do
have concerns about the Privacy Act. To the extent the
questions would be general in nature, asking about perhaps a
geneéral perception or general problem: or general situation,
somethihg of that sort, we will make responses in that
regard.

We have also indicated to both counsel, Minority and
Majority here, that we respectfully request the Chairman to
make a request if there is further information that is needed
after this, that they make the request to the Secretary of the

Treasury. We will immediately accept a copy from our
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individuals here. I don’t think there will be delay there. 1
just propose that for the purpose that the Secretary of
Treasury is the leading individual in the Department of
Treasury. We are dealing at a fairly high.level and want to
do everything appropriately. )

With that on the record, we can proceed.

Ms. Olson. I have a memorandum from Chairman Clinger
dated today’s date that discusses the applicability of the
Privacy Act to Congress. I will make it a part of this
deposition as Exhibit Number 2.

[Undercoffer Deposition Exhibit No. 2
was marked for identification.]

Ms. Olson. The Chairman states that he believes after
his consultation that it is clear that a government witness
before this committee cannot refuse to respond to pertinent
questions put to him on the basis of the Privacy Act.

He also states that he believes that law enforcement
offi&ials may disclose matters in a file without a person’s
consent for purposes of civil or criminal law enforcement.

We understand that the Minority has raised a question
whether our questions in this deposition are properly before
the Chairmag of this committee. Therefore, what the Chairman
intends to do is after the questions are asked, if the
response is not complete because of Privacy Act concerns, he

will address a letter to the individual witness stating his
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jurisdiction as Chairman of this committee and submit those
questions that have been asked in this deposition along with
any others to the witness to respond to as Chairman of the
committee with proper jurisdictionhland that that witnessfs
responses will go straight to the dhairman. |

I believe that I am correct in stating that Minority also
believes that the Chairman does have authority once he states
his jurisdiction to ask the individual witness those
questions, and that the individual witness would not violate
the Privacy Act if they respond to those questions to the
Chairman.

Mr. Goldberg. As Minority staff, I believe that is an
appropriate and reasonable approach to this issue.

BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q I believe the question that we had outstanding
before we broke was in your review of-the files,
Mr. Undercoffer, when you received them, did you have any
situations where you had -- where the Counsel’s Office had
signed off on a file and sent it to the Secret Service where
individuals had not paid their taxes?

A A resolved or an unresolved situation?

Q A situation where it was apparent from the file that
there had been unpaid taxes.

A Yes.

Q Do you recall how many times that occurred in files
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you reviewed?

A A few.

Q Do you know of other situations outside the ones you
reviewed where.this occurred?

A Specifically? No, not specifically.

Q Had you heard about this being a problem that people
hadn’t paid their taxes in a number of files that came through
to the Secret Service?

A We would discuss cases amongst ourselves. There
were a few that I had heard, yes.

Q Were you aware of any situations where individuals
were put on some kind of tax payment plan as a result of these
issues? -

A I am not -- I really, truly do not recall as to how
the situations were resolved.

Q Were there situations where people hadn’t paid taxes
for numerous years?

A I can’t -- I am not being evasive. I know that
there was that situation, but I can’t recall -- when you read
background investigations, they have a tendency to run
together after time, and so I can’t recall -- I can't
recall -- I need to be -- I am trying to frame specific
instances in my mind so that I can answer your question in a
general way, and I am having difficulty doing that. Can you

ask me the question again?
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Q Did you have situations where any files that you
reviewed were people who hadn’t paid their taxes for a number
of years? Do you recall any instance where someone hadn't

paid their taxes for more than one year?

A More tﬁan one, yes, there were some.

Q Prior to those files being sent over to the Secret
Service, were there -- were these tax issues resolved in some
way?

A I do believe most had been, yes.

Q Would Craig Livingstone or others in the Counsel'’s

Office discuss these issues with you prior to sending the
files over?

A No. They were never discussed with me.

Q They would just send the files to the Secret
Service, and you would review some of them?

A From my point of view, the files came in, they were
assigned to me, I reviewed them.

Q In reviewing the files, did you have instances where
you had levels of drug use that went beyond college age,

experimental use?

A Yes.
Q Can you -- of the files you reviewed, can you put a
percentage of -- any general number of what was beyond

college-age experimental drug use?

A There were more than a few.
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Q Were there dozens?

A There were probably -- this is a very sensitive
question, so I am trying to be as accurate as I can be. I
don’t want to -- there were a -- I am trying not to be
subjective, because when one reviews background
investigations, you are glimpsing into somebody’s personal
life, and it is something I take very seriously, and I, other
than somebody in my immediate work environment that does the
same thing, we don’'t discuss it with anybody. Number one,
this is not something I am accustomed to doing; and two, I am
trying to be as wholly accurate as I can be because I realize
the subjecttive opinions people will form from the information
I am giving; So I am trying to be as accurate as I can and be
totally objective at the same time.

There were -- you know, I have reviewed literally
hundreds of background investigations. I would say more than
30, more than 40, perhaps, had drug usage.

Q And ‘that would be beyond the college-age
experimental type of use?

A I am not stalling. Sometimes some individuals went
to .college well into their thirties. They worked on masters
and Ph.D.s.

Q Of the files you reviewed, did you have situations
where the drug use was very recent?

A There was some where the drug use was recent.
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Q Can you estimate roughly how many files you reviewed
were --

A I would say a few dozens.

Q Did there come a time when the Secret Service

instituted a particular program for people who had recent drug

use?
A Yes, there was.
Q And could you describe what that program was?
A I only know of it because whenever I would review a

file of this nature, it was something I did not want to sign
off on, so I forwarded it on to my supervisors.

They did initiate a procedure that was called the "drug
letter," and there were -- I don’t know the exact parameters
of the procedure. I am not familiar with how the procedure
was developed other than I knew of its existence.

Q Do you know when this started?

A Sometime in ‘84. I do believe it was in 1984.

- Mr. Goldberg. '84 or ‘94>
The Witness. I am sorry, ‘94. EXxcuse me.
BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q Would this be a letter to your supervisor on putting
an individual into a program because of their recent use?

A No. The drug letter was a letter between the
administration}and the Secret Service. I have seen them. I

have never sat and read one, but there is various conditions
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that are agreed upon and then acknowledged by the individual

in guestion.

Q And the individual in question has to sign that
agreement?

A Yes.

Q For those individuals, the White House previously

provided information back in ‘94 that there were approximately

about 11 -- 10, 11, 12 people in the program in ‘94. Do you

'recall that?

A That sounds about accurate.

Q I believe in ‘95 they said the number was around 18
or so?

A I don’'t know for sure.

Q Those situations, can you generally tell us what
kind of drug use we are talking about, what kind of -- if you

can generally give a picture of the extent and recentness of
that drug use?

' A I have seen cocaine usage. I have seen
hallucinogenic usages, crack usages. I am not -- you know, I
am not that familiar with narcotics. I would say those are
the big three.

| Q And were those, the people who were in this program,
was it generally fairly recent use?
A Yes, it was.

Q In terms of whether or not someone had a drug letter
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Oor went into this particular program, were there any
coﬁsiderations given; if they had a more senior level position
Oor not, were there considerations given what an individual’s
duties were?

A I don’'t know.

Q Were these situations usually ones that you would
flag and send on to your supervisor?

A Yes, they were.

Q Do you know who Mr. Cole would then have to speak

with about this?

A Typically things work up the chain of command, and
so he -- Mr. Cole could probably best answer that question.
Q Jﬁs: to the extent you know.

How many other people besides yourself reviewed these

files?
A When?
Q You started in ’'94; correct?
A Yes.
Q While you were there in ’94°7
A In *94, myself and another agent.
Q Who would that be?
A Rich Stribling.
Q Do you know in ‘93 who else would have been

reviewing the files?

A I wasn’t there in ’93.
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Q Do you know if Mr. Stribling was there in ’93.

A Mr. Stribling got there in November of ’93.

Q Mr. Wilfred testified -- from the Senate
Intelligence Committee testified in the Senate that herhad
done a report, and that it was the feeling of those who héd
been involved in the report that Mr. Livingstone’'s credentials
were not sufficient to hold such an important office in the
White House.

Did you ever have discussions in your office about
concerns that you had about Mr. Livingstone’s credentials in

his job in the Personnel Security Office?

A No.
Ms. Comstock. 1In the course of the pass process, there

were numerous extensions throughout the process of temporary
passes. I have a few here. I will make these part of the
record. This is a December 13th memo for the Secret Service

from White House security; subject, extension of passes. I

understand you were not there at that time, but this is a

two-page list of individuals who needed to have their passes
extended. Most of them were 90-day extensions. It is CGE
47029 through 30. Make this Exhibit 3.
[(Undercoffer Deposition Exhibit No. 3
was marked for identification.]
BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q This list appears to be extending the temporary
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passes. There are a number of new White House staffers.
Mr. Stephanopoulos is included on here, Mr. Eggleston, Ira
Magaziner, many individuals who had been at the White House
from January 20th forward.

Did you evef have any discussiéns about why these
temporary passes continued to be extehded, you know, month
after month?

A Yes.

Q Did there come a time when you had meetings -- could
you._describe those discussions?

A The discussions, we knew that these lists were
processed over some period of time, and when a list like this
would come in, the administrative personnel would have to go
into the E-PASS system and extend the pass; that because they
didn’t have permanent passes. I knew that they didn’t have
permanent passes because background investigations and
requests for permanent passes had yet to be submitted to us by
the administratibn.

Q In fact, when you started in ‘94, not too many files
had probably come through to the office, had they?

A No. |

Q So in '93, whoever was there, there weren’'t too many
files going through to them; is that correct?

A I couldn’t say. I can only tell you what I did.

Q Did you discuss this with your supervisor, these
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extensions, while you were there?

A Well, there is not a lot to discuss, really. These
are individuals that worked at the White House and needed
access to the White House. We would honor the
administration’s request to extend the passes.

I do know that at a certain point in time, though, there
were some concerns because of the amount of time, the number
of extensions they were given where we didn’t have a chance to
review the backgrounds, and again from a protective concern
that, you know. -- I don’t know -- because the meetings that
went on to address this issue really went on at a level above
me.

Q The GAO report, White Hbuse passes, which is issued
in October of 1995, page 16 of the report -- I have a copy of
the report here. Directing your attention to page 16, it 1is
towards the bottom right above step 3. I am sorry -- the
middle paragraph on the page.

A After satisfactory or --

Q Yes. Towards the end of that paragraph it says, in
the case of an extension, the Executive Office of the
President requests the Secret Service to extend the temporary
pass. After one extension the Secret Service contacts the
requesting office to provide a rationale for an additional
extension, according to Service officials.

Were you aware of the Secret Service contacting the
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Counsel’'s Office about these additional extensions to get a
rationale for them?

A There were a lot of discussions and meetings, but
again that was not held by myself. That was a level above
me. | |

Ms. Comstock. I will make page 16 of the GAO report
Exhibit 4.

[Undercoffer Deposition Exhibit No. 4
was marked for identification.]
BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q At any time did anyone bring to your attention that
Craig Livingstone had had a criminal complaint brought against
him in November 1993 regarding threats to a neighbor?

A I wasn’'t aware of that.

Q It has recently been made public in the newspaper
that he had threatened to "beat your face in," he had
threatened a neighbor to "beat your face in" because of her
dog ‘barking. Would that have been the type of material in
general'that would have been of concern as you reviewed a
file, if that kind of information had been in a file, someone
making threats against a neighbor?

A Yes, it would have.

Q Would that have been the kind of thing that you

would have raised with a supervisor, that somebody had made

that kind of threat?
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A It depends upon the assessment that the FRBI wrote in
the summary. We don’t take -- because somebody has lodged a
police complaint against somebody, we don’t take that in and
of itself --

Q Why don‘t I -- I am talkihg'generally, but if the
person had acknowledged that they said this, would that have
been a concern if it was a recent event?

A It depends on the explanation. These things are
very exploratory. Again, we are looking at the whole person
and trying to make an assessment of the person, obviously by
doing little snapshots in time. But an incident like this,
yes, it would flag a concern, but you would have to look at
more of the person. -

Q Would you have concerns about an individual who had
made such a threat, what their judgment would be in terms of
judging other people’s suitability at the White House?

A I don’'t think it is very related.

Q In 1994, was there a large number of volunteers
coming into the White House, to your knowledge?

A Yes, there were.

Q Did that have an impact on the system in terms of
the E-PASS and the WAVES, that there were large volumes of
people?

A Not in 1994. It wasn’t until 1995. There were a

large number of volunteers that were on the access list, and
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so they would show up at a gate, identify themselves, provide

a driver’s license, some other form of identification, and be

issued a temporary pass good for one day. They would turn the
pass in when they left. There were, however, some volunteers

that were issued permanent passes.:

As far as having a pronounced effect on the system, no,
the system was able to deal with it.

That in and of itself -- there were many cumulative
things over time where it did have a pronounced effect on the
system, the number of visitors, the number of -- the number of
visitors and appointments and work tradesmen that came in
increased dramatically. The volunteers was another pass type;
interns was another pass type. So there were . I have stated

previously that the system, the load on the system, increased

initially by 100 percent. But it spread over a wide -- many
categories.
Q When the issue of the whole FBI files and all these

400 some, and now there are more files we have learned about,
first came to public awareness, did Craig Livingstone ever
contact you or anyone else --

A Me, no.

Q Are you aware of him calling anyone at home or
others in the Secret Service to contact them about this
matter?

A At home, no.
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Q Are you aware of him contacting individuals?

A As I think we are both aware, there was Agent Cole’s
testimony as to what Mr. Livingstone told him on the 7th or
the 12th. I am not sure of the dates. That is the only thing

I am aware of.

Q But you weren’t aware of him contacting others?
A No.
Q Do you know of him contacting any of the secretaries

or women who worked in the WAVES office?
A. Not that I know of. -
Ms. Comstock. Did you want to ask some questions?
Mr. Goldberg. Yes.
BY MR. GOLDBERG:
Q Mr. Undercoffer, exactly, if you remember, when did

you start at the White House?

A January 4, 1994.

Q What precisely are your responsibilities?

A Okay. . Again, I am a special agent for the Secret
Service assigned to the White House Division. I review

background investigations, any investigations conducted on the
complex, any investigations that needed conducting on the
complex, investigations that we would conduct, we were
responsible for doing. 1Issues like the access control is one
of our responsibilities. The issues are so varied that -- and

responsibilities so varied -- anything that comes up.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

51

Q Let me ask you about the background investigations.
How many do you think you would do in a given month? You
weren’'t there at the start of the administration, so the
numbers probably tailed off to some degree in '94; is that
accurate? | | |

A There was at a point in ’'94 a lot of background
investigations, but then they died down.

Q Is that because the backlog from ‘93 had been
publicly identified , or do you have an explanation for it?

A I can only speak as things came into our office.
There were a lot of background investigations that came in all
at once, and we would do them.

Q Once the numbers got down to normal, what is the
average per month that you would look at?

A We would probably do 40 a month.

Q When you look at a file, are you only looking at the

FBI summary, or do you have your own Secret Service data bases

that.would.have'excluSive information you would also run a
name against?

A There is two types of backgrounds that are done.
One is for pass requests, and that is the FBI summaries. We
will do military, and they contain DIS investigations. And
the other is backgrounds that we ourselves do for tradesmen
that come in. They will -- if there is a problem with an

individual, they will include police reports and information



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

52

from our own data bases.
Q That last clause, "and information from our own

databases, " that means for all three of the previous

categories?
A No. Only for background investigations that we do.
Q So for a hard pass you would not tap into your own

data base to see if you had information that the Bureau had
not uncovered that would be relevant?

A I am not sure where in the procedure it is done, but
a records check of an individual’s name is run. Before
somebody is first brought into the system, when they are given
a temporary pass, we run their name in our system.

Q So at some point everyBody who you have reviewed has
been run through your own data base?

A Yes.

Q That has noﬁhing to do with anything. I was curious
about that.

What are your responsibilities for the data base

systems?

A Which --

Q The E-PASS and the WAVES?

A I administratively oversee them. I do some
technical components of them. If there is changes that need
done or for putting in -- for doing add-ons or going to expand

the system, I will help design the system.
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Q You said you started January 4, 1994. Did you know

Néncy Gemmell at all?

A No.

Q Or Tony Marceca?

A No.. No, I didn’'t.

Q So you don’t have direct knowledge of any event of
’93. You are here more as an expert witness than a fact
witness?

A Yes.

Q How about Lisa Wetzl; did you deal with her?

A Yes, I did.

Q Was she the person who would bfing to your attention

-

any problems with names?

A Lisa had brought names to my attention, as did
Craig.

Q Do you recall how often that might have happened?

A My estimate over the whole time period from when I

first became aware of the problem until we had resolved it was

about 20 names. This is for everybody in the system.

Q I want to ask you about the audit you did, because
you relied on a July 8th, 1993 -- I am looking at the dates
there --'83 list that, correct me if I am wrong, somebody

found in a desk drawer at some point?
A No, it was in our file drawer.

Q Are you able from either WAVES or the E-PASS to
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recreate lists that were provided to the Office of Personnel
Security in ’93?

A We cannot do it from WAVES.

0 I think the testimony in the Senate was you never
provided a list from E-PASS because of the security --

A I have been told, and since -- I am not sure whether
I learned it exactly before or exactly after the Senate
hearings, on March 31 of 1993 we provided them with a listing

from E-PASS. Since then I have reproduced that list.

Q- Is it consistent with your findings?
A Yes, it is. There are small variations in that the
way the systems are set up, when a pass -- all the information

is inputted into the E-PASS systeﬁ, so when somebody is made
active and when somebody is made inactive, it is entered into
the E-PASS system.

The E-PASS system, typically we will wait until midnight
that night to transmit it to the WAVES system, and during the
day it immediately . transmits that syseem to the access control
system, which allows somebody in and out of the White House.
So oftentimes you will see a delay of a day because it waits
until midnight at low traffic times. If we had a busy day, I
am saying that beginning in 1993 the load on the system
increased by 100 percent and then dropped down to 50 percent
above what it had been used to locad on the system.

Sometimes it would take 3, 4 and 5 days for the
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information to migrate from E-PASS over to WAVES. So to stay
consiéﬁent with the printbut, these charts and graphs are
consistent with the WAVES printouts, and the status date is
the date that information arrived in the WAVES system.

Q I guess my question was éonsistent with the March
31, 1993 E-PASS you say was provided to OPS?

A Yes, it is. That list was a -- the parameters for
the search .on that list were all passes that were issued prior
to January 20, 1993 but were still active as of March 31,
1993.

Q Have you reviewed that list recently; do you know

how many names were on that list?

A I believe there is abouft 6,000 names on that list.

Q Do you know, was it specifically requested from
OPS?

A I don’t know.

Q Do you know who it was provided to in OPS?

A . Again, I don’t know. But I do know that the list

was requested. I do know that one of our programmers wrote a
special program for it. The reason I know it was written and
run on March 31st is because looking at the executable file
thét generated the report, the compiled data stored in the
coded form in that -- in the executable program.

Q Does that E-PASS list distinguish between active and

inactive, or is it only the active in that time frame?
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A It only listed active pass holders.

Q Let me go back to the WAVES list. Does that
distinguish between active and inactive?

A There are several types of WAVES lists. This is an
active only list, attachment number -- the WAVES list dated
7-8-93 and also the WAVES printout dated May 12 of ’93 only
show active passholders. The lists dated for May and June of
‘93 show people that became inactive in the month of June,
and the very first list I spoke of shows only inactive
people. We do produce a list of active and inactive people.
Today it is roughly 24,000 people.

Q That would go back some 8 years?

A Yes it does. -

We can produce a list in any form you want. All we have
to do is -- if you tell me your search parameters, we will

code a report, a report generated to produce a list.

Q Are you aware of any parameters that Ms. Gemmell
requested --

A No. I wasn’t there when Nancy Gemmell was there.

Q -- 1n your review?

A No.

Ms. Comstock. Where it says "active" and "inactive, "
where would that be located?
The Witness. Neither of these are from A and I lists,

but there will be a -- A and I -- there would be a column that
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would say "status," and it would say "A" or"I," or it could
spell out "active" or "inactive," whatever -- a iot of these
are ad hoc inquiries, ad hoc reports. Typically, though, they
would say "A" or "I".

BY MR. GOLDBERG:

Q Let me just get through this quickly, because I know
you have testified ad nauseam on this. Just to clarify, but
you have no idea of what list Ms. Gemmell requested and what
form it would have been, and there is no way to recreate that
to your knowledge?

A From WAVES, no. The only list I know was given to
the pass office, and it was March 31, 1993. As to who in that
office it was given to, I can’t speak to that. It was
generated by the E-PASS system,jand that can be recreated.

Q You were going to explain the AGIN versus space
AGIN?

A It is a very easy one, and it is an operator error.
If you look at that printout, you will see that first name on
the list is "space, A-G-I-N". The characters on the printout
are "space, A-G-I-N." That tells me that when his name, this
name and this record, was created, rather than striking the H,
because obviously the first name is Joseph, the middle name is
White House, obviously the operator struck the space bar
instead of the H. The space bar has a lower numeric value

associated with it than does any other character. That is why
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it pops up as the first one on the list.

That was an anomaly that ran around the system. If you
are doing searches for Hagin, type in H-A-G-I-N, you will not
find it, and if you do a search for A-G-I-N you are not going
to find that either. You have to be familiar with how things
work.

Q Does the White House list that you did your audit on
have "space, A-G-I-N"?

A No. Somebody typed "A-G-I-N" on this list. But
this is not a Secret-Service-generated list.

Q But if that is a list of names that were -- requests
were made, it has been represented to us, if they couldn’t
have typed in from a Secret Service list "A-G-I-N" and
"H-A-G-I-N," does it follow that they must just have been

copying it off of a list like this?

A It is very apparent that somebody copied this
mistake.
Q How can you account for the mistakes on the White

House list that has the deactivation dates that you said were
inaccurate? Have you gone back to find out was it- operator
input error?

| A On these, no. These are not mistakes in our system.
These are mistakes from the people that were probably up at
midnight with lists and lists of ?rintouts going through

writing them down in pencil. These are all -- these kinds of
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errors would be typos and somebody else taking the list and
trying to read handwriting and type them on here.

Mr. Goldberg. That is all I have. Thank you.

BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q We are just about finished here. This is
CGE 47837. It is a memo to Craig Livingstone from Claude
Taylor of May ’'94 regarding security violations. 1Is Claude
Taylor someone who is at the Secret Service?

A No. Claude Taylor used to be in charge of the
volunteer office, and he was charged with taking care of all

the volunteers.

Q Security violations by volunteers that were brought

to your attention in your office?

A No. I am at a loss to speak to this.
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RPTS BRYAN

DCMN HERZFELD
[12:15 p.m.]

BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q This isn’t something you have ever seen before, this
document?
A No.

Ms. Comstock. I did want to make a document we had
previously discussed, which was CGE 470239, which was the
extension of passes memo of December 13, 1993 -- we discussed
that as an example of the lists of extensions you had
received. I wanted to make that Exhibit 5.

(Undercoffer Deposition Exhibit No. 5
was marked for identification.]
BY MS. COMSTOCK:

Q Then I did want to just briefly return to, in the

backgrounds that you reviewed, were there ever arrests, arrest

records in any of those backgrounds that had been forwarded to

you?

A Yes, there were.

Q And did any of the arrests involve drugs?

A I honestly don’t recall.

Q Do you know if the arrests involved any tax
violations?

A I don’'t believe so.
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Q Or any violent -- any kind of assaults or violent
arrests that were forwarded to you?

A I would say typicaily no on violence. Violence are
things -- you know, any -- like I said, we reviewed the
background investigations looking fbr, you know, tendeﬁcies
towards violent behavior, and I am énswering it in a negative
because it is not jogging my memory.

Q Okay. So that would include, you know, any kind of
assaults or rape or anything like that would be in sort of the
violent category?

A I really don’‘t recall.

Q Okay. This is a May 5th, 1993 memo for James P.
Farrell, security officer at the National Security Council,
from William Kennedy, and the subject was compartmented
clearances. It specifically refers to allowing Craig
Livingstone to have such a clearance and notes his full field
background investigations having been conducted.

Do you have any knowledge of whether Mr. Livingstone'’s
background had been done in May of 19932 I know you

previously stated you weren’t there in 1993, but just to the

extent that you may know.

A I don’‘t know.

Q Do you know what compartmented clearances were?
A Yes, I know what that is.

0 Can you describe what that is?



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

62

A It is a special access clearance.
Q And what does that mean?
A Well, what it means is because somebody -- what it

means is because somebody might have a secret or a top secret
clearance, it doésn’t give them access to a whole spectruh of
information. There are some things that are
compartmentalized.

Like within our agency, a good example would be within
our agency there may be things that Mr. Clancy would -- he and
I would have the same level of clearance, but there are some
things that are special access that he has -- he is allowed to
know and I'm not, because I don’t have a need to know. But we
don’t -- the Secret Service at the White House, we have
nothing to do with security clearances for the administration.

Q Okay. That is entirely separate from anything that
you are working with?

A Yes. Again, we issue passes for access to the

 complex.

Ms. Comstock. I believe that is all we have for today.
Thank you. If we could get some of those charts in the
smaller version to include in the report, that would be
gfeat. Can we get copies of those also?

The Witness. You will get copies of these also.

(Whereupon, at 12:18 p.m., the deposition concluded.]
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ABDOO, HELEN THPREBA 02-02-89
ADAIR., DOUGLAE CONRAD 09-25-91

. AGTN, JOSEPRE WRITEROUSE

AHEARN, PREDERICK LEONARD 02-03-89

ALVAREZ, RICHARD GQUS 03-08-89
ANDEREON, AN BLIZABETH (07-26-89
ANDEREON, OURTIS UILRY 02-03-89
AMDFRAON, MARCY JRANNE 07-30-90
ARCHAMBATLY, NICHRLE LORRAINE 03-30-89
AREY, LINSA LUGERIA 11-10-87
ARRONBON, PBATRICYIA BUR 05-14-90 -
ARSHT, LIXSLYE ALENE 02-02-89
ABAREB, NARIQN LOUISE 10-20-93
AURL, LIBA BENKEIRT 02-10-84
AUTHRER, SUBAW MARIE 09-25-91
AVRASHOVU, LECNID 12-07-92
BACARTSEE, CHARLREE EDWARD 12-30-90
BACH, CRIRTENA LYNN 02-03-89
BAILEY, MARY AMAYITPAQE 11-16~92
BAXER, JAHES AnpIfion 08-26-93
BALESTRIERI, JEAN ARN 03-93
BALFOUR, DEACRAH 02-02-89
BARLETTA, KATHRYN ANNE 01-31-89
BARRFAUX, THRODORE CHARLES 09-17-90
BAURON, DONNA LOTIEE 01-29-93
BATZS, CHARLES EDWARD 05-05-92
BATES, LORRI JEANINR 12-17-91
BATT, ROCHELLE HEIDI 12-30-91
AATEMAN, PAUL WILLIAM 04-15-91
BATTAGLIA, LISA NARIA 03-23-92
BAOGHMAN, JULIA HARMNON 04-07-93
BAUNEYER, MATTHEW 8COTT 01-25-93
BAUNBTEIN, ANY MEREDITH 04-22-91 )
BAYNARD, BRTAX CALLAWAY 08-13-91 '
BEATTY, JAYBON FRANK 08-20-93
BECXER, JEAN LORETTA 02-04-93
BRCXIR, JEROHE DAVID 02-02-89
BERRS, PATRICX ADAM 08-25-89
BELRY, KATIRI RAY 12-30-91
RELL, LILLIR MAE 08-11-93
BELL, LOUISE RELXEN 02-02-89
BESIRRA, RUDY HAX 02-03-88

. 01-15-93 =/

. 'BIACK, DAVID LEE 07-27-90 C bbbt |
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01-16-90 CARMACX, TERRY ALAN
01-18-92 CARNEY, DAVID XITCUELL
11-12-85 CARNEY, HOWARD ALBION
08-18-91 cARNEY, LUCY COLE

09-27-90 CAROLINA, JEFFERY KEITH -
01-15-93 CARFENDALE, ANDHREW MICHAEL
08-17-92 CARR, ROBBY AQXNE

09-05-89 CARR, SALLIB WERNZIR
04-05-91 CARRIZERE, JCHN GERAND IIT.
11-20-93 CARROLY,, FIORA JTENICZ
06-05-92 CARRQLYL, JERENY ETHRIDGE
09-15-93 GARROLL, WARY XATE

04-30-91 CARROLY,, RITA RAVEL
01-26-92 CARTER, ALLYSCN NEBA
03-24-92 CABRY, ERLINDA ELIZABETH
11-28-90 CABER, BAWIEL AWTHORY
01-29-93 CAHTLE, BHARA ANN °

11-24-93 CAUDILL, GRORGE GRAY JR.
07-17-91 CAWLEY, CAROLYN MARIZ
04-27-92 CELEMTANQ, GREGORY FHILLIP
07-26-93 CHACON, DOLORES LUMINA
04-20-92 CHANG, ALTYRID WEI=KAUNG
08-15-89 CHAFMAN, JOHN CRANBROOK
06-09-93 CHAPMAN, ROBERT THOMAS
01-25-93 GHARLES, RGBIRT BRUCE
04-20-92 CHEN, XERPDYTH FERGUSON
03-11-93 CHTIDS, MARY BLIBABETH
01-05-93 CHIRDUN, DUUGLAS WAYNE
01-29-93 CHODGROV, JILY, MELTSAA

UK RO RA— P BN
01-28-92 CHRISTOFT, THERESA MARIZ
02-02-89 CHUMACHENKO, KATHERINE CLARR
01-31-89 CIARLANTE, MAJCRIE HEINS
01-06-93 CLARK, SHARCN FLIZABETH
08-31-90 CLADWELL, GERORGE MARVIN
10-05-93 CLARKE, PAUL
02-02-89 CLAYTON, RLIZABETH HUPE
05-08-90 CLEALR, GATHERIWE
01-25-93 CLINE, JOHN ANTHONY
01-19-89 COCKING, JANE RUSK
01-20-89 COPFINA, SCOTT ANDREW
10-15-87 CONEY, BENEDICT SIMMA
09-10-92 CORN, KAREN JOYC® ' '
01-29-93 COLOWELL, LIBA TOWER
06-14-90 COLENMAN, WEABERT HOLT
01-29-93 COLLRY, CHRISTSFHER DAVID
05-08-92 COLLINE JR., PAUL JOSEPH
01-29-93 COLLINE, TRACEY REGENE
05-08-90 COMPTON, RLIZABETH MARGARET
02-08-93 CONNELL, KAREW ARN
07-20-92 CONRAD, PFATRICIA LYRN
01-29-93 CODK, DAVID LAKWRENCE
03-31-91 COOX, NICHELLE DIANE

02-01-93 ébokﬁ, JULIR
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08-01-89 COOPER, B. JAY

06-19-91 COOFER, JANET FELTON
07-17-91 COOPER, MARSHALL

01-30-90 COBTER, XICHELLR LY¥NW
03-07-91 COTTRELL, JULIA WARIE
07-05-91 COUGHLYN, CATNERINE CROWLEY
04-11-90 COVINGTON, FRAHELA JEAN
06-15-92 COX, RMNA JEAW

01-15-93 CQX, PATRICIA HELEN
02-01-89 cOYLE, SUAN ALFERT -
12-02-91 CRAYG, CRAVEN WINSLOW
05-04-93 CRAZG, JUDY A.D. -

08-13-91 CRYTTCHFINID, CAROLINB MADDEIN
07-08-91 CROTT, FYRANCEZ GARREZY
01-24-91 CRONEEIN, CAROL, CATMERINE
08-31-92 EROUBH, C3 SEAW
10-04-88 M' MATTHEW

05-25-93 CROW, EHELLY LYRN

10-17-88 CRIPPEN, BARKY ILXX
12-05-91 CROTTON, TRACI MICHNRLLR
01-12-93 CRVOR, ALLISON WREATLAND
01-12-93 CBQRBA, LASILO THUNAH
07-26-89 CUDD, CONMIE KAY

Active CULBREATH, ILUR ADDIR
08-07-91 CULLEN, LEBLEE BLAIR
03-27-87 CULVAHOUSH, ARTHUOR BOGGRES
07-23-91 CUNNINGS, CLAUDIA LYHN
12-18-92 COURNWINGHAM, ERIN NICHELLE
03-09-90 CURBEEN, JOSEFE PHILMOXR
04-16-92. cmm, THEQDORE CHARLES
Active JAKRRT FLCRA
07-19-93 CMIB. RICHARD EUMARD
09-11-91 CUAMMAR, JERFFERY AXNDREW
05-09-92 CUATER, ELLEN MARY
01-20-93 CUTHHALL, JERNIFER LMR
12-31-92 COTHHALL, RACHRL RAZ
01-29-93 DAILEY, BHIAN DANIEL
05-19-93 DALE, BILLIE RAY

09-01-89 DALE, SRARSN RUTH

01-24-91 DALEE, JORN JOSEPH
12-04-89 DALY, ALYSCN XICHELLE
01-29~-93 BALEZ, DOIORES RARGOT
08-28-93 DALY, JORN AUSUNTINA
06-11-93 DAN, BAVID 7.

08-13-91 DAMAARD, JULIR NRAD

12-06-92 BANICO, XRISTIN AMMN
04-19-91 DANA, TINOTHY XDWARD
07-20-92 DANCE, WTEFHANIR CLUNE
09-17- 90m. JUSTINE

Active DANIELS, HILLIARD JR

02-89 DANNERBECK, JOHN mvm
04-30-91 DANEANBKY, BTEPHEN IRA
03-93 DAVIDSGN, DOUGLAS ALEXANDIR
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01-14-91 DAVIZ, MARK WILLIAM
01-28-92 DAVIS, PATRICK JOSKEPH
02-04-93 DAVIE, PORTER MANVEL
01-30-89 BAVIB, WILLIAX HAL
02-02-89 DAWEBON, RHRETT EREWER
04-16-92 BAWEQR, SUBAN ARADEHAW
06-21-94 RDEAN, DOGNALD RAY
01-16-93 DECATY, JOAN QNENERY
11-05-90 DRCAMP, BARAR SWATHMET
01-26-93 DEX, KRIE MARIE
03-12-93 DEHART, LIND) SUBAN
01-28~-92 DEL. GROZE0, STALEY KAY
01-19-89 BELLINGER, DORDOTRY XHER
-29-03 DEMARBET, DAVIR THANKLIN
81223233 pEynzemoNn, SUSAM RDAsELL
02-01-89 DEWRIRST, MARY RATERYN
01-30-90 DIZTZ, FRANCIS JOSEFN
01-23-89 DILLER, DBAKRIXL &IJIFFORD
02-10-92 DILION, DIANA ELIZABRTH
04-04-91 DQYTRARMYRE, TAITH TLAINE
03-27-90 DOGGETT, JUANITA MAE
02-08-89 DSHERTY, HILEEN B
02-17-89 DOLAN, ANTHONY. ROSGI
01-15-93 DONAHUR, MARLA XURPHY
02-01-89 DONATELLI, FRANK JOSEFH
01~29-93 DORAVAN, CQMARLES ANTROXY
01-29-93 DONOVAN, TERESA ANN
09-16~91 DQAQLEY, PEGGY ANN
08-28-92 DORSEY, CELESTINE SMITH
05-09-92 DORBRY, NATTHEW JOEN
09-25-92 PANGTAS, XERT ANN
08-22-90 DRACDS, DIANE ELISARRTH
05~19-93 DREYLINGER, JCHN PAUL
Active DROXHR, PHRILIP CHARLES
01-28-92 DUBER, CHRISTOPHEER NORIN

08-31-92 DOGGAN, JOSEPH PATRICK
06-29-90 DUGGAN, JUANITA DRONAGHEY
06-05-92 DONN, DEBRA ROMA

08-11-93 DUONN, ELIZABETH BROOKXS
02-21-89 DUTCHER, CRARLES XERWIN
02-21-89 BUVALL, DOUZLAS PATTON
01-08-90 DUVALL, JACQUELINRE ANDREA
10~30-90 SUNCAN, ROBERT NICHAXDL

09-27-93 BLLIS, CATHLEEN MARIE

20249581213
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1021' 1289- 99 2, ANY BETDENREICH
01-19-89RRKENBRECX, JANE TASAMACEON
05-17-90BRLAND, CHRISTIMNA LUCILLE
07-17-91EBVIN, CLARK XENT
08-31-92R8QUIVEL, AUDREY

11-13-90RVARE, THOKAS.C.
02-08-89FACKRLMAN-MIN, MARY ANNR
12-18-92FARTEK, WILLIAN STANDS
06-02~-89FARNER, CHAD DALENR
12-31-90FARMER, HENRY EDWARD
02-04-91¥ARTAR, LAURN RICK

1 [

19-63-91 . SARAR SWILL
12-30-90FELIENHEERG, ALVIN STETHYN
)5-04~92FENNEL, ANNE CLAUD
11-29-93FENTON, CATRERINE SCHARFEN

1-29-93 « REIDY ARN
0-05-92 . DOMALD CRAMERCN
1-19-93 . AILEEN BETH
2-Q1- ¢ TAURIE ANN
129128 pran, Zouw wowARD

~20-93  IDARLIN

-03-93 » NICHQLAS XUSTIR
-07-93 ¢ MARTIN ALVIX

-27-93 +« TRARCES STHELE ’
-06-92 ¢+ EHELI ISTELLE
-13-90 ¢ JEANNE DIRKE
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12-05-89 POONBXRG, STEVEN MARK
Active FORD, JCBSEPR RKRNNETH
04-11-90 FORT, WNICHELLE CATHERINE
05-19-92 FOSTXR, GARY LAYNR
07-26-89 FOSTER, BRPAUL THOMAD
01-29-93 FRANTZ, NARR ALNXANDER
01-13-92 FREEMAN, JURITH BRJIORKMAN
08-03-90 PRITE, MARY ELIZA
01-19-89 FULTON, YEXILIA AYN
01-29-93 FURCHTGOTT=ROTH, DIANA ELISABETH
07-23-91 GARLE, XLIZARETH BRINTON
05-19-89 GALEN, CHRISTOPHER WILLIAK
01-24-90 GALLETTA, JOHN JAVID
08-05-92 GANNON, XELLEY LYNN
08-25-92 GARDNER, JUHN STEPHEN
05-30-90 GARTRESR , MARGCARIT DANAHER
02-24-92GARRETT, TRACY DAVIS
01-29-93GARVENR, TYLER
05-22-89@AY, CARCLEYN SUZ

03-09-92 GBAR, KRIBTEN MOREAU
09-11-91 GRISBINGER, EPENCER EVAN
09-24-91GERAGHTY, LEAH MERCER
01-29-93GRREHOWITZ. CARY JAY
12-18-92GTBECN, JOANM GHERING
10-13-89GIBSCN, STEVAN WILLIAX
2-01-93 GIORNO, KAREN ROSALTY
12-05-89@ITLIN, DAVID LAWRENCE
5-05-91 GLASEMAN, JON DAVIH
'2-18-92 GOBER, ELLIN JANYCE
2-24-92 GOFY, XAREN LYNN

1-09-89 GOLAY, GATL THRESX -
'-01-89 GOLDBERG, CATHERINE ANRE
~15-93 GOLDBERG, JULIX ANNE
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WILLIAM F CLINGER JR PENNSYLVANIA
CHAIRMAN

BENJAMIN A GILMAN NEW YORX
DAN BURTON INDIANA

J DENNIS HASTERT ILLINOIS
CONSTANCE A MORELLA. MARYLAND
CHRISTOPHER SHAYS. CONNECTICUT
STEVEN SCHIFF NEW MEXICO
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN. FLORIDA
WILLIAM H ZELIFF JR . NEW HAMPSHIRE
JOHN M McHUGH NEW YORK
STEPHEN HORN. CALIFORNIA

JOHN L MICA FLORIDA

PETER BLUTE. MASSACHUSETTS
THOMAS M DAVIS. VIRGINIA

DAVID M MCINTOSH. INDIANA

JON O FOX. PENNSYLVANIA

RANDY TATE. WASHINGTON

DICK CHRYSLER. MICHIGAN

GHL GUTKNECHT. MINNESOTA

MARX E SOUDER INDIANA

WILLIAM J MARTINI. NEW JERSEY
JOE SCARBOROUGH. FLORIDA

JOHN SHADEGG ARIZONA

MICHAEL PATRICK FLANAGAN. ILLINOIS
CHARLES F. BASS. NEW HAMPSHIRE
STEVE C LATOURETTE. OHIO

MARSHALL “MARK" SANFORD. SOUTH CAROLINA

ROBERT L EMALICH. JR.. MARYLAND

MEMORANDUM TO FILE

ONE HUNDRED FOURTH CONGRESS

Congress of the Wnited States

BHousge of Representatives

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND OVERSIGHT
2157 RAYBURN House OFFICE BUILDING

WaSHINGTON, DC 20515-6143

July 10, 1996

RE: Applicability of Privacy Act to Congress

CARDISS COLLINS 1LLINOIS
AANKING MINORITY MEMBER

HENRY A WAXMAN CALIFORNIA

TOM (ANTOS, CALIFORNIA

ROBERT E WISE JR WEST VIRGINIA

MASOR R OWENS NEW YORK

EDOLPHUS TOWNS NEW YORX

JOHN M SPRATT. JR . SOUTH CAROLINA

LOUISE MCINTOSH SLAUGHTER. NEW YORK

PAUL E XKANJORSKI PENNSYLVANIA

GARY A CONDIT CALIFORNIA

COLLIN C PETERSON MINNESOTA

KAREN L THURMAN. FLORIDA

CAROLYN B MALONEY. NEW YORK

THOMAS M. BARRETT WISCONSIN

BARBARA-ROSE COLLINS. MICHIGAN

ELEANOR MOLMES NORTON, DC

JAMES P MORAN, VIRGINIA

GENE GREEN. TEXAS

CARRIE P MEEK. FLORIDA

CHAKA FATTAH. PENNSYLVANIA

BiLL K. BREWSTER. OKLAHOMA

TIM HOLDEN. PENNSYLVANIA

BERNARD SANDERS. VERMONT
INDEPENDENT

MAJORITY —202) 225-5074
MINORITY —{202) 225-5051

After having consulted with the House Parliamentarian and the Congressional Research Service’s
American Law Division, it appears quite clear that a government witness before this Committee cannot
refuse to respond to pertinent questions put to him on the basis of the Privacy Act. That act specifically
provides that disclosure of otherwise protected information to a Committee of the Congress is authorized.

See, 5 U.S.C. 552a(b)(9).

Because Mr. Craig Livingstone disclosed the contents of his Federal Bureau of Investigation file in
his deposition before this Committee, a government witness may discuss the contents of his file without
regard to the general prohibition on disclosures of covered records included in the Privacy Act. See, Reyes
v. Drug Enforcement Administration, 834 F. 2d 1093, 1096, (1st Cir. 1987) (“A communication is not a
‘disclosure’ subject to the Act, unless it imparts information to someone who does not already know it.”).
See also, Hollis v._Dept. of the 4rmy, 856 F. 2d 1541, 1545 (D.C. Cir. 1988).

Finally, without regard to any considerations of consent or waiver, law enforcement officials may
disclose matters in a file without a person’s consent for the purposes of civil or criminal law enforcement.

See. 5 US.C. 552a(b)(7).

Witnesses participating in depositions or appearing before the Committee should be aware that they
can be held in contempt of Congress if they fail to fully response to pertinent questions posed to them by the

Committee.

Sincerely,

Chairman

) . - .
e - o
William F. Clinger, Jr.

E(\fﬂbﬂ’ 2



MEMORANDUM FOR:
FROM:

SUBJECT:

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 13, 1993

US SECRET SERVICE PASS SECTION

WHITE HOUSE SECURITY

EXTENSION OF PASSES

Please extend passes for the following individuals for the-
indicated time period:

NAME

AAMODT, Richard V.
AKEL, Deborah C.
ANDERSON, John Ward
ANDRESS, S. Collier
BARTLEY, Anne

BATES, Melinda N.
BAYER, Jennifer Tara
BEARDSLEY, Tyler Slayton
BECKEL, Heather Marie
BOORSTIN, Robert 0.
BROOKTER, Marie Louise
BROWN, Lillian B. -
BUTLER-BUSH, Tonia D.
cAMERON, Rebecca Ann
CARR, Edwin George
-ASTAGNETTI, Ann Marie
-HOW, Barbara Ann
HUPKA, Marc W.
ZOOPER, Claudia
SOTHAM, Elizabeth Jane
‘RAWFORD, Kelly A.
-RUMLEY, Amanda Faith
SURIEL, Carolyn
-USACK, Margaret Mary.
JARBY, Melanie B.
JIGIACOBBE, Marilyn
}YIMEL, Marsha Louise
'YK, Sally Katzen
.GGLESTON, W. Neil
'LLERTSON, Natalie A.
'INE, Deborah Lauren

Huel -

EXPIRATION IYPE OF PASS  30-DAY 20-DRY

12/19/93 TEOB _ XX
12/20/93 TWHV ~ XX
12/16/93 " TECO XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/15/93 TWHV XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/19/93 TWHV XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/15/93 TVOL XX
12/16/93 TNGS XX
12/16/93. TEOB XX
12/15/93 TWHV  thru 1/31/94

12/14/93 TWHV XX
12/15/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TEOB XX
12/15/93 TWHS XX

12/16/93 TEOB XX
12/16/93 TWHS TxxX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TEOB XX
12/18/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX
12/17/93 TWHS XX
12/16/93 TWHS XX

bt 3
W e’
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FRIENDLY, Andrew
GEORGE, Suzanne Amelia
GIBBONS, John Howard
GIRE, Cynthia Lynne
SLASER, Henry Felix
SREENBERG, Stanley Bernard
{ALLBERT, Nikole Stephanie
iALEY, Maria L.

iAWKINS, Amelia cain
iERNREICH, Nancy V.
iOLT, Holly Hughes
{OLTON, Dwight Carter
[NADOMI, LeeAnn
(AMENSKY, John Michael
(HAPRA, Yusuf Ahmed

{IM, Saehun

{ING, Michael Thomas
{UPCHAN, Charles A.
ANDGARTEN, Susan Joyce
AUGHLIN, Keith Eugene
J, Gordon

. INDAHL, Virginia Holmes
[AGAZINER, Ira Charles
[ARSHALL, Capricia P.
(ATSUI, Doris 0.
[ATTHEWS, Sonyia
[ATTIES, Doug Robert
ICAFEE, Floydetta M.
.CCREARY, Dorls Anita
CLEES, Catherine C.
OFFETT, Julia
/LOUGHLIN, Katherine
AYNE, Lawrence Martin
ETERSON, Karen Williams
EED, Jeffrey Alan '
EICH, Emily Rebecca
UDNICK, Marc J.

HEA, Maureen Townsend '
MITH, Barbara Jeanne
MITH, Diane Marie
TEINBERG, Donald K.
TEPHANOPOULOS, George
UGGS, Elbert

IBBETTS, Geoffrey L.
AGNER, Regina Barbara

12/16/93
12/19/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/20/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/15/93
12/16/93

- 12/15/93

12/16/93
12/16/93
12/14/93
12/16/93
12/20/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/18/93
12/14/93
12/20/93
12/17/93
12/20/93

- 12/14/93

12/15/93
12/15/93
12/16/93
12/14/93
12/18/93
12/16/93
12/19/93
12/17/93
12/15/93
12/14/93

TWHS
TWHV
TWHS
TWHS
TVOL

TNGS

TECO
TWHS
TEOB
TWHS
TWHS
TWHS
TWHS
TEOB

TEOB

TWHS
TEOB
TEOB
TWHS

TWHS
TWHS
TWHS
TEOB

TWHS

TEOB
TEOB

TVOL

TNGS

XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX -
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX~
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
. XX
XX
XX

T
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Appendix 11
The Access Pass Process

e O I Each new employee who is expected to work 90 days or more has 30 days
SLLP 2: Obtalmng a from the date entered on duty to complete the sF-86, an FB investigation
Tempor ary Pass consent form, a tax check waiver, and a personal data statement

questionnaire (for employees of certain offices) and provide other
personal data as needed. This 30-day standard was established by the
White House on March 14, 1994. Employees not meeting this standard are
to have their access to the White House revoked and are to be placed on
leave without pay until the paperwork is completed. Prior to March 1994,
there were no written standards for completing the SF-86.

If the person has completed the sF-86 and related pPaperwork, the results of

the initial name check are satisfactory, and the FBI name check has been
submitted, the person is placed on the White House access list. This means
the person must present positive identification each time he or she enters
the White House complex. Prior to this time, the person is allowed into the
complex only with an appointment and identification.

After a satisfactory #B1 name check is returned, the relevant Executive
Office of the President security office recommends to the Secret Service
that a temy orary pass be issued to the employee for a period not to exceed
90 days, although 30-day extensions are allowed. The person is
fingerprinted by the Secret Service, and the fingerprints are sent through-
the national database. Each new employee is required to attend a security
i briefing, and his or her attendance is documented. In the case of an
' extension, the Executive Office of the President requests the Secret
Service to extend the temporary pass. After one extension, the Secret
Service contacts the requesting office to provide a rationale for an
additional extension, according to Service officials.

The sF-86 forms from White House Office, Office of the Vice President, and
Office of Policy Development staff go to the White House Counsel's office.
A security officer in the Office of Administration reviews the SF-86s of
individuals from the Office of Administration and the Office of National
Drug Control Policy. According to White House officials, each sr-86 is
reviewed to verify its correctness and completeness and to determine if
any immediate issues need to be addressed.

\-— . .
Ste 3: g Before a permanent pass or a security clearance can be 1ssued, the FBI, or
P p Obta“lmng a some other agency, must conduct a full-field background investigation.
ermanent Pass The Executive Office of the President’s request to the rai for such an .
investigation includes the sr-86 and related documents. )

it ¥
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MEMORANDUM FOR:
FROM:

SUBJECT:

- THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 13, 1993

US SECRET SERVICE PA

WHITE HOUSE SECURITY

EXTENSION OF PASSES

Please extend passes for the following indivi
indicated time period:

NAME

AAMODT, Richard V.
AKEL, Deborah C.
ANDERSON, John Ward
ANDRESS, S. Collier
3ARTLEY, Anne

3ATES, Melinda N.
3JAYER, Jennifer Tara
SEARDSLEY Tyler Slayton
3ECKEL, Heather Marie
SOORSTIN Robert 0.
3ROOKT£R; Marie Louise
IROWN, Lillian B.
JUTLER-BUSH, Tonia D.
‘AMERON, Rebecca Ann
‘ARR, Edwin George
‘ASTAGNETTI, Ann Marie
'HOW, Barbara Ann
'HUPKA, Marc W.

'OOPER, Claudia

‘'OTHAM, Elizabeth Jane
RAWFORD, Kelly A.
RUMLEY, Amanda Faith
URIEL, Carolyn

USACK, Margaret Mary.
ARBY, Melanie B.
IGIACOBBE Marilyn
IMEL, Marsha Louise
YK, Sally Katzen
SGLESTON, W. Neil
LLERTSON, Natalie A.
INE, Deborah Lauren

EXPIRATION
12/19/93 TEOB
12/20/93 TWHV
12/16/93 TECO
12/16/93 TWHS
12/15/93 TWHV
12/16/93 TWHS
12/19/93 TWHV
12/16/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TWHS
12/15/93 TVOL
12/16/93 TNGS
12/16/93 TEOB
12/15/93 TWHV
12/14/93 TWHV
12/15/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TEOB
12/15/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TEOB
12/16/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TEOB
12/18/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TWHS
12/17/93 TWHS
12/16/93 TWHS

SS SECTION

duals for the-

XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
thru 1/31/94
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
T xX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX

XX
XX

EHBIT

Hllll|1 W

GE 047623

TYPE OF PASS  30-DAY 20-DAY
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FRIENDLY, Andrew

GEORGE, Suzanne Amelia
GIBBONS, John Howard
GIRE, Cynthia Lynne
GLASER, Henry Felix
GREENBERG, Stanley Bernard
HALBERT, Nikole Stephanie
HALEY, Maria L.

HAWKINS, Amelia cCain
HERNREICH, Nancy V.
HOLT, Holly Hughes
HOLTON, Dwight Carter
INADOMI, LeeAnn
KAMENSKY, John Michael
KHAPRA, Yusuf Ahmed

KIM, Saehun

KING, Michael Thomas
KUPCHAN, Charles A.
LANDGARTEN, Susan Joyce -
LAUGHLIN, Keith Eugene
LI, Gordon

LINDAHL, Virginia Holmes
MAGAZINER, Ira Charles
MARSHALL, Capricia P.
MATSUI, Doris O.
MATTHEWS, Sonyia
MATTIES, Doug Robert
MCAFEE, Floydetta M.
MCCREARY, Doris Anita
MCLEES, Catherine C.
MOFFETT, Julia
J’LOUGHLIN, Katherine
PAYNE, Lawrence Martin
PETERSON, Karen Williams
REED, Jeffrey Alan
REICH, Emily Rebecca
RUDNICK, Marc J.

53HEA, Maureen Townsend
SMITH, Barbara Jeanne
SMITH, Diane Marie
STEINBERG, Donald K.
sSTEPHANOPOULOS, George
5UGGS, Elbert

(IBBETTS, Geoffrey L.
JAGNER, Regina Barbara

12/16/93
12/19/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/20/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/15/93
12/16/93

12/15/93

12/16/93
12/16/93
12/14/93
12/16/93
12/20/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/16/93
12/18/93
12/14/93
12/20/93
12/17/93
12/20/93
12/14/93
12/15/93
12/15/93
12/16/93
12/14/93
12/18/93
12/16/93
12/19/93
12/17/93
12/15/93
12/14/93

TWHS
TWHV
TWHS
TWHS
TVOL
TNGS
TECO
TWHS
TEOB
TWHS
TWHS
TWHS
TWHS
TEOB

TEOB

TWHS
TEOB
TEOB
TWHS

TWHS
TWHS
TWHS
TEOB

TWHS

TEOB
TEOB

TVOL

TNGS

XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
XX
- XX
XX
XX
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