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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

CARA LESLIE ALEXANDER,
et al., '

Plaintiffs,
Civil Action Nos.

V. 96-2123/97-1288 (RCL)

FEDERAL BUREAU OF

INVESTIGATION, et al., CONSOLIDATED ACTIONS
Defendants.
MICHAEL JOHN GRIMLEY,
et al.,
Plaintiffs,

V.

FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION, et al.,

Defendants.
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THE GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE RECORD

Plaintiffs seek 1eavé to supplement the record with the
declaration of a former National Security Council ("NSC") étaff
person, Deborah Perroy, describing.her testimony as "evidence of
patent Clinton White House misuse of Privacy Act protected FBI
and other government files . . .." Plaintiffs' Motion To
Supplement the Record, dated January 7, 2000, at 1. This is
hyperbole, bearing no resemblance‘to the testimony actually

submitted by Ms. Perroy, which in all meaningful respects is

speculative, irrelevant, and demonstrably inaccurate.



Ms. Perroy first testifies that on one occasion she observed
the NSC Director of Administration, together with his assistant,
reviewing NSC personnel security files. Declaration of Deborah
Perroy, dated January 7, 2000 ("Perroy Decl."), § 4. Yet nowhere
does she even claim to know whose files they actually reviewed,
or why. Her intimation that they were improperly reviewing the
files of persons who were not then-current NSC employees rests
wholly on uninformed speculation (and, as attested to by
witnesses with personal knowledge, is also completely false).

| Ms. Perroy also testifies that she resigned from the NSC in
September 1993, six months before tﬁe White House Office of
Personnel Security ("OPS") allegedly requested her FBI background
report. She speculates (without any supporting evidence) that
the White House sought her background report to use against her
should she ever divulge the "improper activities" she witnessed.
Perroy Decl., § 7. Apart from the fact that she witnessed no
"improper activities," irrefutable documentary and testimonial
evidence demonstrates that she resigned in September 1994,
meaning that she, too, was a current government employee when the
White House made requests for her FBI background information.
(Moreover, as shown below, the White House made these requests
for legitimate personnel security reasons.)

In short, Ms. Perroy's speculation about misuses of
government files (including her own) is inadmissible as such,

and, without competent evidence that her testimony concerns the



use (or misuse) of former employees' files, it is irrelevant,
under this Court's precedents, to plaintiffs' claims. Thus, for
plaintiffs to describe Ms. Perroy's-testimony as "patent"
evidence of fiie misuse that "corroborates" their claims merely
underscores the fatal defect at the heart of their case. They
have no competent evidence of what actually occurred in OPS to
support the allegation that the White House acquired their FBI
background reports for improper political purposes. The
undisputed testimony of all witnesses with first-hand knowledge,
and the documentary record, establish that OPS obtained
plaintiffs' FBI background reports because of an unwitting
bureaucratic error committed during the course of the Update
Project. Because Ms. Perroy's declaration is no more competent
to place the material facts of the case in dispute_than any other
evidence that plaintiffs have so far adduced, leave to file her
declaration should be denied.
ARGUMENT
A. Ms. Perroy's Suggestion That Mr. Manzanares
Improperly Reviewed the Personnel Security Files

of Former NSC Staff Is Unsupported and Irrelevant
Speculation That Should Not Be Admitted.

So far as she can attest to facts, Ms. Perroy states merely
that on one occasion she witnessed Robert Manzanares, then the
NSC Director of Administration, together with his assistant,
Marsha Dimel, reviewing personnel security files maintained in

the office of the "CIA liaison." Declaration of Deborah Perroy,



dated January 7, 2000l("Perroy Decl."), § 4.% But she does not
identify, or even claim to know, whose files Mr. Manzanares and
Ms. Dimel were reviewing. Nor does she purport to explain, or
even to know, why they were examining those files.

Mr. Manzanares and Ms. Dimel, on the other hand, can and do
confirm that they were not reﬁiewing the personnel security files
of former NSC staff, on this or any other occasion, for any sort
of improper purpose. Any suggestion to the contrary is
absolutely false. Manzanares Decl., § 4; Dimel Decl., § 4. Mr.
Manzanares, as Director of Administration, had managerial
responsibility for personnel security at the NSC. Thus, from
time to time he, and Ms. Dimel, as his assistant, checked
information in the files of current NSC staff for legitimate

personnel security purposes.g At no time, however, did either

Y Ms. Perroy apparently means the NSC Security Officer, a
position typically filled by a detailee from the CIA, or other
government intelligence agency. Declaration of J. Robert

Manzanares, dated January 28, 2000 (filed herewith) ("Manzanares
Decl."), § 2; Declaration of Marsha L. Dimel, dated February 1,
2000 (filed herewith) ("Dimel Decl."), 9§ 2.

2 por example, from time to time the NSC would receive a
late-afternoon telephone call, after the Security Officer had
already left for the day, asking if staff members scheduled to
attend a meeting the next morning were cleared for access to a
particular type of classified information. Under these
circumstances it fell to Mr. Manzanares, as the Security
Officer's direct supervisor, to check the personnel security
files of the staff members in question to determine whether they
had the requisite security clearances. Manzanares Decl., § 13;
Dimel Decl., § 12.



of them ever review the personnel security files of former NSC
staff for any reason, let alone an improper one. Manzanares
Decl., § 4; Dimel Decl., § 4.

This Court has ruled repeatedly that the handling of files
of then-current government employees "cannot possibly serve as
evidence of government files misuse relevant to plaintiffs’

claims . . .." Alexander v. FBI, No. 96-2123, Memorandum and

Order at 10 (D.D.C. Apr. 16, 1999) (regarding motion to compel

further testimony from Mari L. Anderson); see also Alexander v.

FBI, 186 F.R.D. 200, 204 (D.D.C. 1999) (regarding motion to .
compel further testimony from William H. Kennedy, III) (use of
files of "then-current Clinton Administration employees" is
"irrelevant"). Because Ms. Perroy does not (and cannot) identify
the files that Mr. Manzanares and his assistant reviewed as those
of former government employees, her testimony is irrelevant, and
therefore inadmissible. Plaintiffs should not be given leave to
"supplement" the record with inadmissible testimony.

Ms. Perroy suggests that Mr. Manzanares was improperly
reviewing the personnel security files of NSC staff from prior,
Republican administrations, based on her assumption that former
staff persons' files were kept in the Security Officer's safe,

and her opinion that Mr. Manzanares, whom she erroneocusly

describes as a "political appointment,¥" had no "legitimate

=% Mr. Manzanares was NSC Director of Administration from
June 1993 to July 1994. He was at the time and still remains a
(continued. ..)



reasons" for accessing personnel security files. Perroy Decl.,
99 4, 7. None of this testimony is competent, however, to
support her contentions.

Ms. Perroy was a Financial Management Officer whose primary
responsibility was to oversee the budget for certain NSC computer
systems. She neither had (nor claims to have had), any duties
related to personnel security, or to the handling of personnel
security files. She did not work with or for the NSC Security
Officer, who had day-to-day responsibility for personnel security
matters. Manzanares Decl., 99 9, 12; Dimel Decl., 99 7, 11.
There is no evidence from which it could be found that Ms. Perroy
had personal knowledge of whose files the Security Officer kept

on hand, rendering her testimony unreliable, and inadmissible.¥

3/(...continued)
State Department employee, a career Foreign Service Officer who
has served under Republican and Democratic administrations alike
for more than 20 years, and who has never held a political

appointment with the government. In 1993 he accepted a detail to
the NSC as Director of Administration, a non-political staff
position. Manzanares Decl., (¢ 1, 5-7.

The only positions that Ms. Dimel has ever held with the
government are NSC Personnel Liaison Officer, and, before that,
Support Assistant to the Director of Administration, neither of
which is a political appointment. She was hired as Support

Assistant by the Bush Administration in November 1992. Prior to
that she worked in the private sector as a payroll, benefits and
accounts receivable manager. Dimel Decl., (Y 1, 5.

% gtagman v. Ryan, 176 F.3d 986, 995 (7th Cir.), cert.

denied, 120 S. Ct. 446 (1999); Visser v. Packer Eng'g Assoc., 924
F.2d 655, 659 (7th Cir. 1991); U.S. v. Burnett, 850 F.2d 1233,
1240-41 (D.C. Cir. 1989); Peavy v. Dallas Independent Sch. Dist.,
57 F. Supp. 2d 382, 387 (N.D. Tex. 1999).
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When Ms. Perroy attempts to substantiate her claim that she
knew whose files were actually located in the Security Officer's
safe on the day she observed Mr. Manzanares and Ms. Dimel
reviewing files there, she manages only to undermine her
testimony. She states that she caught a glimpse of former staff
persons' files in the Security Officer's safe during an office
"remodeling project." Perroy'Decl., ¥ 4. Although she does not
specify the date of this renovation, NSC records document that it
took place between August and November 1993. Dimel Decl., ¢ 9.

In contrast, Ms. Perroy recalls having seen Mr. Manzanares
and Ms. Dimel reviewing files sometime " ([s]lhortly before" he left
the NSC for a "foreign post." Perroy Decl., § 4. Mr. Manzanares
ended his detail to the NSC (see n. 3, supra) in July 1994, to
assume an administrative post at the U.S. Embassy in Tel Aviv!
Manzanares Decl., 99 6, 15. What Ms: Perroy thinks she saw in

August or November 1993 is too remote in time to qualify as

evidence of what was actually contained in those files nearly one

year later, in July 1994.. Rocky Mountain Helicopters, Inc. v.

Bell Helicopters Textron, 805 F.2d 907, 916 (10th Cir. 1986).¥

_2 Ms. Perroy states vaguely that she had some
responsibility for the maintenance of "NSC personnel and other
files/rosters." Perroy Decl., § 3. Personnel files, containing
information about an employee's salary, health benefits, and the
like, are distinct from personnel security files, which include
the FBI background reports used to determine employees'
suitability. These two sets of files are separately maintained.
Manzanares Decl., § 10; Dimel Decl., § 8. See Deposition of
Craig Livingstone, dated May 26 and June 8, 1999, at 510-13
(filed October 1, 1999, as defendants' exhibit no. 25).

7



In any event, none of Ms. Perroy's assﬁmptions about whose files
may have been located in the Security Office can alter the
reality that neither Mr. Manzanares nor Ms. Dimel ever reviewed
(or even saw) the personnel security files of former NSC staff,
Manzanares Decl., § 11; Decl., 99 7, 10, a fact that Ms. Perroy
cannot dispute on the basis of any first-hand knowiedge.

Ms. Perroy's opinion that Mr. Manzanares had no "legitimate
reason" to examine NSC personnel security files, Perroy Decl.,
9 7, also lacks any foundation in personal knowledge, and for
that reason is neither probative, nor admissible to prove that he
was acting for some sort of unidentified but improper purpose.
Ms. Perroy had no duties or responsibilities related to personnel
security matters. See gsupra at 6. She was, moreover, Mr. |
Manzanares' subordinate, occupying a position two steps removed
from his. Her limited job duties did not encompass the broad
array of administrative matters, including personnel security,
for which Mr. Manzanares was responsible. She was therefore not
in a position to know what valid reasons Mr. Manzanares, as
Director of Administration, or Ms. Dimel, as his assistant, might
have for their actions. Manzanares Decl., 99 4, 9, 12; Dimel

Decl., 99 4, 7, 11.¥

& Ms. Perroy also observes that she came across Mr.
Manzanares and Ms. Dimel "after normal working hours," Perroy
Decl., § 5, a fact that in and of itself means nothing, as they
routinely worked until 7:30 or 8:00 in the evening to keep pace
with the many administrative matters, in particular, replacement
of departing staff, for which they were responsible. Manzanares

(continued...)



In short, plaintiffs ask this Court to assume that Mr.
Manzanares and his assistant were handling the files of former
NSC staff, for improper political purposes, and to assume
further, therefore, that the Update Project also had a similar
motivation, based entirely on speculation that has no toe-hold
whatsoever in first-hand knowledge. A party may not rely on
evidence that lacks a proper foundation in personal knowledge,
and which dependé on conjecture, and the laying of one
unsupported inference upon another, to support a desired
conclusion.? Leave to clutter the record with uninformed and,
therefore, inadmissible speculation lacking any demonstrated

relevance to misuses of former employees' files should be denied.

& (...continued)
Decl., § 14; Dimel Decl., § 13. Ms. Perroy also questions the
propriety of Mr. Manzanares' request for the combinations to his
staff's locking filing cabinets, Perroy Decl., § 5, but this was
a standard administrative practice to ensure that if a staff
person who had secured materials in his or her safe were out of
the office, then others having legitimate need for such materials
could come to Mr. Manzanares for access to them. Manzanares
Decl., { 1s. Finally, Ms. Perroy notes that Mr. Manzanares met
on several occasions with Craig Livingstone, although by her own
admission she has no idea why. Perroy Decl., § 6. The sole
purpose of Mr. Manzanares' discussions with Mr. Livingstone was
to ingquire if anything could be done about the delays in issuing
NSC staff members their permanent White House passes. Manzanares
Decl., § 17.

Y  gee n. 4, supra, and cases cited therein; gee also
Anderson v. Chevron Corp., 933 F. Supp. 52, 61 (D.D.C. 1996);
Dillon v. Murray, 853 F. Supp. 199, 202 (W.D. Va. 1994).

9



B. Ms. Perroy's Belief That the White House
Improperly Obtained Her FBI Background Report
Months After She Resigned Is Also Irrelevant and
Inadmissible Speculation, and Is Patently Erroneous.

Ms. Perroy next testifies to having recently been advised
that OPS obtained her FBI background report in October 1993 and
March 1994. Based on her claim that she resigned from the White
House in September 1993, before either of these requests was
made, she "believe[s]" that the White House obtained her "FBI
file" to use against her should she ever divulge the "improper
activities" she witnessed. Perroy Decl., { 7.

In point of fact, however, Ms. Perroy witnessed no improper
activities, as discussed above. Moreover, her '"belie[f]" as to
why OPS made requests for her background information, without any
foundation in personal knowledge, is inadmissible conjecture.

See n. 4, supra, and cases cited therein. But Ms. Perroy also
has her facts wrong when she testifies, incorrectly, that she
resigned her position at the White House in September 1993.

NSC personnel records reflect that Ms. Perroy terminated her
employment in September 1994. Dimel Decl., § 14 & Exh. A. This
information is corroborated by the fact that Ms. Perroy continued
to work at the NSC after Mr. Manzanares had already departed for
his post in Tel Aviv, in July 1994. Manzanares Decl., § 15;
Dimel Decl., § 15. It is further confirmed by Ms. Perroy's own
recollection that she witnessed Mr. Manzanares and Ms. Dimel

looking over NSC personnel security files " [slhortly before" he

10



left for that "foreign post," and that she did not resign until
shortly after this event took place. Perroy Decl., 49 4, 7. Her
own testimony establishes that she remained on the NSC staff at a
time "[s]hortly before" Mr. Manzanares ended his detail to assume
his new bosition in Tel Aviv, in July 1994 . %

The undisputed documentafy evidence also establishes that
any White House requests for FBI background information on Ms.
Perroy were made many months before she resigned from the NSC,
and, just as signficantly, long before she observed Mr.
Manzanares and Ms. Dimel reviewing personnel security files.
According to "dissemination stamps" in her FBI background file,
see Declaration of'Sherry L. Carner, dated September 27, 1999,

9 3, and request forms found in her EOP personnel security file,
the White House received copies of Ms. Perroy's background report
(following its initial transmittal, in July 1988), on two and

only two occasions, in July 1990 (prior to the Clinton

¥ Ms. Perroy's error is further documented by information
in her FBI background file. As discussed in greater detail
below, the NSC requested that the FBI begin a routine five-year
re-investigation of Ms. Perroy on June 6, 1994. The NSC
memorandum to the Bureau identifies Ms. Perroy as "now hold[ing]™"
a position on the NSC staff. Fourth Declaration of Sherry L.
Carner, dated January 28, 2000 (filed herewith) ("Fourth Carner
Decl."), § 5 & Exh. A at 3. Her file contains a completed
Questionnaire for Sensitive Positions (Standard Form 86), signed
by her on May 31, 1994. 1d., § 5 & Exh. A at 4-5. An August 16,
1954 memorandum to the file reflects that the Agent assigned to
the investigation had interviewed her and verified her White
House employment. Id., § 6 & Exh. A at 6. On September 20,
1994, the NSC sent a memorandum to the FBI asking that Ms.
Perroy's background re-investigation be terminated, as she had
resigned from government service. Id., § 7 &« Exh. A at 7.

11



Administration) and October 1993. Fourth Carner Decl., 99 3-4 &
Exh. A at 1-2; Third Declaration of Charles C. Easley, dated
January 31, 2000 (filed herewith) ("Third Easley Decl."), § 4 &
Exh. A at 5. The White House made another request for Ms.
Perroy's background report in March 1994, six months before (not
after) her resignation, althoﬁgh no copy of the report was
disseminated at that time. Fourth Carner Decl., § 9 & Exh. B;
Third Easley Decl., Exh. A at 6. The NSC's requeét to initiate
Ms. Perroy's five-year background re-investigation, in June 1994,
see n. 8, supra, also precgded her resignation by many months.
In sum, Ms. Perroy's testimony that the White House sought
her FBI background information months after she departed,
following her observation of activities that she thinks were
"improper," is plainly and irrefutably mistaken. Ms. Perroy was
a current employee (and had not yet witnessed Mr. Manzanares and
Ms. Dimel reviewing personnel security files) when the White
House requested her FBI background report. For that reason, her
out-and-out speculation as to why OPS requested her background
report is irrelevant, under the Court's precedents discussed
above. Alexander, April 16, 1999 Memorandum and Order at 10 (the
handling of then-current employees' files is irrelevant) ;
Alexander, 186 F.R.D. at 204 (same). That is further reason why
her testimony is inadmissible, and can have no bearing on the
material facté of this case. It should therefore not be made

part of the record.

12



In any case, the competent evidence of record dispels Ms.
Perroy's freestanding speculapion as to why the White House
sought her background information. The September 1993 request
for Ms. Perroy's background report was only one of the more than
300 requests on NSC personnel that Anthony Marceca made in the
ordinary course of the Update Project,¥ réquests that were
perfectly appropriate in the cases of holdover employees such as
Ms. Perroy. The March 1994 request (in response to which the FBI
disseminated no report, Fourth Carner Decl., § 9), was evidently
only one of a dozen or so repeat requests from OPS that the FBI
responded to that month, when Lisa Wetzl, following Mr. Marceca's
‘departure in February 1994, attempted to pick up with the project
where he had left it.*¥

Ms. Perroy's five-year re-investigation was, if anything,
long overdue. Her previous investigation, undertaken when she
first began working at the White House, was completed July 1,
1988. See Fourth Carner Decl., § 3 & Exh. A at 1; Perroy Decl.,
9 1. Her re-investigation began pursuant to a June 6, 1994

request from the NSC (and Ms. Perroy's written authorization,

2 gee Declaration of Maria Swails-Brown, dated September
28, 1999 ("Swails-Brown Decl."), § 28 & Exh. K at 12-29, 42, 58,
60 (filed October 1, 1999, as defendants' exhibit no. 17)

1o/ See Swails-Brown Decl., Exh. K at 5, 11, 35-37, 39-41,
44, 48, 49, 60 (entries for Mary Metz, Gails Collins, Lillie Mae
Bell, and Ms. Perroy, among others); Supplemental Memorandum in
Support of the Attorney General's Certification as to Scope of
Employment [etc.], dated October 1, 1999, at 34-36.

13



dated May 31, 1994). Fourth Carner Decl., § 5 & Exh. A at 3,
5.1 The NsC requested that the investigation be terminated once
Ms. Perroy'had resigned. I1d., § 7 & Exh. A at 7.%%

In the last analysis, Ms. Perroy's testimony, like all of
the plaintiffs' evidence that precedes it, is either incompetent,
irrelevant, or both, so far aé any fact material to the outcome
of this litigation is concerned. The record should not be
burdened at further length with evidence that cannot place the
material facts of this case in genuine dispute.

CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, plaintiffs' motion to supplement

the record should be denied.

Dated: February 1, 2000

L The record suggests that there had been some delay in
obtaining paperwork from Ms. Perroy that was needed to initiate
her re-investigation, until Mr. Livingstone was forced to
withhold her newly upgraded White House pass. See Third Easley
Decl., § 4 & Exh. A at 1-4.

1/ Finally, Ms. Perroy testifies that following her
resignation, the White House sent her a letter "threaten[ing] to
come after [her] with false charges and allegations in order to
smear [her] good name." Perroy Decl., § 7. Notably, plaintiffs
have not attached this letter to Ms. Perroy's declaration for the
Court's independent scrutiny. Also absent is any evidence that
the letter was related either to the activities Ms. Perroy claims
to have witnessed, or to requests for her background information,
as opposed to wholly unrelated employment matters. This
testimony is likewise irrelevant and should not be admitted.

14
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DECLARATION OF MARSHA L. DIMEL

Marsha L. Dimel, for her declaration pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 1746, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am the Personnel Liaison Officer fof the National
Security Council ("NSC"), a position I have héld since January
1955. From November 1992 until December 1994 I was the Support
Assistant to the NSC Director of Administration. I held that
position during Robert Manzanares' tenure as Director of
Administration, from June 1993 until July 1994. I have personal

knowledge of the matters attested to herein.



2. I have read the Declaration of Deborah Perroy, dated
January 7, 2000 ("Perroy Decl."). Ms. Perroy states that on one
occasion, shortly before Mr. Manzanares' assignment to a foreign
post, she observed Mr. Manzanares and myself reviewing personnel
security files in the office of the "CIA iiaison." Perroy Decl.,
9 4. At no time that I am aware of has the NSC ever had a "CIA
liaison," but our office does employ a Security Officer, who has
day-to-day responsibility for personnel security matters,
including the maintenance of personnei security files. The NSC
Security Officer is typically a detailee from the CIA, or some
other intelligence agency. The Security Officer is located in
the same suite as the Director of Administration and other
members of the NSC administrative staff (including myself).

3. Without identifying whose files Mr. Manzanares and I
supposedly examined, or the reason why, Ms. Perroy's declaration
suggests that we were reviewing the files of former NSC staff for
some sort of improper political purposes. She claims that the
personnel security files of former NSC personnel were maintained
in the Security Officer's safes, and that Mr. Manzanares, whom
she refers to as a "political appointment," had no "legitimate
reason" for accessing files kept there. Perroy Decl., 9 4, 7.

4. Ms. Perroy's suggestion that Mr. Manzanares and I were
reviewing the personnel security files of former NSC staff for an
improper purpose is absolutely false. Mr. Manzanares' duties as

Director of Administration included managerial responsibility for



all administrative matters at the NSC, including personnel
security. On occasion he, and I, acting as his assistant,
checked information in the personnel securi;y files of current
NSC staff (such as their security clearances) for legitimate
administrative ﬁurposes. See ¢ 12; below. But I never reviewed
the personnel security files of former NSC staff, for any reason.
Nor to my knowledge did Mr. Manzanares, Ms. Perroy's suggestions
to the contrary notwithstanding.

5. As an initial matter, neither I nor Mr. Manzanares was
a "political appoint[ee]." Perroy Decl., § 7. The only
positions I have ever held with the United States government are
NSC Personnel Liaison Officer, and, before that, Support
Assistant to the Director of Administration, see § 1, above, both
of which are non-political staff positions. I was hired as
Support Assistant during the Bush Administration, in November
1992, by Mr. Manzanares' predecessor (once removed). Prior to
the NSC I was employed from 1989 to 1992 by GTE Spacenet, as a
Payroll and_Benefits Account Manager, and from 1981 to 1989 by
Olympic Imported Auto Parts in Alexandria, Virginia, as a Payroll
and Accounts Receivable Manager. From 1969 to 1981 I resided in
Michigan, Alabama and New Mexico, where I held various part-time
jobs while I attended school and raised my children. 1In 1966 I
enlisted in the United States Army, where I served for three

years before receiving an honorable discharge.



6. Mr. Manzanares became NSC Director of Administration,
also a non-political staff position, in June 1993, on detail from
Department of State. It is not unusual for a detailee to fill
that and other non-political positions on the NSC staff. Mr.
Manzanares departed the NSC in July 1994, when the State
Department assigned him to the U.S. Embassy in Tel Aviv.

7. Additionally, it is not apparent to me how Ms. Perroy
could purport tc know that the personnel security files of former
NSC staff were kept in the Security Officer's safes.l See Perroy
Decl., § 4. 1In the course of my official duties as Support
Assistant to the Director of Administration, I had.occasion from
time to time to review NSC personnel security files, see § 12,
below, and at no time did I observe that to be the case. Ms.
Perroy, on the other hand, was a budget officer responsible for
financial oversight of NSC computer systems. She had no duties
or responsibilities reléting to personnel security, or to the
handling of personnel security files. Nor did she work with or
for the NSC Security Officer. |

8. Ms. Perroy states that she had responsibility of socme
kind for the maintenance of "NSC personnel and other files/
rosters." Perroy Decl., § 3. But personnel files are not to be
confused with personnel security files. Personnel files contain
information about an employee's position, grade, salary,
benefits, and the like. Personnel security files contain FBI

background reports and other information used to determine an



individual's fitness for employment and for a security clearance.
Since my arrival in November 1992, NSC personnel security files
have been maintained in the Security éfficer's safes, wﬂereas NSC
personnel files have been kept separately in cabinets located in
the common office space of our suite.

9. Ms. Perroy also states that she observed the files of
former NSC staff in the Security Officer's safe during an office
"remodeling project." Perroy Decl., § 4. I have reviewed the
project reports for the office renovation that she is referring
to, which confirm that the renovation took place between August
and November 1993. Yet she describes ﬁhe occasion when she
observed Mr. Manzanares and myself looking through personnel
éecurity files as having taken place ”[s]hor;ly before" Mr.
Manzanares left for his "foreign post." Id. As I noted earlier,
Mr. Manzanares left the NSC for his post in Tel Aviv in July
1994. See § 6, above. Apparently, then, Ms. Perroy's glimpse of
files in the Security Officer's safe occurred eight to eleven
months prior to the time that she claims to have witnessed Mr.
Manzanares and myself reviewing files there.

10. Even if there were files of former NSC staff located in
the Security Officer's safes at the time Ms. Perroy states she
observed Mr. Manzanares and me in that office, I never reviewed
the files of former NSC staff for any purpose, and never observed
the files of former NSC staff in the Security Officer's safes on

any of the occasions that I reviewed files there.



11. Finally, while Ms. Perroy states that Mr. Manzanares
and I had no "legitimate reason" to review the peréonnel security
files of NQC staff, Perroy Decl., § 7, she was not in a position
to know what reasons Mr. Manzanares or I might have to review
personnel security files. As a budget officer who reported to
the Director of Systems and Technical Planning (who in turn
reported to Mr. Manzanares), she was not apprised of all matters
within the legitimate scope of Mr. Manzanares' duties, or what
valid reasons he, or I as his assistant, might have for our
activities, particularly those matters (such as personnel
security) unrelated to her area of responsibility.

12. In point of fact, while the Security Officer was
responsible for personnel security matters on a daily basis, at
the time alluded to in Ms. Perroy's declaration thé Security
Officer normally left work at 4:00 or 4:30 in the afternoon. It
fell to Mr. Manzanares, as the Security Officer's direct
supervisor, to handle any matters of personnel security that
arose after the Security Officer had léft for the day, or at any
other time he or she was absent. At times Mr. Manzanares asked
me, as his assistant, to help him with these matters, such as
checking staff persons' files to verify their security
clearances.

13. Ms. Perroy states that on the occasion when she
observed Mr. Manzanares and me reviewing personnel security

files, she came upon us "after normal working hours." Perroy



Decl., { 5. That does not surprise me, as Mr. Manzanares and I
routinely worked until 7:30 or 8:00 in the evening to keep.up
with the many administrative matters that arose daily at the NSC.

14: On a different subject, Ms. Perréy also states that she
resigned from the.NSC in September 1993, supposedly six months
before the White House made a request to the FBI for her
background investigation report. Perroy Decl., { 7. I have no
knowledge pertaining to this or any other request for FBI
background information on Ms. Perroy. But I do know that she is
mistaken when she states that she resigned in September 1993.
Attached as Exhibit A to this declaration is a true copy from Ms.
Perroy's personnel file of a notice informing the White House
Office of Administration that Ms. Pefroy had resigned her
position with the ﬁSC. (Personal information has been redacted
from the form). The form, dated August 29, 1994, reflects the
fact that Ms. Perroy resigned effective September 10, 1994. That
date is consistent with my personal recollection of the time when
she departed from the NSC.

15. Indeed, Ms. Perroy hefself states that she witnessed
Mr. Manzanares and myself looking through NSC personnel security
‘files "[slhortly before" he left for his "foreign post." Perroy
Decl., § 4. The activity she says she witnessed, then, must have
taken place "shortly before" Mr. Manzanares' departure for Tel
Aviv, in July 1994, see (Y 2, 6, above, meaning that she

continued to be employed at the NSC at that time. -



02/01-00 18:20 202 395 1186 NSC/ADMIN OFFC
FEB-Yl-2dvgy 14:44 ClullL DIVISIUN 2082 615 B4BB  P.egzsoe

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoiny is

true and correct.

Executed on: February / , 2000

MARSHA L. DIMEL

TATQ & 02



Clinton Presidential Records
Digital Records Marker

This is not a presidential record. This is used as an administrative
marker by the William J. Clinton Presidential Library Staff.

This marker identifies the place of a tabbed divider. Given our
digitization capabilities, we are sometimes unable to adequately
scan such dividers. The title from the original document is
indicated below.

Divider Title:




EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT \\\\\
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION

PERSONNEL FROM OTHER AGENCIES \
TO: PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT DIVISION FROM: (Requesting Official)

ROOM 4013

NEOB

JOCELYN G. BREELAND

THIS IS TO INFORM YOU THAT THE FOLLOWING INDIVIDUAL WILL BE PERFORMING DUTIES IN THE EOP COMPLEX

RECEIVING AGENCY: PARENT AGENCY:
NSC DISA
NAME: Last Fryt Modd'e Inital
'PERROY DEBORAH W
GRADE/STEP: SALARY: TYPE OF APPOINTMENT:
SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER:
DETAIL
BIRTHOATE: BIRTHPLACE: DATE OF APPOINTMENT:
03-27-88
PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF EXTENSION (Descrba project or dubes):
RESIGNATION OF DETAIL & GOVERNMENT SERVICE

TYPE: .

) HISTORICALLY PROVIDED SERVICE O WHITE HOUSE FELLOW O AGENCY REPRESENTATIVE

O ASSIGNEE XX OETAILEE O OTHER

0O PRESIDENTIAL MANAGEMENT INTERN O STUDENT VOLUNTEER
DRUG TESTING DESIGNATION: )

O Tor O Non-TDP
BEGINNING DATE (MorOay/Yr): ENDING DATE (MorOay/Yn:
03-27-88 09-10-94
POSITION TITLE (Al ;e EOP Complex): BUILDING PASS IS REQUIRED FOR:
wH O oeo8 QO ~ece
BUDGET_ANALYST 2
TYPE OF DETAIL (if apolicabie): ASSIGNMENT LOCATION
- 1l WA 3 iding, R v -
@ Non-Reimbursadle O Reimburzabie (Offico or Division, Building, Room Numbder, & Telephone)

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
DETAIL: DEFENSE INFORMATION SYSTEMS AGENCY
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE, NSC

W REIMBURSABLE, FMD CERTIFICATION OF FUNOS AVARLABILITY.

. ROOM 397, OEOB
EOP CONTACT PEASON (Name & Telephone): X6-9307
HELEN PAHLKE *(202) 456-9406

APPROVING OFFICIAL IN PARENT AGENCY [Name & Telephone):

sncnnuw»awm OFFICIAL: DATE:
JOCELYNG. BREELAND, DIR oyﬂnm, (202) 456-9302 Y775
U OA FORM oa
REY. DEC 1992




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

CARA LESLIE ALEXANDER,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
Civil Action Nos.
V. 96-2123/97-1288 (RCL)
FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION, et al.,

CONSOLIDATED ACTIONS

Defendants.

MICHAEL JOHN GRIMLEY,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
V.

FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION, et al.,

Defendants.
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DECLARATION OF J. ROBERT MANZANARES

J. Robert Manzanares, for his declaration pursuant to 28

U.S.C. § 1746, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am the Executive Director of the Bureau of African
Affairs, U.S. Department of State, a position I have held since
June 1%98. From June 1993 July 1994, I was detailed from the
State Department to the National Security Council ("NSC"), where
I held thelposition of Director of Administration. I have

personal knowledge of the matters attested to herein.



2. I have read the Declaration of Deborah Perroy, dated
January 7, 2000 ("Perroy Decl."). Ms. Perroy states that on one
occasion, shortly before my assignment to a foreign post (the
U.S. Embassy in Tel Aviv, see (Y 6, 15, below), she observed me
and my assistant, Marsha Dimel, reviewing personnel security
files in the office of the "CIA liaison." Perroy Decl., § 4.
(She is apparently referring to the office of the NSC Security
Officer, which was located in the same office suite as my own,
Room 397 of the 0ld Executive Office Building. The NSC typically
filled the position of Security Officer with security personnel
detailed from the Central Intelligence Agency, or other
intelligence agencies.)

3. Ms. Perroy does not identify, or even claim to know,
whose files Ms. Dimel and I were supposedly looking at on this
occasion. Nor does she purport to explain, or even to know, why
we were examining these files. Yet she intimates that we were
reviewing the files of former NSC staff from prior, Republican
administrations for some improper political purpose, based on her
claim that the personnel security files of former NSC staff were

maintained in this office, and her view that I, whom Ms. Perroy

describes as a "political appointment," had no "legitimate
reason" for accessing these files. Perroy Decl., 9 4, 7.
4. Ms. Perroy's suggestion that Ms. Dimel and I were

reviewing the personnel security files of former NSC staff for

some sort of improper purpose is absolutely false. As Director



of Administration, I was responsible for all matters of
financial, personnel, facilities and space management at the NSC.
These duties encompassed managerial responsibility for personnel
security. (Perscnnel security was the process by which NSC staff
underwent the necessary background checks by the Federal Bureau
of Investigation ("FBI"), and sometimes other investigative
agencies, to assess their suitability for employment and to
obtain clearances for access to classified information.)
Accordingly, from time to time I, as Director of Administration,
and Ms. Dimel, acting as my assistant, had reason to check
information in the files of current NSC staff (such as their
clearance for access to classified information) for legitimate
personnel security reasons. See § 13, below. But at no time did
I, or to my knowledge, Ms. Dimel, ever review the personnel
security files of former NSC staff, for any purpose, let alone an
improper one. Based on my knowledge, Ms. Perroy would not be in
a position to suggest otherwise, and, as a matter of fact, most
of her supporting assumptions are mistaken.

5. First, neither I nor Ms. Dimel was a "political
appoint [ee] ." Perroy Decl., § 7. For more than twenty years I
have been a career Foreign Service Officer, serving under
Republican and Democratic administrations alike since 1979. I do
not now hold, nor have I ever held, a political appointment with

the U.S. government.



6. Prior to obtaining my current position at the Bureau of
African Affairs, in June 1998, I was enrolled for approximately
one year in a State Department executive training program known
as Senior Seminar. From 1979 to June 1997, I held various other
‘career Foreign Service Office positions, including Administrative
Counselor for the U.S. Embassy in Tel Aviv (1994-97) (the
position to which I was transferred immediately following my NSC
detail); Supervisor, Post Management Officers, Bureau of Near
Eastern/Asian Affairs (1991-93) (the position I held immediately
prior to my NSC detail); Senior Watch Officer, State Department
Operations Center (1990-91); Administrative Officer, U.S.
Embassy, Reykyavik (1987-90); Administragive Officeg, State
Department Travel Support Staff (1985-87) (providing overseas
trip support for then-President Reagan and Vice President Bush);
Special Assistant to the Deputy Assistant Secretary, Foreign
Buildings Operations, Asia/Pacific Region (1984-85); Junior
Officer Rotational Position, U.S. Embassy, Mexico City (1981-84);
and Regional Budget & Finance Officer for West Africa (1979-81).

7. In 1993, during my assignment as Supervisor of Post
Management Officers for the Bureau of Near Eastern/Asian Affairs,
the NSC Executive Secretary asked me to accept a detail as
Director of Administration, a non-political staff position. The

NSC Executive Secretary at the time was also a career Foreign



Service Officer on detail from the State Department. I had
worked with him during my tenure as Senior Watch Officer at the
State Department Operations Center.

8. I accepted the detail and held the position of NSC
Directof of Administration from June 1993 to July 1994, as stated
above. When my detail began, Marsha Dimel already held the
position of Support Assistant to the Director of Administration,
likewise a non-political position on the NSC staff. She had
served in that capacity under my two predecessors as Director of
Administration. Because of her experience, I decided to retain
her in that position.

9. Second, based on my knowledge, Ms. Perroy would not be
in a position to know whose files were or were not maintained by
the NSC Security Officer. See Perroy Decl., § 4. Ms. Perroy was
a Financial Management Officer whose primary responsibiiity was
to oversee the budget for classified computer systems supplied to
the NSC by the Department of Defense. She worked under the
supervision of the NSC Director of Systems and Technical
Planning, Col. David Herrington (himself a detailee from the
Department of Defense), who in turn reported to me. Ms. Perroy
had no duties or responsibilities relating to personnel security,
or to the handling of personnel security files. She did not work
with or for the NSC Security Officer, the NSC staff person with
day-to-day responsibility for personnel security matters, who

also reported directly to me.



10. Ms. Perroy states that she had responsibility of some
kind for the maintenance of "NSC personnel and other files/
rosters." Perroy Decl., 3. But that still does not explain
how she would know whose personnel security files the Security
Officer kept on hand. Personnel files and personnel security
files are separate and distinct sets of files containing
different types of information. Personnel files contain
information about an employee's position, grade, salary,
benefits, and the like. Personnel security files contain FBI
background reports and other information used to determine an
individual's fitness for employment and for a security clearance.
During my tenure, NSC personnel security files were maintained in
locked filing cabinets in the office of the Security Officer,
whereas NSC personnel files were kept separately in cabinets
located in the commeon office space of our suite.

11. In any case, even 1if the files of former NSC staff were
still located in the office of the Security Officer at the time
Ms. Perroy states she observed us there, that still would not
alter the fact that I never reviewed the files of former NSC
staff for any purpose whatscever. Indeed if, in fact, the
Security Officer retained the files of former NSC staff, I was
not even aware of it.

12. Third, Ms. Perroy opines that I had no "legitimate

reason" to review the personnel security files of NSC staff.

Perroy Decl., § 7. Once again, based on my knowledge, Ms. Perroy



would not be in a position to know what legitimate reasons I
might or might not have to review personnel security files. Ms.
Perroy was my subordinate, two levels removed from my position in
our office hierarchy. She was a Financial Management Officer
primarily responsible for oversight of a single budget, whose
duties did not encompass the broad array of administrative
matters, including personnel security, for which I was
responsible. She was therefore not in a position to know what
matters did or did not fall within the legitiméte scope of my
duties, or what valid reasons I might have for my activities as
Director of Administrétion.

13. In fact, while day-to-day responsibility for personnel
security was delegated to the Security Officer, it fell to me, as
Director of Administration, with ultimate managerial
responsibility for personnel security, to handle matters of
personnel security that might arise in the Security Officer's
absence. For example, the NSC Security Officer at the time
alluded to in Ms. Perroy's declaration, see { 15, below,
generally left work between 4:00 and 4:30 in the afternoon. From
time to time, our office would receive a telephone call after the
Security Officer had already left for the day, asking if NSC
staff members scheduled to attend a meeting the next morning were
cleared for access to a particular type of classified

information. On these occasions it was up to me, with the



assistance of Ms. Dimel, to check the personnel security files of
the staff members in question to ascertain whether they had the
requisite security clearances.

14. Ms. Perroy states that, on the occasion she observed me
and Ms. Dimel reviewing personnel security files, she had come
upon us "after normal working hours." Perroy Decl., 5.
However, Ms. Dimel and I routinely worked until 7:30 or 8:00 in
the evening, to keep up with the many administrative matters that
had to be addressed on a daily basis, as well as those additiocnal
matters that arose because of the transition from the Bush to the
Clinton Administration, such as replacement of departed staff.

15. Apart from having seen myself and Ms. Dimel reviewing
personnel security files, Ms. Perroy also states that she
resigned from the NSC in September 19393, supposedly six months
before the White House made a request for her FBI background
investigation report. Perroy Decl., { 7. I know nothing about
this or any other White House request for FBI background
information on Ms. Perroy. But I can say that she is mistaken
when she states that she resigned in September 1993. When I left
the NSC in July 1994 for my post at the U.S. Embassy in Tel Aviv,
Ms. Perroy was still employed by the NSC. Indeed, she herself’
states that she witnessed myself and Ms. Dimel looking through
NSC personnel securityefiles "[s]hortly before" I left for my

"foreign post." Id., § 4. The event she states she witnessed,

then, must have taken place "shortly before" July 1994.
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16. 1In parégraph'S of her declatation,'Ms _Perroy alludes;

’

to the fact that I requested the comblnatlons .to the safes of a;l
persons employed in our office. I asked for the combinatisns ss ;
that if a staff member who kept materials locked in a safe were
out sick, and someone else had a legitimate need for ﬁhdse
materials;_then they could come to me for access ﬁo them. This
is a stsndard administrstive praétice that I have followed in
many of ths positions I have held during my career.

17. 1In paragraph 6 of her declaration,'Ms. Perroy states
that I had several mestings with Craig Livingstone, but that she
is not aware of she subgtance of those meetings. I had a number
of discussions with Mr. Livingstoné, the sole purpose of which
was to address the delays in obtaining White House passes for NSC
staff members. Several staff members complained to me about the
lehgth of time it was taking to obtain their passes, and so I met
with Mr. Livingstone on a number of occasions to inquire what

could be done to speed up the process.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is

true and correct.

e
Executed on: January 2% , 2000

VR lnds

J. ROBERT MANZANARES<)




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

CARA LESLIE ALEXANDER,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
Civil Action Nos.

V. 96-2123/97-1288 (RCL)

FEDERAL BUREAU OF

INVESTIGATION, et al., CONSOLIDATED ACTIONS

Defendants.

MICHAEL JOHN GRIMLEY,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
V.

FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION, et al.,

Defendants.
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FOURTH DECLARATION OF SHERRY L. CARNER

I, Sherry L. Carner, for my declaration pursuant to

28 U.S.C. § 1746, depose and state as follows:

1. I am a Research Analyst in the Executive Agencies
Dissemination Subunit ("EADS") of the FBI's Information Rescurces
Division. I have filed three previcus declarations in these

consclidated actions, dated January 17, 1997, March 12, 1998, and
September 27, 1999. The matters attested to herein are based on
my personal knowledge, or information I acquired in the course of

my duties and responsibilities as an EADS Research Analyst.



2. As a Research Analyst on EADS' White House Desk, I have
access to the background investigation files of persons employed
at the White House. Attached as Exhibit A to this declaration
are true and correct copies of documents obtained from the
background investigation file maintained by the FBI on Deborah
Wood Perroy, except for personal and/or irrelevant information
that has been redacted.

3. The first two pages of Exhibit A are the front and back
sides of the file copy of a July 1, 1988 memorandum from the FBI
to the White House, enclosing a background investigation report
on Ms. Perroy (then known as Deborah Kay Baker). Exhibit A at
1-2. On the reverse side of the memorandum (Exhibit A at 2) are
two stamps of the kind placed by the FBI in an individual's file
to indicate the additional dissemination of background

information on the subject to the White House, as discussed in my

earlier declarations. See, e.g., Declaration of Sherry Carner
dated March 12, 1998 ("Second Carner Decl."), § 3.
4. The first of these dissemination stamps shows that on

July 25, 1990, the FBI provided an additional copy of Ms.
Perroy's 1988 backgrouna report to the White House, in response
to a request received on July 19, 1990. The second dissemination
stamp shows that on October 7, 1993, the FBI sent another copy of
Ms. Perroy's 1988 background report to the White House, in
response to a request received on September 16, 1993. Both of

these stamps have been initialed "JG," indicating that it was my



co-worker, EADS Research Analyst Janice George, who responded to
these requests. In connection with the preparation of this
declaration I have reviewed Ms. Perroy's background investigation
file, and located no additional stamps in the file to indicate
any other disseminations of background information on Ms. Perroy
to the White House.

5. The next page of Exhibit A is a June 6, 1994 memorandum
to the FBI from the National Security Council ("NSC") Security
Officer, requesting that the FBI begin a five-year re-
investigation of Ms. Perroy, who is identified as "now hold[ing]"
a position on the NSC staff. Exhibit A at 3. Following that
memorandum are pages 9 and 10 of the Standard Form 86
(Questionnaire for Sensitive Positions) completed by Ms. Perroy
in order begin her five-year re-investigation. Each is signed
and is dated May 31, 1994. Exhibit A at 4-5.

6. The next page of Exhibit A is a memorandum to the file
by the Agent assigned to Ms. Perroy's re-investigation, reporting
that she had completed her interview of Ms. Perroy, and verified
her employment at the White House. Exhibit A at 6.

7. The next page of Exhibit A is a September 20, 1994
memorandum from the NSC Security Officer requesting that Ms.
Perroy's five-year re-investigation be terminated "as soon as
possible, " explaining that Ms. Perroy had resigned from
government service and no longer required an updated full-field

investigation. Exhibit A at 7.



8. As I described in my third declaration, since January
1994 EADS has retained copies of the forms used by the White
House to request previous background reports from the FBI. See
Third Declaration of Sherry L. Carner, dated September 27, 1999
("Third Carner Decl."), § 3. Attached as Exhibit B is a true
copy of a White House request for Ms. Perroy's previous report,
date-stamped March 17, 1994 in the bottom right-hand corner.

9. The computer database maintained by EADS of White House
requests for previous reports, see Second Carner Decl., 9§ 5;
Third Carner Decl., § 3, indicates that the FBI received a White
House request for a previous report on Ms. Perroy on March 17,
1594. The date-stamp on the bottom right-hand corner of
Exhibit B indicates that the FBI alsc responded to this request
on March 17, 1994. See Third Carner Decl., { 3. (My handwritten
initials in the bottom right-hand corner, "SLC," indicate either
that I processed this request, or that I verified that another
EADS analyst who processed the request did so properly.) The
typed referral to the "APPLICANT INVESTIGATION WHICH WAS SENT TO
YOUR OFFICE ON OCTOBER 7, 1993" signifies, consistent with the
dissemination stamps in the file, gee ¥ 4, above, that no
previous report was provided to the White House on March 17,
1994. Rather than pro&ide the White House with another copy of
Ms. Perroy's background investigation report on this occasion,
the White House was referred to the copy provided in October

1993. See 9 4, above.



I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is

true and correct.

Executed on: January éRX’ , 2000

S G

\Srf-IERRY .VYCARNER



Clinton Presidential Records
Digital Records Marker

This is not a presidential record. This is used as an administrative
marker by the William J. Clinton Presidential Library Staff.

This marker identifies the place of a tabbed divider. Given our
digitization capabilities, we are sometimes unable to adequately
scan such dividers. The title from the original document is
indicated below.

Divider Title:




—

At
é§ ;/// 1 - Miss Brown
& ////
q;gq ¢///
g&; g JUL 11388
gx ClUMNIz: /_gi
t /“
e Jates I, foduc
llrectcr ot Lecurity FroorLrs
leevitonzl]l Security Courcll
recn. 201
wesnangLur, L. .
¢t
- ‘)_‘-
Lear v, leCue:
Li0 BECCILENTE mlil & 20 ulit LCCrive
O Lbal 0, i¥ic, & CEZRILCUML 1rVesTlootior

. H - - v -
[ « ALl E <5 . Ll T TOoT LUy

e e . e re - e - Pt e~ et a

el S0 DL PTANTULL CORTELNLNS L8 Tezul oo [

- _— . - s ~ - - i -

--L COLLf=2 UL vL1C8 af=2 1S4 Lelrl o Lurnizosc o

’

s
e
£l
-

=\ =

&5

—_—

— [3]

(2]

G

Vel

9]

«

v

r

-y

e
b

o Facyl I. (lerww

— . -
C BSolsTLnt Lizic
Criringl Invest

~nclcsurse

CholAZL It sty wi Ll Sl FATLD

CLACSIRILE

e lodisel to otre fresice

t

-

0

o
o
G v

EECL

35l
aql S\oi-
DX .o
- L
~
N \.'.~"r
N
-~ .y
LT, ~ L

vl

1vd ¢

E.ec AD Agm.

Exec AT Inv,

Exzec AD LES

Asst. Dir:
Acm. Servs,

—_— Y
o (PEB:ajk (3)

Insp. _/ . ) .

o - See Note Next Fage
Legai Coun,

On. Cang. &

Pubhc Afta ___ RETURN TO MISS B
Ten s = Closed
T T o JUN © o 19

i

P —

Int. Atts.
Teiephone Am. ___
Direcior's Sec'y __ _

MAIL ROOM

, ROOM 4371

=]
[

O—

KoV 21958

Lltel
S

- -
200,

53 S8 ¥

—_—




o Q cc ﬂ/’m i/ﬂ/ Mg

~
RR 9—(L-15
p})uolu S@J’JH"/) OCtu/ 12493
lw ro:_ [0l — AN D }&‘}
-1 REQ. RECD [ { 4| - T ?L TR )L
JUL 25 10 4

—

(G [JS Q
Zﬁf;f%;m 59%




e T TP T PR

.
5

ﬂg’ NATIONAL SECURITY courvcn.‘_

—s - WASHINGTON. D C. 20506

June 6, 1994

Dear Mr. Freeh:

. o . :
Please find enclosed the Standard Form 86 (Security ;nygztlgatlon
Data for Sensitive Positiony completed by Deborah Wood rroy
who now hold positions on the National Security Council staff.

It is requested that a full field investigation update (5 Year)
of Ms. Perroy be conducted and that the summary results be
furnished to this office.

Thank you for your assistancs.

Sincerely,
ﬁh (I %‘vw .
:Elf\:‘l‘;‘.‘k—a . NZL3ION _

Security Oificer

The Honorable

Louis J. Freeh

Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Ninth Street § Pennsylvania Avenue, N.%.
washington, DC 20535

| - ENCLOSURE
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¢r materal lacis or events. ihe Federal Governront ghay lire me. may not hire me. may deny or ravoke My clearance. or may prosecule me. |
ungers:ang th ) peeuticn may resuli in my being fn-"c‘ uo }*/S/p 0CQ0. imprisoriec up !0 5 years. or bo!n.

Enter vuur\ﬂuu ab Security :\Lm.hu belore going o the nea pulge. m
/ Page 9
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Standard For.n 86 .
2im Ammw
Revised Ociooer 1657

: . GMR g 3208 o
US Ot ol Persnnnel Manager‘\ ) ' ) Srivns g3y g9

: NSN 7
FPL Chapter 736 : SN 7540 40 34

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Carctully read this suthorization to releise miormation aog youcthen vien and date it ik

AUTHORITY FOR RELEASE OF INFGRMATION

Oy
PAuthorize wy ol s TIPRESCHLILI G e 1 B ose trony e U RN
Porsonne! Viceonont the Mo oiae) Burcau v o

perinent et Defense. 0 obiiin arinform
Gon relating e o aeinitios e SChGoiN, resident FRHIZEINCNT srenis emplovers, eriminal Justice agencic
stitutions, credit buresus. consomer reperiing tgencios, retdil susiness esiatlisnments, meg
Frepositories af medica! rocor )

! - or individuals. This infermation may include. b

Financal or lend ng
calinstizuiions. Gospitals or uihie

Is not limited 0. my scudemic, residential. achicve:nent, purtarmenee, aiendance. personal histon . disciplinar
conviciion. medical. p-x chiatric/psychological, and

criminal histors tecord. arrest, financial and cradit information

I Further Authorize the U8 Ofies of Personne! Munngeinent. the Federu! Bursan or Inveastigaiion. the Depar.
ment of Defense. and any other authorized AES0CY. 10 request criminal history r2cord informarior about me (7o
crimina! justice asencies far the purpose of det ehigibilny for access 1o classified infonnation. ¢
2ssignnient to. or r2tention in. s2nsitive nationzl s2

ecuniy duties. in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 9101

CITAINING my

I Direct You To Release such information upon raquest of the duly accredited representativesof any authorize

made with you previously o the contrary.

=is
< =

agency regardless of any agreemant | may have

I Understand that the information you relcasa is for official use by th:e Federal Government. and that these user
.may redisclose the information vyou release as authorizad by law.,

I Release any individual, including records custodians, from all liability for damages that may result 10 me or

this authorization. This release is binding. now and in the

personal representative(s) of any nature. Copies of this authorizatior
signature are as valid as the original release signed by me.

account of compliance or any attempts 10 comply with
future, on my heirs. assigns, associates, and
that show my

Full Name (Typeg)

DEBORAX W. PERROY

Social Security Number

Deborah W. Bakeg__

—_—— T e e e A
Current Address (Street, City)

“State —ZIP Code Home Telepnone Number
{laclude Area Code)

ParentGuarcian Signature (i Required) :

Rate

5/31/94

Pagejo
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT_. OF JUSTICE
Federal Bureay of Investigation

_Copy w:

! .

i Report of: PSS SHARON E. FRYE Office:  WMFO
Date: . August 16, 1994

Tide: DEBORAH WOOD PERROY; ]

e

Character: SPE_CIAL INQUIRY (F)

Synopsis: ‘Appointee interviewed.
White House Office checked.
Employment verifie

and favorable.

-RUC-

This document contains meither recomendations nor conclusions of the i, It is the property of the F8! and is loaned to
Your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency,

L L —— -




» NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20508 &,i;:’ 2 2 1994

September 20, 1994

#5490

Dear Mr. Freeh:

It is requested that the updated full field investigation on Ms.
Deborah Perroy be terminated as soon as possible.

Ms. Perroy has resigned from the Federal Government, therefore,
an updated FFI is not needed for the National Security Council.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

SR . —-\\
K . . n
Lats o NQ;S%% N

Security Officer

The Honorable

Louis J. Freeh

Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Ninth Street & Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20535
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WASHINGTON
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

CARA LESLIE ALEXANDER,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
Civil Action Nos.
V. 96-2123/97-1288 (RCL)
FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION, t al.,

CONSOLIDATED ACTIONS

Defendants.

MICHAEL JOHN GRIMLEY,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
V.

FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION, et al.,

Defendants.

' e e e e e e et et et et e b o e n e e e e e e

THIRD DECLARATION OF CHARLES C. EASLEY

I, Charles C. Easley for my declaration pursuant to

28 U.S.C. § 1746, depose and state as follows:

1. I am the Security Officer for the Executive Office of
the President ("EOP"), responsible for supervision of the EOP
Security Office. I have held this position since October 1986.
I have submitted two previous declarations in this matter, dated

October 2, 1998 and August 19, 1999, respectively.



2. The matters attested to herein are based on my personal
knowledge, or information I acquired in the course of carrying
out my duties and responsibilities as the EOP Security Officer.

3. In connection with its personnel security functions,
the EOP Security Office maintains personnel security files on
individuals holding permanent passes to the White House complex.
These include files formerly maintained by the White House Office
of Personnel Security ("OPS"). Personnel security files that
were previously maintained by OPS were transferred to the EOP
Security Office as part of a reorganization in June 1996. See
Declaration of Charles C. Easley, dated August 19, 1999, 49 2-4.

4. Attached to this declaration as Exhibit A are true and
correct copies of documents I obtained from the personnel
security file of Deborah W. Perroy, previously maintained by OPS,
but now maintained by the EOP Security Office. Personal
information contained in these documents has been redacted.

These documents include all requests in Ms. Perroy's file for FBI

background information pertaining to her.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is

true and correct.

Executed on: January ;3‘ , 2000.

CHARLES C. EASLEY
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COPRY

DATE: June 3, 1994

TO: TECHNICAL SECURITY DIVISION
U.S. SECRET SERVICE

" SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR PASS

NAME: PERROY, DEBORAH W.
(LAST) (FIRST) (MIDDLE)

TITLE AND OFFICE: National Security Council

IMMEDIATE SUPERVISOR: Pat ﬁelson

LOCATION (ROOM #): ' | TELE. EXT.: 54507

TYPE OF SECURITY CLEARANCE:

F.B.I. (a)
(b)
(c)

TYPE OF PASS:

XX

Completed FFI_completed 07/01/88 (Update pending)

Other

Waived

Temporary Executive Office 30 Da. 60 Da. 90 Da.______
Permanent Executive Office
Temporary White House 30 Da. 60 Da. 90 Da.

*Please note type change.
Permanent White House

Other: C:z‘

APPROVED BY:

Craig Livingstone
Assistant to the Counsel
to the President
(Security)



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

MEMORANDUM FOR BOB MANZANARES, DIRECTOR, NSC
FROM: CRAIG LIVINGSTONEéﬂ
DIRECTOR, WH PERSONNEL SECURITY

DATE: May 19, 1994

— ————

RE: @Y, Deborah -

This memo is a follow-up to a telephone conversation between this
office and Pat Nelson. Deborah Perroy has been authorized to
have her pass upgraded to a blue WHS badge. That badge will not
be released, however, until this office has been notified that
Ms. Perroy has completed and submitted her S-year Update security
paperwork.



— THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
(Date) May 13, 1994
B\
MEMO FOR: ANDREA RUTLEDGE ) N
FROM: CRAIG LIVINGSTONE QQ’( a
o Do \Qﬂ
SUBJECT: Pass Type Authorization

Please approve/disapprove the attached pass reques
following individual:

PERROY, Deborah W.

NAME
Pass Type WHS (NSC)
& 7//bé'f. Approve
Disapprove
Other

Please return to White House Security, Room 84, upon completio

.tPtDB

Thank _ T VR T
antyou 1strat1ve Office of
: SC Budget and the
i pport Staff Budget
(. \ 2|44
{Attachment) .

e PQ\J( N ON |
NN QLMQ.V\ rew NTANIONS
0 QC\Q%&N\Z.

If you have any questic

Thank you for your assj



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

May 10, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR DAVID WATKINS Al 11 1994
THRU: CRAIG LIVINGSTONE

FROM: PAT NELSON ‘p(DtM,OM N

SUBJECT: Request for Change of Building Pass ~ ) )

The National Security Council (NSC) requests that the following

individuals be approved to exchange their OEOB Passes for White
House Passes:

NAME SSN D/POB
CLARK, Bronya S.

FEOR
The personnel listed are assigned to the Administrative Office of

the NSC as the Budget/Travel Officer for the NSC Budget and the

Resource Manager for the White House System Support Staff Budget
respectively.

PERROY, Deborah W.

They periodically are required to brief the Staff Director for
the NSC and the Executive Secretary on budget. and financial
issues. They are also called upon to brief senior members of the
NSC staff on some administrative matters. Additioanlly, they
eéscort contractors to the Situation Room and the National
Security Advisor’s suite on the first floor of the West Wing.

If you have any questions, pPlease contact me at X54907.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASKHINGTON

I0: FBI, LIirsox
TR BERNARD W. NUSSBAUM
SUETECT: FEI Investicarsoms

Subjec='s Name

PERROY, DEBORAH WOOD

Dare of Ri—st

l Place of Berrh

Preaex=c Add-pge

We rmquesc: X

Cepy, of Previous Repors
Rm:,&eak

B=pxiced Name Check
Full

I..‘..:i:ad Updaze

Ocher

The pesson oamed above i3 being onsidered for:

Feeld Icvestigarion . Level T

- White Bouse Staff Pegicion

Presidenmeegl Appoinr=ere

Access (N)

ALTactapenen.

Be—2rin/Sseecdal Iogeevocinomas

Level I

—

I8 resconse to your racuest Lrepe
thera ara 2*tache

reparis which may reiata
te the siabinx of your inguiny,

ST 86
ST 87, Fizgerprins Card

ST 86, Supplempns

OCT 0 6 1963



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

FBI, LIAISON
BERNARD W. NUSSBAUM

FEI Investicaricns

Subjecs’s Naze

PERROY, DEBORAH WOOD

- 8 SE7 1993

(Daze)

Dare of Bl

Place of Birzh

Presens Add-pss

We requesc:

X Copy of Previcus Repor:

Hame Check

E::ndadxmc;_eck

Lizired Updaze

Ocher

The perscn named above i3 being consddered fors

X Access (N)

Whire House Su._if Posizion

Presidensia]l Appoincmenr

IN REPLY

Full Field Investigasion: Level I Level II__

YOU ARE REFERRED TO APPLICANT
INVESTIGATION WHICH WAS SENT TO YOUR

S¥ 86

SF 87, Fingerprixnt Card

ST 86, Supplemens

Bzur!;a/ Soecii]l lageeimedicns:

OFFICE ON OCTOBER 7,1993.

MAR 17 153



COPY
THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

FBI, LIAISOX
BERNARD W. NUSSBAUM

FRI Investizariszs

Suhjecz’s Nazme

PERROY, DEBORAH WOOD

-5 1943

(Dace)

Dace of Birs-

Placs of Bisxt

Prraaexz Add-ess

We regquesc:

X Copy of Previcus ReporT

Saxe Check

P=oanded ¥ame Check

Lizdized. Updaze

Other

The person nazed above is being comnsidered fors

Atzackaersge

Whirze House Staff Pesgision

Presidencial Appointmenc

A Access (N)

ST 88

SF 87, Fizgerprizr Card

SF 86, Supplemens

Remxrin/Ssecti]l Tagrememsisnss

Full Pield Imvestigarion : level I___ Level II



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

CARA LESLIE ALEXANDER,
it; a_l'-l

Plaintiffs,
Civil Action Nos.

V. 96-2123/97-1288 (RCL)

FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION, et al.,

Defendants.

MICHAEL JOHN GRIMLEY,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
V.

CONSQLIDATED ACTIONS
FEDERAL BUREAU OF

INVESTIGATION, et al.,

Defendants.

N N e N N N M e M M e N Nt e e N N e e S S S e S

ORDER

This matter is before the Court upon Plaintiffs' Motion to
Supplement the Record, dated January 7, 2000. Upon consideration
of the parties' respective submissions in support of and in
opposition to the plaintiffs' motion, the relevant facts, and the

applicable law,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:
1. Plaintiffs' motion to supplement the record is

DENIED.



2. Leave to file the Declaration of Deborah Perroy, dated

January 7, 2000, is DENIED.

The Perroy declaration shall

not be considered part of the record of this action for any

purpose.

So ORDERED this

Copies to:

James J. Gilligan
Elizabeth J. Shapiro

U.S. Department of Justice
P.O. Box 883

Washington, D.C. 20044

Larry Klayman, Esqg.
General Counsel
Judicial Watch, Inc.
501 School Street, S.W.
Suite 725

Washington, D.C. 20024

, 2000.

HON. ROYCE C. LAMBERTH
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Paul B. Gaffney, Esqg.
Williams & Connolly

725 12th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005



