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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

0'^ 

CARA LESLIE ALEXANDER, 
et al- t 

P l a i n t i f f s , 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION, et a l . . 

Defendants 

MICHAEL JOHN GRIMLEY, 
et a l . , 

P l a i n t i f f s , 

v. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION, et a l . , 

Defendants 

C i v i l A c t i o n Nos. 
96-2123/97-1288 (RCL) 

CONSOLIDATED ACTIONS 

THE GOVERNMENT DEFENDAOTS' OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE RECORD 

P l a i n t i f f s seek leave t o supplement the record w i t h the 

d e c l a r a t i o n of a former National Security Council ("NSC") s t a f f 

person, Deborah Perroy, d e s c r i b i n g her testimony as "evidence of 

patent C l i n t o n White House misuse of Privacy Act protected FBI 

and other government f i l e s . . .." P l a i n t i f f s ' Motion To 

Supplement the Record, dated January 7, 2000, at 1. This i s 

hyperbole, bearing no resemblance t o the testimony a c t u a l l y 

submitted by Ms. Perroy, which i n a l l meaningful respects i s 

speculative, i r r e l e v a n t , and demonstrably inaccurate. 



Ms. Perroy f i r s t t e s t i f i e s t h a t on one occasion she observed 

the NSC D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , together w i t h h i s a s s i s t a n t , 

reviewing NSC personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s . D eclaration of Deborah 

Perroy, dated January 7, 2000 ("Perroy Decl."), ^ 4. Yet nowhere 

does she even claim t o know whose f i l e s they a c t u a l l y reviewed, 

or why. Her i n t i m a t i o n t h a t they were improperly reviewing the 

f i l e s of persons who were not then-current NSC employees r e s t s 

wholly on uninformed speculation (and, as a t t e s t e d t o by 

witnesses w i t h personal knowledge, i s also completely f a l s e ) . 

Ms. Perroy also t e s t i f i e s t h a t she resigned from the NSC i n 

September 1993, s i x months before the White House O f f i c e of 

Personnel Se c u r i t y ("OPS") a l l e g e d l y requested her FBI background 

r e p o r t . She speculates (without any supporting evidence) t h a t 

the White House sought her background r e p o r t t o use against her 

should she ever divulge the "improper a c t i v i t i e s " she witnessed. 

Perroy Decl., 1 7. Apart from the f a c t t h a t she witnessed no 

"improper a c t i v i t i e s , " i r r e f u t a b l e documentary and t e s t i m o n i a l 

evidence demonstrates t h a t she resigned i n September 1994, 

meaning t h a t she, too, was a current government employee when the 

White House made requests f o r her FBI background i n f o r m a t i o n . 

(Moreover, as shown below, the White House made these requests 

f o r l e g i t i m a t e personnel s e c u r i t y reasons.) 

I n short, Ms. Perroy's speculation about misuses of 

government f i l e s ( i n c l u d i n g her own) i s inadmissible as such, 

and, without competent evidence t h a t her testimony concerns the 



use (or misuse) of former employees' f i l e s , i t i s i r r e l e v a n t , 

under t h i s Court's precedents, t o p l a i n t i f f s ' claims. Thus, f o r 

p l a i n t i f f s t o describe Ms. Perroy's testimony as "patent" 

evidence of f i l e misuse t h a t "corroborates" t h e i r claims merely 

underscores the f a t a l defect at the heart of t h e i r case. They 

have no competent evidence of what a c t u a l l y occurred i n OPS t o 

support the a l l e g a t i o n t h a t the White House acquired t h e i r FBI 

background r e p o r t s f o r improper p o l i t i c a l purposes. The 

undisputed testimony of a l l witnesses w i t h f i r s t - h a n d knowledge, 

and the documentary record, e s t a b l i s h t h a t OPS obtained 

p l a i n t i f f s ' FBI background repo r t s because of an u n w i t t i n g 

bureaucratic e r r o r committed during the course of the Update 

Pr o j e c t . Because Ms. Perroy's d e c l a r a t i o n i s no more competent 

to place the m a t e r i a l f a c t s of the case i n dispute than any other 

evidence t h a t p l a i n t i f f s have so f a r adduced, leave t o f i l e her 

d e c l a r a t i o n should be denied. 

ARGin^ENT 

A. Ms. Perroy's Suggestion That Mr. Manzanares 
Improperly Reviewed the Personnel Security F i l e s 
of Former NSC Staff I s Unsupported and Irrelevant 
Speculation That Should Not Be Admitted. 

So f a r as she can a t t e s t t o f a c t s , Ms. Perroy states merely 

t h a t on one occasion she witnessed Robert Manzanares, then the 

NSC D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , together w i t h h i s a s s i s t a n t , 

Marsha Dimel, reviewing personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s maintained i n 

the o f f i c e of the "CIA l i a i s o n . " D e c l a r a t i o n of Deborah Perroy, 



dated January 7, 2 000 ("Perroy Decl."), 1 4.^ But she does not 

i d e n t i f y , or even claim t o know, whose f i l e s Mr. Manzanares and 

Ms. Dimel were reviewing. Nor does she purport t o e x p l a i n , or 

even t o know, why they were examining those f i l e s . 

Mr. Manzanares and Ms. Dimel, on the other hand, can and do 

confirm t h a t they were not reviewing the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s 

of former NSC s t a f f , on t h i s or any other occasion, f o r any s o r t 

of improper purpose. Any suggestion t o the contrary i s 

a b s o l u t e l y f a l s e . Manzanares Decl., 1 4; Dimel Decl., H 4. Mr. 

Manzanares, as D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , had managerial 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r personnel s e c u r i t y at the NSC. Thus, from 

time t o time he, and Ms. Dimel, as h i s a s s i s t a n t , checked 

i n f o r m a t i o n i n the f i l e s of current NSC s t a f f f o r l e g i t i m a t e 

personnel s e c u r i t y purposes.^ At no time, however, d i d e i t h e r 

^ Ms. Perroy apparently means the NSC Se c u r i t y O f f i c e r , a 
p o s i t i o n t y p i c a l l y f i l l e d by a d e t a i l e e from the CIA, or other 
government i n t e l l i g e n c e agency. Declaration of J. Robert 
Manzanares, dated January 28, 2000 ( f i l e d herewith) ("Manzanares 
Decl."), H 2; D e c l a r a t i o n of Marsha L. Dimel, dated February 1, 
2000 ( f i l e d herewith) ("Dimel Decl."), H 2. 

^ For example, from time t o time the NSC would receive a 
l a t e - a f t e r n o o n telephone c a l l , a f t e r the S e c u r i t y O f f i c e r had 
already l e f t f o r the day, asking i f s t a f f members scheduled t o 
attend a meeting the next morning were cleared f o r access t o a 
p a r t i c u l a r type of c l a s s i f i e d i n f o r m a t i o n . Under these 
circumstances i t f e l l t o Mr. Manzanares, as the Security 
O f f i c e r ' s d i r e c t supervisor, t o check the personnel s e c u r i t y 
f i l e s of the s t a f f members i n question t o determine whether they 
had the r e q u i s i t e s e c u r i t y clearances. Manzanares Decl., ^ 13; 
Dimel Decl., H 12. 



of them ever review the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of former NSC 

s t a f f f o r any reason, l e t alone an improper one. Manzanares 

Decl., ^ 4; Dimel Decl., 1 4. 

This Court has r u l e d repeatedly t h a t the handling of f i l e s 

of then-current government employees "cannot po s s i b l y serve as 

evidence of government f i l e s misuse relevant t o p l a i n t i f f s ' 

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

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

f u r t h e r testimony from Mari L. Anderson); see also Alexander v. 

FBI, 186 F.R.D. 200, 204 (D.D.C. 1999) (regarding motion t o . 

compel f u r t h e r testimony from W i l l i a m H. Kennedy, I I I ) (use of 

f i l e s of "then-current C l i n t o n A d m i n i s t r a t i o n employees" i s 

" i r r e l e v a n t " ) . Because Ms. Perroy does not (and cannot) i d e n t i f y 

the f i l e s t h a t Mr. Manzanares and h i s a s s i s t a n t reviewed as those 

of former government employees, her testimony i s i r r e l e v a n t , and 

th e r e f o r e inadmissible. P l a i n t i f f s should not be given leave t o 

"supplement" the record w i t h inadmissible testimony. 

Ms. Perroy suggests t h a t Mr. Manzanares was improperly 

reviewing the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of NSC s t a f f from p r i o r . 

Republican a d m i n i s t r a t i o n s , based on her assumption t h a t former 

s t a f f persons' f i l e s were kept i n the Security O f f i c e r ' s safe, 

and her opinio n t h a t Mr. Manzanares, whom she erroneously 

describes as a " p o l i t i c a l appointment,^" had no " l e g i t i m a t e 

• Mr. Manzanares was NSC D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n from 
June 1993 t o J u l y 1994. He was at the time and s t i l l remains a 

(continued...) 



reasons" f o r accessing personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s . Perroy Decl., 

m 4, 7. None of t h i s testimony i s competent, however, t o 

support her contentions. 

Ms. Perroy was a F i n a n c i a l Management O f f i c e r whose primary 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y was t o oversee the budget f o r c e r t a i n NSC computer 

systems. She n e i t h e r had (nor claims t o have had), any duties 

r e l a t e d t o personnel s e c u r i t y , or t o the handling of personnel 

s e c u r i t y f i l e s . She d i d not work w i t h or f o r the NSC Security 

O f f i c e r , who had day-to-day r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r personnel s e c u r i t y 

matters. Manzanares Decl., 9, 12; Dimel Decl., 7, 11. 

There i s no evidence from which i t could be found t h a t Ms. Perroy 

had personal knowledge of whose f i l e s the Se c u r i t y O f f i c e r kept 

on hand, rendering her testimony u n r e l i a b l e , and i n a d m i s s i b l e . ^ 

( . . . continued) 
State Department employee, a career Foreign Service O f f i c e r who 
has served under Republican and Democratic a d m i n i s t r a t i o n s a l i k e 
f o r more than 20 years, and who has never held a p o l i t i c a l 
appointment w i t h the government. I n 1993 he accepted a d e t a i l t o 
the NSC as D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , a n o n - p o l i t i c a l s t a f f 
p o s i t i o n . Manzanares Decl., 1, 5-7. 

The only p o s i t i o n s t h a t Ms. Dimel has ever held w i t h the 
government are NSC Personnel L i a i s o n O f f i c e r , and, before t h a t . 
Support A s s i s t a n t t o the D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , n e i t h e r of 
which i s a p o l i t i c a l appointment. She was h i r e d as Support 
As s i s t a n t by the Bush A d m i n i s t r a t i o n i n November 1992. P r i o r t o 
t h a t she worked i n the p r i v a t e sector as a p a y r o l l , b e n e f i t s and 
accounts receivable manager. Dimel Decl., 1, 5. 

^ Staqman v. Ryan. 176 F.3d 986, 995 (7th C i r . ) , c e r t . 
denied, 120 S. Ct. 446 (1999); Visser v. Packer Eng'g Assoc.. 924 
F.2d 655, 659 (7th C i r . 1991); U.S. v. Burnett. 890 F.2d 1233, 
1240-41 (D.C. C i r . 1989); Peavy v. Dallas Independent Sch. D i s t . . 
57 F. Supp. 2d 382, 387 (N.D. Tex. 1999). 



When Ms. Perroy attempts t o subst a n t i a t e her claim t h a t she 

knew whose f i l e s were a c t u a l l y located i n the Security O f f i c e r ' s 

safe on the day she observed Mr. Manzanares and Ms. Dimel 

reviewing f i l e s there, she manages only t o undermine her 

testimony. She states t h a t she caught a glimpse of former s t a f f 

persons' f i l e s i n the Security O f f i c e r ' s safe during an o f f i c e 

"remodeling p r o j e c t . " Perroy Decl., 1 4.. Although she does not 

sp e c i f y the date of t h i s renovation, NSC records document t h a t i t 

took place between August and November 1993. Dimel Decl., ^ 9. 

I n c o n t r a s t , Ms. Perroy r e c a l l s having seen Mr. Manzanares 

and Ms. Dimel reviewing f i l e s sometime " [ s ] h o r t l y before" he l e f t 

the NSC f o r a " f o r e i g n post." Perroy Decl., 1 4. Mr. Manzanares 

ended h i s d e t a i l t o the NSC (see n. 3, supra) i n Ju l y 1994, t o 

assume an a d m i n i s t r a t i v e post at the U.S. Embassy i n Tel Aviv. 

Manzanares Decl., 11 6, 15. What Ms: Perroy t h i n k s she saw i n 

August or November 1993 i s too remote i n time t o q u a l i f y as 

evidence of what was a c t u a l l y contained i n those f i l e s nearly one 

year l a t e r , i n Ju l y 1994.. Rocky Mountain He l i c o p t e r s . Inc. v. 

B e l l H e l i c o p t e r s Textron. 805 F.2d 907, 916 (10th C i r . 1986) 

^ Ms. Perroy states vaguely t h a t she had some 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the maintenance of "NSC personnel and other 
f i l e s / r o s t e r s . " Perroy Decl., 1 3. Personnel f i l e s , c o ntaining 
i n f o r m a t i o n about an employee's salary, h e a l t h b e n e f i t s , and the 
l i k e , are d i s t i n c t from personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s , which include 
the FBI background repo r t s used t o determine employees' 
s u i t a b i l i t y . These two sets of f i l e s are separately maintained. 
Manzanares Decl., 1 10; Dimel Decl., 1 8. See Deposition'of 
Craig Livingstone, dated May 26 and June 8, 1999, at 510-13 
( f i l e d October 1, 1999, as defendants' e x h i b i t no. 25). 



I n any event, none of Ms. Perroy's assumptions about whose f i l e s 

may have been located i n the Security O f f i c e can a l t e r the 

r e a l i t y t h a t n e i t h e r Mr. Manzanares nor Ms. Dimel ever reviewed 

(or even saw) the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f , 

Manzanares Decl., 1 11; Decl., 11 7, 10, a f a c t t h a t Ms. Perroy 

cannot dispute on the basis of any f i r s t - h a n d knowledge. 

Ms. Perroy's opini o n t h a t Mr. Manzanares had no " l e g i t i m a t e 

reason" t o examine NSC personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s , Perroy Decl., 

1 7, also lacks any foundation i n personal knowledge, and f o r 

t h a t reason i s n e i t h e r probative, nor admissible t o prove t h a t he 

was a c t i n g f o r some s o r t of u n i d e n t i f i e d but improper purpose. 

Ms. Perroy had no d u t i e s or r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s r e l a t e d t o personnel 

s e c u r i t y matters. See supra at 6. She was, moreover, Mr. 

Manzanares' subordinate, occupying a p o s i t i o n two steps removed 

from h i s . Her l i m i t e d job duties d i d not encompass the broad 

array of a d m i n i s t r a t i v e matters, i n c l u d i n g personnel s e c u r i t y , 

f o r which Mr. Manzanares was responsible. She was t h e r e f o r e not 

i n a p o s i t i o n t o know what v a l i d reasons Mr. Manzanares, as 

D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , or Ms. Dimel, as h i s a s s i s t a n t , might 

have f o r t h e i r a c t i ons. Manzanares Decl., 11 4, 9, 12; Dimel 

Decl., 11 4, 7, 1 1 . ^ 

^ Ms. Perroy also observes t h a t she came across Mr. 
Manzanares and Ms. Dimel " a f t e r normal working hours," Perroy 
Decl., 1 5, a f a c t t h a t i n and of i t s e l f means nothing, as they 
r o u t i n e l y worked u n t i l 7:30 or 8:00 i n the evening t o keep pace 
w i t h the many a d m i n i s t r a t i v e matters, i n p a r t i c u l a r , replacement 
of departing s t a f f , f o r which they were responsible. Manzanares 

(continued...) 



I n s h ort, p l a i n t i f f s ask t h i s Court t o assume t h a t Mr. 

Manzanares and h i s a s s i s t a n t were handling the f i l e s of former 

NSC s t a f f , f o r improper p o l i t i c a l purposes, and t o assume 

f u r t h e r , t h e r e f o r e , t h a t the Update Project also had a s i m i l a r 

m o t i v a t i o n , based e n t i r e l y on speculation t h a t has no toe-hold 

whatsoever i n f i r s t - h a n d knowledge. A p a r t y may not r e l y on 

evidence t h a t lacks a proper foundation i n personal knowledge, 

and which depends on conjecture, and the l a y i n g of one 

unsupported inference upon another, t o support a desired 

conclusion.-^ Leave t o c l u t t e r the record w i t h uninformed and, 

t h e r e f o r e , inadmissible speculation l a c k i n g any demonstrated 

relevance t o misuses of former employees' f i l e s should be denied. 

- ' ' ( . . . continued) 
Decl., 1 14; Dimel Decl., 1 13. Ms. Perroy also questions the 
p r o p r i e t y of Mr. Manzanares' request f o r the combinations t o h i s 
s t a f f ' s l o c k i n g f i l i n g cabinets, Perroy Decl., 1 5, but t h i s was 
a standard a d m i n i s t r a t i v e p r a c t i c e t o ensure t h a t i f a s t a f f 
person who had secured materials i n h i s or her safe were out of 
the o f f i c e , then others having l e g i t i m a t e need f o r such materials 
could come to Mr. Manzanares f o r access t o them. Manzanares 
Decl., 1 16. F i n a l l y , Ms. Perroy notes t h a t Mr. Manzanares met 
on several occasions w i t h Craig Livingstone, although by her own 
admission she has no idea why. Perroy Decl., 1 6. The sole 
purpose of Mr. Manzanares' discussions w i t h Mr. Livingstone was 
to i n q u i r e i f anything could be done about the delays i n i s s u i n g 
NSC s t a f f members t h e i r permanent White House passes. Manzanares 
Decl., 1 17. 

See n. 4, supra. and cases c i t e d t h e r e i n ; see also 
Anderson v. Chevron Corp.. 933 F. Supp. 52, 61 (D.D.C. 1996); 
D i l l o n V. Murray. 853 F. Supp. 199, 202 (W.D. Va. 1994). 



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

Ms. Perroy next t e s t i f i e s t o having r e c e n t l y been advised 

t h a t OPS obtained her FBI background report i n October 1993 and 

March 1994. Based on her claim t h a t she resigned from the White 

House i n September 1993, before e i t h e r of these requests was 

made, she " b e l i e v e [ s ] " t h a t the White House obtained her "FBI 

f i l e " t o use against her should she ever divulge the "improper 

a c t i v i t i e s " she witnessed. Perroy Decl., 1 7. 

I n p o i n t of f a c t , however, Ms. Perroy witnessed no improper 

a c t i v i t i e s , as discussed above. Moreover, her " b e l i e [ f ] " as t o 

why OPS made requests f o r her background i n f o r m a t i o n , without any 

foundation i n personal knowledge, i s inadmissible conjecture. 

See n. 4, supra. and cases c i t e d t h e r e i n . But Ms. Perroy also 

has her f a c t s wrong when she t e s t i f i e s , i n c o r r e c t l y , t h a t she 

resigned her p o s i t i o n at the White House i n September 1993. 

NSC personnel records r e f l e c t t h a t Ms. Perroy terminated her 

employment i n September 1994 . Dimel Decl., 1 14 & Exh. A. This 

i n f o r m a t i o n i s corroborated by the f a c t t h a t Ms. Perroy continued 

to work at the NSC a f t e r Mr. Manzanares had already departed f o r 

h i s post i n Tel Aviv, i n J u l y 1994. Manzanares Decl., 1 15; 

Dimel Decl., 1 15. I t i s f u r t h e r confirmed by Ms. Perroy's own 

r e c o l l e c t i o n t h a t she witnessed Mr. Manzanares and Ms. Dimel 

lo o k i n g over NSC personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s " [ s ] h o r t l y before" he 

10 



l e f t f o r t h a t " f o r e i g n post," and t h a t she d i d not r e s i g n u n t i l 

s h o r t l y a f t e r t h i s event took place. Perroy Decl., 11 4, 7. Her 

own testimony establishes t h a t she remained on the NSC s t a f f at a 

time " [ s ] h o r t l y before" Mr. Manzanares ended h i s d e t a i l t o assume 

his new p o s i t i o n i n Tel Aviv, i n J u l y 1994. 

The undisputed documentary evidence also establishes t h a t 

any White House requests f o r FBI background i n f o r m a t i o n on Ms. 

Perroy were made many months before she resigned from the NSC, 

and, j u s t as s i g n f i c a n t l y , long before she observed Mr. 

Manzanares and Ms. Dimel reviewing personnel security- f i l e s . 

According t o "dissemination stamps" i n her FBI background f i l e , 

see D e c l a r a t i o n of Sherry L. Garner, dated September 27, 1999, 

1 3, and request forms found i n her EOP personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e , 

the White House received copies of Ms. Perroy's background report 

( f o l l o w i n g i t s i n i t i a l t r a n s m i t t a l , i n J u l y 1988), on two and 

only two occasions, i n J u l y 1990 ( p r i o r t o the C l i n t o n 

Ms. Perroy's e r r o r i s f u r t h e r documented by i n f o r m a t i o n 
i n her FBI background f i l e . As discussed i n greater d e t a i l 
below, the NSC requested t h a t the FBI begin a r o u t i n e f i v e - y e a r 
r e - i n v e s t i g a t i o n of Ms. Perroy on June 6, 1994. The NSC 
memorandum t o the Bureau i d e n t i f i e s Ms. Perroy as "now h o l d [ i n g ] " 
a p o s i t i o n on the NSC s t a f f . Fourth Declaration of Sherry L. 
Garner, dated January 28, 2000 ( f i l e d herewith) ("Fourth Garner 
Decl."), 1 5 & Exh. A at 3. Her f i l e contains a completed 
Questionnaire f o r Sensitive Positions (Standard Form 86), signed 
by her on May 31, 1994. I d . , 1 5 & Exh. A at 4-5. An August 16, 
1994 memorandum t o the f i l e r e f l e c t s t h a t the Agent assigned t o 
the i n v e s t i g a t i o n had interviewed her and v e r i f i e d her White 
House employment. I d . , 1 6 & Exh. A at 6. On September 20, 
1994, the NSC sent a memorandum to the FBI asking t h a t Ms. 
Perroy's background r e - i n v e s t i g a t i o n be terminated, as she had 
resigned from government service. I d . , 1 7 & Exh. A at 7. 

11 



A d m i n i s t r a t i o n ) and October 1993. Fourth Garner Decl., 11 3-4 & 

Exh. A at 1-2; T h i r d D e c l a r a t i o n of Charles G. Easley, dated 

January 31, 2000 ( f i l e d herewith) ("Third Easley D e c l . " ) , 1 4 & 

Exh. A at 5. The White House made another request f o r Ms. 

Perroy's background r e p o r t i n March 1994, s i x months before (not 

a f t e r ) her r e s i g n a t i o n , although no copy of the r e p o r t was 

disseminated at t h a t time. Fourth Garner Decl., 1 9 & Exh. B; 

T h i r d Easley Decl., Exh. A at 6. The NSC's request t o i n i t i a t e 

Ms. Perroy's f i v e - y e a r background r e - i n v e s t i g a t i o n , i n June 1994, 

see n. 8, supra. also preceded her r e s i g n a t i o n by many months. 

I n sum, Ms. Perroy's testimony t h a t the White House sought 

her FBI background i n f o r m a t i o n months a f t e r she departed, 

f o l l o w i n g her observation of a c t i v i t i e s t h a t she t h i n k s were 

"improper," i s p l a i n l y and i r r e f u t a b l y mistaken. Ms. Perroy was 

a current employee (and had not yet witnessed Mr. Manzanares and 

Ms. Dimel reviewing personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s ) when the White 

House requested her FBI background r e p o r t . For t h a t reason, her 

out-and-out speculation as t o why OPS requested her background 

report i s i r r e l e v a n t , under the Court's precedents discussed 

above. Alexander, A p r i l 16, 199 9 Memorandum and Order at 10 (the 

handling of then-current employees' f i l e s i s i r r e l e v a n t ) ; 

Alexander. 186 F.R.D. at 204 (same). That i s f u r t h e r reason why 

her testimony i s inadmissible, and can have no bearing on the 

m a t e r i a l f a c t s of t h i s case. I t should t h e r e f o r e not be made 

pa r t of the record. 
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I n any case, the competent evidence of record d i s p e l s Ms. 

Perroy's freestanding speculation as t o why the White House 

sought her background i n f o r m a t i o n . The September 1993 request 

f o r Ms. Perroy's background report was only one of the more than 

300 requests on NSC personnel t h a t Anthony Marceca made i n the 

o r d i n a r y course of the Update Project,-^ requests t h a t were 

p e r f e c t l y appropriate i n the cases of holdover employees such as 

Ms. Perroy. The March 1994 request ( i n response t o which the FBI 

disseminated no r e p o r t . Fourth Garner Decl., 1 9), was e v i d e n t l y 

only one of a dozen or so repeat requests from OPS t h a t the FBI 

responded t o t h a t month, when Lisa Wetzl, f o l l o w i n g Mr. Marceca's 

departure i n February 1994, attempted t o p i c k up w i t h the p r o j e c t 

where he had l e f t i t . ^ 

Ms. Perroy's f i v e - y e a r r e - i n v e s t i g a t i o n was, i f anything, 

long overdue. Her previous i n v e s t i g a t i o n , undertaken when she 

f i r s t began working at the White House, was completed J u l y 1, 

1988. See Fourth Garner Decl., 1 3 Sc Exh. A at 1; Perroy Decl., 

1 1. Her r e - i n v e s t i g a t i o n began pursuant t o a June 6, 1994 

request from the NSC (and Ms. Perroy's w r i t t e n a u t h o r i z a t i o n . 

^ See D e c l a r a t i o n of Maria Swails-Brown, dated September 
28, 1999 ("Swails-Brown Decl."), 1 28 & Exh. K at 12-29, 42, 58, 
60 ( f i l e d October 1, 1999, as defendants' e x h i b i t no. 17) 

^ See Swails-Brown Decl., Exh. K at 5, 11, 35-37, 39-41, 
44, 48, 49, 60 ( e n t r i e s f o r Mary Metz, Gails C o l l i n s , L i l l i e Mae 
B e l l , and Ms. Perroy, among o t h e r s ) ; Supplemental Memorandum i n 
Support of the Attorney General's C e r t i f i c a t i o n as t o Scope of 
Employment [ e t c . ] , dated October 1, 1999, at 34-36. 
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dated May 31, 1994). Fourth Garner Decl., 1 5 & Exh. A at 3, 

5.^ The NSC requested t h a t the i n v e s t i g a t i o n be terminated once 

Ms. Perroy had resigned. I d . , 1 7 & Exh. A at 7.^ 

I n the l a s t a n a l y s i s , Ms. Perroy's testimony, l i k e a l l of 

the p l a i n t i f f s ' evidence t h a t precedes i t , i s e i t h e r incompetent, 

i r r e l e v a n t , or both, so f a r as any f a c t m a t e r i a l t o the outcome 

of t h i s l i t i g a t i o n i s concerned. The record should not be 

burdened at f u r t h e r length w i t h evidence t h a t cannot place the 

ma t e r i a l f a c t s of t h i s case i n genuine dispute. 

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, p l a i n t i f f s ' motion t o supplement 

the record should be denied. 

Dated: February 1, 2 000 

^ The record suggests t h a t there had been some delay i n 
ob t a i n i n g paperwork from Ms. Perroy t h a t was needed t o i n i t i a t e 
her r e - i n v e s t i g a t i o n , u n t i l Mr. Livingstone was forced t o 
wit h h o l d her newly upgraded White House pass. See T h i r d Easley 
Decl., 1 4 & Exh. A at 1-4. 

^ F i n a l l y , Ms. Perroy t e s t i f i e s t h a t f o l l o w i n g her 
r e s i g n a t i o n , the White House sent her a l e t t e r " t h r e a t e n [ i n g ] to 
come a f t e r [her] w i t h f a l s e charges and a l l e g a t i o n s i n order t o 
smear [her] good name." Perroy Decl., 1 7. Notably, p l a i n t i f f s 
have not attached t h i s l e t t e r t o Ms. Perroy's d e c l a r a t i o n f o r the 
Court's independent s c r u t i n y . Also absent i s any evidence t h a t 
the l e t t e r was r e l a t e d e i t h e r t o the a c t i v i t i e s Ms. Perroy claims 
t o have witnessed, or t o requests f o r her background i n f o r m a t i o n , 
as opposed t o wholly unrelated employment matters. This 
testimony i s l i k e w i s e i r r e l e v a n t and should not be admitted. 
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CONSOLIDATED ACTIONS 

DECLARATION OF MARSHA L. DIMEL 

Marsha L. Dimel, f o r her d e c l a r a t i o n pursuant t o 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1746, deposes and says as f o l l o w s : 

1. I am the Personnel L i a i s o n O f f i c e r f o r the National 

S e c u r i t y Council ("NSC"), a p o s i t i o n I have held since January 

1995. From November 1992 u n t i l December 1994 I was the Support 

Assista n t t o the NSC D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n . I held t h a t 

p o s i t i o n during Robert Manzanares' tenure as D i r e c t o r of 

Ad m i n i s t r a t i o n , from June 1993 u n t i l J u l y 1994. I have personal 

knowledge of the matters a t t e s t e d t o herein. 



2. I have read the Declaration of Deborah Perroy, dated 

January 7, 2000 ("Perroy Decl."). Ms. Perroy states t h a t on one 

occasion, s h o r t l y before Mr. Manzanares' assignment t o a f o r e i g n 

post, she observed Mr. Manzanares and myself reviewing personnel 

s e c u r i t y f i l e s i n the o f f i c e of the "CIA l i a i s o n . " Perroy Decl., 

1 4. At no time t h a t I am aware of has the NSC ever had a "CIA 

l i a i s o n , " but our o f f i c e does employ a Secu r i t y O f f i c e r , who has 

day-to-day r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r personnel s e c u r i t y matters, 

i n c l u d i n g the maintenance of personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s . The NSC 

Security O f f i c e r i s t y p i c a l l y a d e t a i l e e from the CIA, or some 

other i n t e l l i g e n c e agency. The Security O f f i c e r i s located i n 

the same s u i t e as the D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n and other 

members of the NSC a d m i n i s t r a t i v e s t a f f ( i n c l u d i n g m y s e l f ) . 

3. Without i d e n t i f y i n g whose f i l e s Mr. Manzanares and I 

supposedly examined, or the reason why, Ms. Perroy's d e c l a r a t i o n 

suggests t h a t we were reviewing the f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f f o r 

some s o r t of improper p o l i t i c a l purposes. She claims t h a t the 

personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of former NSC personnel were maintained 

i n the Secu r i t y O f f i c e r ' s safes, and t h a t Mr. Manzanares, whom 

she r e f e r s t o as a " p o l i t i c a l appointment," had no " l e g i t i m a t e 

reason" f o r accessing f i l e s kept there. Perroy Decl., 11 4, 7. 

4. Ms. Perroy's suggestion t h a t Mr. Manzanares and I were 

reviewing the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f f o r an 

improper purpose i s abs o l u t e l y f a l s e . Mr. Manzanares' duties as 

D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n included managerial r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r 



a l l a d m i n i s t r a t i v e matters at the NSC, i n c l u d i n g personnel 

s e c u r i t y . On occasion he, and I , a c t i n g as his a s s i s t a n t , 

checked i n f o r m a t i o n i n the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of current 

NSC s t a f f (such as t h e i r s e c u r i t y clearances) f o r l e g i t i m a t e 

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e purposes. See 1 12, below. But I never reviewed 

the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f , f o r any reason. 

Nor t o my knowledge d i d Mr. Manzanares, Ms. Perroy's suggestions 

t o the c o n t r a r y notwithstanding. 

5. As an i n i t i a l matter, n e i t h e r I nor Mr. Manzanares was 

a " p o l i t i c a l a p p o i n t [ e e ] . " Perroy Decl., 1 7. The only 

p o s i t i o n s I have ever held w i t h the United States government are 

NSC Personnel L i a i s o n O f f i c e r , and, before t h a t . Support 

Assist a n t t o the D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , see 1 1, above, both 

of which are n o n - p o l i t i c a l s t a f f p o s i t i o n s . I was h i r e d as 

Support A s s i s t a n t during the Bush A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , i n November 

1992, by Mr. Manzanares' predecessor (once removed). P r i o r t o 

the NSC I was employed from 1989 t o 1992 by GTE Spacenet, as a 

P a y r o l l and B e n e f i t s Account Manager, and from 1981 t o 1989 by 

Olympic Imported Auto Parts i n Alexandria, V i r g i n i a , as a P a y r o l l 

and Accounts Receivable Manager. From 1969 t o 1981 I resided i n 

Michigan, Alabama and New Mexico, where I held various p a r t - t i m e 

jobs while I attended school and ra i s e d my c h i l d r e n . I n 1966 I 

e n l i s t e d i n the United States Army, where I served f o r three 

years before r e c e i v i n g an honorable discharge. 



6. Mr. Manzanares became NSC D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , 

also a n o n - p o l i t i c a l s t a f f p o s i t i o n , i n June 1993, on d e t a i l from 

Department of State. I t i s not unusual f o r a d e t a i l e e t o f i l l 

t h a t and other n o n - p o l i t i c a l p o s i t i o n s on the NSC s t a f f . Mr. 

Manzanares departed the NSC i n J u l y 1994, when the State 

Department assigned him t o the U.S. Embassy i n Tel Aviv. 

7. A d d i t i o n a l l y , i t i s not apparent t o me how Ms. Perroy 

could purport t o know t h a t the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of former 

NSC s t a f f were kept i n the Security O f f i c e r ' s safes. See Perroy 

Decl., 1 4. I n the course of my o f f i c i a l d u t i e s as Support 

Assist a n t t o the D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , I had occasion from 

time t o time t o review NSC personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s , see 1 12, 

below, and at no time d i d I observe t h a t t o be the case. Ms. 

Perroy, on the other hand, was a budget o f f i c e r responsible f o r 

f i n a n c i a l o versight of NSC computer systems. She had no duties 

or r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s r e l a t i n g t o personnel s e c u r i t y , or t o the 

handling of personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s . Nor d i d she work w i t h or 

f o r the NSC Secu r i t y O f f i c e r . 

8. Ms. Perroy states t h a t she had r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of some 

kind f o r the maintenance of "NSC personnel and other f i l e s / 

r o s t e r s . " Perroy Decl., 1 3. But personnel f i l e s are not t o be 

confused w i t h personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s . Personnel f i l e s contain 

i n f o r m a t i o n about an employee's p o s i t i o n , grade, s a l a r y , 

b e n e f i t s , and the l i k e . Personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s c ontain FBI 

background r e p o r t s and other i n f o r m a t i o n used t o determine an 



i n d i v i d u a l ' s f i t n e s s f o r employment and f o r a s e c u r i t y clearance. 

Since my a r r i v a l i n November 1992, NSC personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s 

have been maintained i n the Security O f f i c e r ' s safes, whereas NSC 

personnel f i l e s have been kept separately i n cabinets located i n 

the common o f f i c e space of our s u i t e . 

9. Ms. Perroy also states t h a t she observed the f i l e s of 

former NSC s t a f f i n the Security O f f i c e r ' s safe during an o f f i c e 

"remodeling p r o j e c t . " Perroy Decl., 1 4. I have reviewed the 

p r o j e c t r e p o r t s f o r the o f f i c e renovation t h a t she i s r e f e r r i n g 

t o , which confirm t h a t the renovation took place between August 

and November 1993. Yet she describes the occasion when she 

observed Mr. Manzanares and myself looking through personnel 

s e c u r i t y f i l e s as having taken place " [ s ] h o r t l y before" Mr. 

Manzanares l e f t f o r h i s " f o r e i g n post." I d . As I noted e a r l i e r , 

Mr. Manzanares l e f t the NSC f o r h i s post i n Tel Aviv i n Ju l y 

1994. See 1 6, above. Apparently, then, Ms. Perroy's glimpse of 

f i l e s i n the Se c u r i t y O f f i c e r ' s safe occurred eight t o eleven 

months p r i o r t o the time t h a t she claims t o have witnessed Mr. 

Manzanares and myself reviewing f i l e s there. 

10. Even i f there were f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f located i n 

the S e c u r i t y O f f i c e r ' s safes at the time Ms. Perroy states she 

observed Mr. Manzanares and me i n t h a t o f f i c e , I never reviewed 

the f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f f o r any purpose, and never observed 

the f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f i n the Sec u r i t y O f f i c e r ' s safes on 

any of the occasions t h a t I reviewed f i l e s there. 



11. F i n a l l y , while Ms. Perroy states t h a t Mr. Manzanares 

and I had no " l e g i t i m a t e reason" t o review the personnel s e c u r i t y 

f i l e s of NSC s t a f f , Perroy Decl., 1 7, she was not i n a p o s i t i o n 

t o know what reasons Mr. Manzanares or I might have t o review 

personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s . As a budget o f f i c e r who reported t o 

the D i r e c t o r of Systems and Technical Planning (who i n t u r n 

reported t o Mr. Manzanares), she was not apprised of a l l matters 

w i t h i n the l e g i t i m a t e scope of Mr. Manzanares' d u t i e s , or what 

v a l i d reasons he, or I as h i s a s s i s t a n t , might have f o r our 

a c t i v i t i e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y those matters (such as personnel 

s e c u r i t y ) u nrelated t o her area of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

12. I n p o i n t of f a c t , while the Secu r i t y O f f i c e r was 

responsible f o r personnel s e c u r i t y matters on a d a i l y basis, at 

the time alluded t o i n Ms. Perroy's d e c l a r a t i o n the Security 

O f f i c e r normally l e f t work at 4:00 or 4:30 i n the afternoon. I t 

f e l l t o Mr. Manzanares, as the Security O f f i c e r ' s d i r e c t 

supervisor, t o handle any matters of personnel s e c u r i t y t h a t 

arose a f t e r the Security O f f i c e r had l e f t f o r the day, or at any 

other time he or she was absent. At times Mr. Manzanares asked 

me, as h i s a s s i s t a n t , t o help him w i t h these matters, such as 

checking s t a f f persons' f i l e s t o v e r i f y t h e i r s e c u r i t y 

clearances. 

13. Ms. Perroy states t h a t on the occasion when she 

observed Mr. Manzanares and me reviewing personnel s e c u r i t y 

f i l e s , she came upon us " a f t e r normal working hours." Perroy 



Decl., 1 5. That does not su r p r i s e me, as Mr. Manzanares and I 

r o u t i n e l y worked u n t i l 7:30 or 8:00 i n the evening t o keep up 

w i t h the many a d m i n i s t r a t i v e matters t h a t arose d a i l y at the NSC. 

14. On a d i f f e r e n t subject, Ms. Perroy also states t h a t she 

resigned from the NSC i n September 1993, supposedly s i x months 

before the White House made a request t o the FBI f o r her 

background i n v e s t i g a t i o n r e p o r t . Perroy Decl., 1 7. I have no 

knowledge p e r t a i n i n g t o t h i s or any other request f o r FBI 

background i n f o r m a t i o n on Ms. Perroy. But I do know t h a t she i s 

mistaken when she states t h a t she resigned i n September 1993. 

Attached as E x h i b i t A t o t h i s d e c l a r a t i o n i s a t r u e copy from Ms. 

Perroy's personnel f i l e of a n o t i c e informing the White House 

O f f i c e of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n t h a t Ms. Perroy had resigned her 

p o s i t i o n w i t h the NSC. (Personal i n f o r m a t i o n has been redacted 

from the form). The form, dated August 29, 1994, r e f l e c t s the 

f a c t t h a t Ms. Perroy resigned e f f e c t i v e September 10, 1994. That 

date i s consistent w i t h my personal r e c o l l e c t i o n of the time when 

she departed from the NSC. 

15. Indeed, Ms. Perroy h e r s e l f states t h a t she witnessed 

Mr. Manzanares and myself looking through NSC personnel s e c u r i t y 

f i l e s " [ s j h o r t l y before" he l e f t f o r h i s " f o r e i g n post." Perroy 

Decl., 1 4. The a c t i v i t y she says she witnessed, then, must have 

taken place " s h o r t l y before" Mr. Manzanares' departure f o r Tel 

Aviv, i n J u l y 1994, see 11 2, 6, above, meaning t h a t she 

continued t o be employed at the NSC at t h a t time. 
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CONSOLIDATED ACTIONS 

DECLARATION OF J . ROBERT MANZANARES 

J. Robert Manzanares, f o r h i s d e c l a r a t i o n pursuant t o 2i 

U.S.C. § 1746, deposes and says as f o l l o w s : 

1. I am the Executive D i r e c t o r of the Bureau of A f r i c a n 

A f f a i r s , U.S. Department of State, a p o s i t i o n I have held since 

June 1998. From June 1993 Ju l y 1994, I was d e t a i l e d from the 

State Department to the National S e c u r i t y Council ("NSC"), where 

I held the p o s i t i o n of D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n . I have 

personal knowledge of the matters a t t e s t e d t o herein. 



2. I have read the Declaration of Deborah Perroy, dated 

January 7, 2000 ("Perroy Decl."). Ms. Perroy states t h a t on one 

occasion, s h o r t l y before my assignment t o a f o r e i g n post (the 

U.S. Embassy i n Tel Aviv, see 6, 15, below), she observed me 

and my a s s i s t a n t , Marsha Dimel, reviewing personnel s e c u r i t y 

f i l e s i n the o f f i c e of the "CIA l i a i s o n . " Perroy Decl., ^ 4. 

(She i s apparently r e f e r r i n g to the o f f i c e of the NSC Security 

O f f i c e r , which was located i n the same o f f i c e s u i t e as my own, 

Room 3 97 of the Old Executive O f f i c e B u i l d i n g . The NSC t y p i c a l l y 

f i l l e d the p o s i t i o n of Secu r i t y O f f i c e r w i t h s e c u r i t y personnel 

d e t a i l e d from the Central I n t e l l i g e n c e Agency, or other 

i n t e l l i g e n c e agencies.) 

3. Ms. Perroy does not i d e n t i f y , or even claim t o know, 

whose f i l e s Ms. Dimel and I were supposedly l o o k i n g at on t h i s 

occasion. Nor does she purport t o ex p l a i n , or even t o know, why 

we were examining these f i l e s . Yet she in t i m a t e s t h a t we were 

reviewing the f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f from p r i o r . Republican 

a d m i n i s t r a t i o n s f o r some improper p o l i t i c a l purpose, based on her 

claim t h a t the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f were 

maintained i n t h i s o f f i c e , and her view t h a t I , whom Ms. Perroy 

describes as a " p o l i t i c a l appointment," had no " l e g i t i m a t e 

reason" f o r accessing these f i l e s . Perroy Decl., 11 4, 7. 

4. Ms. Perroy's suggestion t h a t Ms. Dimel and I were 

reviewing the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f f o r 

some s o r t of improper purpose i s ab s o l u t e l y f a l s e . As D i r e c t o r 



of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , I was responsible f o r a l l matters of 

f i n a n c i a l , personnel, f a c i l i t i e s and space management at the NSC. 

These d u t i e s encompassed managerial r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r personnel 

s e c u r i t y . (Personnel s e c u r i t y was the process by which NSC s t a f f 

underwent the necessary background checks by the Federal Bureau 

of I n v e s t i g a t i o n ("FBI"), and sometimes other i n v e s t i g a t i v e 

agencies, t o assess t h e i r s u i t a b i l i t y f o r employment and t o 

o b t a i n clearances f o r access t o c l a s s i f i e d i n f o r m a t i o n . ) 

Accordingly, from time t o time I , as D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , 

and Ms. Dimel, a c t i n g as my a s s i s t a n t , had reason t o check 

i n f o r m a t i o n i n the f i l e s of current NSC s t a f f (such as t h e i r 

clearance f o r access t o c l a s s i f i e d i nformation) f o r l e g i t i m a t e 

personnel s e c u r i t y reasons. See 1 13, below. But at no time d i d 

I , or t o my knowledge, Ms. Dimel, ever review the personnel 

s e c u r i t y f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f , f o r any purpose, l e t alone an 

improper one. Based on my knowledge, Ms. Perroy would not be i n 

a p o s i t i o n t o suggest otherwise, and, as a matter of f a c t , most 

of her supporting assumptions are mistaken. 

5. F i r s t , n e i t h e r I nor Ms. Dimel was a " p o l i t i c a l 

a p p o i n t [ e e ] . " Perroy Decl., 1 7. For more than twenty years I 

have been a career Foreign Service O f f i c e r , serving under 

Republican and Democratic a d m i n i s t r a t i o n s a l i k e since 1979. I do 

not now hold, nor have I ever held, a p o l i t i c a l appointment w i t h 

the U.S. government. 



6. P r i o r t o o b t a i n i n g my current p o s i t i o n at the Bureau of 

A f r i c a n A f f a i r s , .in June 1998, I was e n r o l l e d f o r approximately 

one year i n a State Department executive t r a i n i n g program known 

as Senior Seminar. From 1979 t o June 1997, I held various other 

career Foreign Service O f f i c e p o s i t i o n s , i n c l u d i n g A d m i n i s t r a t i v e 

Counselor f o r the U.S. Embassy i n Tel Aviv (1994-97) (the 

p o s i t i o n t o which I was t r a n s f e r r e d immediately f o l l o w i n g my NSC 

d e t a i l ) ; Supervisor, Post Management O f f i c e r s , Bureau of Near 

Eastern/Asian A f f a i r s (1991-93) (the p o s i t i o n I held immediately 

p r i o r t o my NSC d e t a i l ) ; Senior Watch O f f i c e r , State Department 

Operations Center (1990-91); A d m i n i s t r a t i v e O f f i c e r , U.S. 

Embassy, Reykyavik (1987-90); A d m i n i s t r a t i v e O f f i c e r , State 

Department Travel Support S t a f f (1985-87) ( p r o v i d i n g overseas 

t r i p support f o r then-President Reagan and Vice President Bush); 

Special A s s i s t a n t t o the Deputy A s s i s t a n t Secretary, Foreign 

Bu i l d i n g s Operations, A s i a / P a c i f i c Region (1984-85); Junior 

O f f i c e r R o t a t i o n a l P o s i t i o n , U.S. Embassy, Mexico C i t y (1981-84); 

and Regional Budget & Finance O f f i c e r f o r West A f r i c a (1979-81). 

7. I n 1993, during my assignment as Supervisor of Post 

Management O f f i c e r s f o r the Bureau of Near Eastern/Asian A f f a i r s , 

the NSC Executive Secretary asked me t o accept a d e t a i l as 

D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , a n o n - p o l i t i c a l s t a f f p o s i t i o n . The 

NSC Executive Secretary at the time was also a career Foreign 



Service O f f i c e r on d e t a i l from the State Department. I had 

worked w i t h him during my tenure as Senior Watch O f f i c e r at the 

State Department Operations Center. 

8. I accepted the d e t a i l and held the p o s i t i o n of NSC 

D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n from June 1993 t o J u l y 1994, as stated 

above. When my d e t a i l began, Marsha Dimel already held the 

p o s i t i o n of Support A s s i s t a n t t o the D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , 

l i k e w i s e a n o n - p o l i t i c a l p o s i t i o n on the NSC s t a f f . She had 

served i n t h a t capacity under my two predecessors as D i r e c t o r of 

A d m i n i s t r a t i o n . Because of her experience, I decided t o r e t a i n 

her i n t h a t p o s i t i o n . 

9. Second, based on my knowledge, Ms. Perroy would not be 

i n a p o s i t i o n t o know whose f i l e s were or were not maintained by 

the NSC S e c u r i t y O f f i c e r . See Perroy Decl., 1 4. Ms. Perroy was 

a F i n a n c i a l Management O f f i c e r whose primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y was 

to oversee the budget f o r c l a s s i f i e d computer systems supplied to 

the NSC by the Department of Defense. She worked under the 

su p e r v i s i o n of the NSC D i r e c t o r of Systems and Technical 

Planning, Col. David Herrington (himself a d e t a i l e e from the 

Department of Defense), who i n t u r n reported t o me. Ms. Perroy 

had no d u t i e s or r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s r e l a t i n g t o personnel s e c u r i t y , 

or t o the handling of personnel'security f i l e s . She d i d not work 

w i t h or f o r the NSC Se c u r i t y O f f i c e r , the NSC s t a f f person w i t h 

day-to-day r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r personnel s e c u r i t y matters, who 

also reported d i r e c t l y t o me. 



10. Ms. Perroy states t h a t she had r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of some 

kin d f o r the maintenance of "NSC personnel and other f i l e s / 

r o s t e r s . " Perroy Decl., 1 3. But t h a t s t i l l does not ex p l a i n 

how she would know whose personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s the Security 

O f f i c e r kept on hand. Personnel f i l e s and personnel s e c u r i t y 

f i l e s are separate and d i s t i n c t sets of f i l e s c o n t a i n i n g 

d i f f e r e n t types of i n f o r m a t i o n . Personnel f i l e s c o n t a i n 

i n f o r m a t i o n about an employee's p o s i t i o n , grade, s a l a r y , 

b e n e f i t s , and the l i k e . Personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s c o n t a i n FBI 

background r e p o r t s and other i n f o r m a t i o n used t o determine an 

i n d i v i d u a l ' s f i t n e s s f o r employment and f o r a s e c u r i t y clearance. 

During my tenure, NSC personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s were maintained i n 

locked f i l i n g cabinets i n the o f f i c e of the S e c u r i t y O f f i c e r , 

whereas NSC personnel f i l e s were kept separately i n cabinets 

located i n the common o f f i c e space of our s u i t e . 

11. I n any case, even i f the f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f were 

s t i l l l o c a t e d i n the o f f i c e of the Se c u r i t y O f f i c e r at the time 

Ms. Perroy states she observed us there, t h a t s t i l l would not 

a l t e r the f a c t t h a t I never reviewed the f i l e s of former NSC 

s t a f f f o r any purpose whatsoever. Indeed i f , i n f a c t , the 

Sec u r i t y O f f i c e r r e t a i n e d the f i l e s of former NSC s t a f f , I was 

not even aware of i t . 

12. T h i r d , Ms. Perroy opines t h a t I had no " l e g i t i m a t e 

reason" t o review the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of NSC s t a f f . 

Perroy Decl., 1 7. Once again, based on my knowledge, Ms. Perroy 



would not be i n a p o s i t i o n to know what l e g i t i m a t e reasons I 

might or might not have t o review personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s . Ms. 

Perroy was my subordinate, two l e v e l s removed from my p o s i t i o n i n 

our o f f i c e hierarchy. She was a F i n a n c i a l Management O f f i c e r 

p r i m a r i l y responsible f o r oversight of a s i n g l e budget, whose 

dut i e s d i d not encompass the broad array of a d m i n i s t r a t i v e 

matters, i n c l u d i n g personnel s e c u r i t y , f o r which I was 

responsible. She was t h e r e f o r e not i n a p o s i t i o n t o know what 

matters d i d or d i d not f a l l w i t h i n the l e g i t i m a t e scope of my 

d u t i e s , or what v a l i d reasons I might have f o r my a c t i v i t i e s as 

D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n . 

13. I n f a c t , while day-to-day r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r personnel 

s e c u r i t y was delegated t o the Security O f f i c e r , i t f e l l t o me, as 

D i r e c t o r of A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , w i t h u l t i m a t e managerial 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r personnel s e c u r i t y , t o handle matters of 

personnel s e c u r i t y t h a t might a r i s e i n the S e c u r i t y O f f i c e r ' s 

absence. For example, the NSC Security O f f i c e r at the time 

al l u d e d t o i n Ms. Perroy's d e c l a r a t i o n , see 1 15, below, 

g e n e r a l l y l e f t work between 4:00 and 4:30 i n the afternoon. From 

time t o time, our o f f i c e would receive a telephone c a l l a f t e r the 

Sec u r i t y O f f i c e r had already l e f t f o r the day, asking i f NSC 

s t a f f members scheduled t o attend a meeting the next morning were 

cleared f o r access t o a p a r t i c u l a r type of c l a s s i f i e d 

i n f o r m a t i o n . On these occasions i t was up t o me, w i t h the 



assistance of Ms. Dimel, t o check the personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s of 

the s t a f f members i n question t o a s c e r t a i n whether they had the 

r e q u i s i t e s e c u r i t y clearances. 

14. Ms. Perroy states t h a t , on the occasion she observed me 

and Ms. Dimel reviewing personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s , she had come 

upon us " a f t e r normal working hours." Perroy Decl., 1 5. 

However, Ms. Dimel and I r o u t i n e l y worked u n t i l 7:30 or 8:00 i n 

the evening, t o keep up w i t h the many a d m i n i s t r a t i v e matters th a t 

had t o be addressed on a d a i l y basis, as w e l l as those a d d i t i o n a l 

matters t h a t arose because of the t r a n s i t i o n from the Bush t o the 

C l i n t o n A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , such as replacement of departed s t a f f . 

15. Apart from having seen myself and Ms. Dimel reviewing 

personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s , Ms. Perroy also s t a t e s t h a t she 

resigned from the NSC i n September 1993, supposedly s i x months 

before the White House made a request f o r her FBI background 

i n v e s t i g a t i o n r e p o r t . Perroy Decl., 1 7. I know nothing about 

t h i s or any other White House request f o r FBI background 

i n f o r m a t i o n on Ms. Perroy. But I can say t h a t she i s mistaken 

when she st a t e s t h a t she resigned i n September 1993. When I l e f t 

the NSC i n J u l y 1994 f o r my post at the U.S. Embassy i n Tel Aviv, 

Ms. Perroy was s t i l l employed by the NSC. Indeed, she h e r s e l f 

states t h a t she witnessed myself and Ms. Dimel l o o k i n g through 

NSC personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s " [ s ] h o r t l y before" I l e f t f o r my 

" f o r e i g n post." I d . , 1 4. The event she states she witnessed, 

then, must have taken place " s h o r t l y before" J u l y 1994. 
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16. I n paragraph 5 of her declaration. Ma. Perroy alludes '\'V'̂'"':\ 

" * ' * . 

to the f a c t that I requested the combinations .to the safes of a l l 

persons employed i n o\ir o f f i c e . I asked f o r the combinations so 

that i f a s t a f f member who kept materials locked i n a safe were 

out sick, and someone else had a legitimate need f o r those 

materials, then they could comê  to me f o r access to them. This 

i s a standard administrative practice that I have followed i n 

many of the positions I have held during my career-

17. I n paragraph 6 of her declaration, Ms. Perroy states 

that I had several meetings with Craig Livingstone, but that she 

i s not aware of the sLxbatance of those meetings. I had a number 

of discussions with Mr. Livingstone, the sole purpose of which 

was to address the delays i n obtaining White House passes fo r NSC 

s t a f f members. Several s t a f f members complained to me cibout the 

length of time i t was taking to obtain t h e i r 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 i s 

true and correct. 

Executed on: January ^^ , 2000 

J. ROBERT MANZANARES 
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FOURTH DECLARATION OF SHERRY L. CARNER 

I , Sherry L. Garner, f o r my d e c l a r a t i o n pursuant t o 

28 U.S.C. § 1746, depose and s t a t e as f o l l o w s : 

1. I am a Research Analyst i n the Executive Agencies 

Dissemination Subunit ("EADS") of the FBI's I n f o r m a t i o n Resources 

D i v i s i o n . I have f i l e d three previous d e c l a r a t i o n s i n these 

consolidated a c t i o n s , dated January 17, 1997, March 12, 1998, and 

September 27, 1999. The matters a t t e s t e d t o he r e i n are based on 

my personal knowledge, or i n f o r m a t i o n I acquired i n the course of 

my du t i e s and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as an EADS Research Analyst. 



2. As a Research Analyst on EADS' White House Desk, I have 

access t o the background i n v e s t i g a t i o n f i l e s of persons employed 

at the White House. Attached as E x h i b i t A t o t h i s d e c l a r a t i o n 

are t r u e and c o r r e c t copies of documents obtained from the 

background i n v e s t i g a t i o n f i l e maintained by the FBI on Deborah 

Wood Perroy, except f o r personal and/or i r r e l e v a n t i n f o r m a t i o n 

t h a t has been redacted. 

3. The f i r s t two pages of E x h i b i t A are the f r o n t and back 

sides of the f i l e copy of a Ju l y 1, 1988 memorandum from the FBI 

to the White House, enclosing a background i n v e s t i g a t i o n report 

on Ms. Perroy (then known as Deborah Kay Baker). E x h i b i t A a t 

1-2. On the reverse side of the memorandum ( E x h i b i t A at 2) are 

two stamps of the ki n d placed by the FBI i n an i n d i v i d u a l ' s f i l e 

t o i n d i c a t e the a d d i t i o n a l dissemination of background 

i n f o r m a t i o n on the subject t o the White House, as discussed i n my 

e a r l i e r d e c l a r a t i o n s . See, e.g.. De c l a r a t i o n of Sherry Garner 

dated March 12, 1998 ("Second Garner Decl."), 1 3. 

4. The f i r s t of these dissemination stamps shows t h a t on 

J u l y 25, 1990, the FBI provided an a d d i t i o n a l copy of Ms. 

Perroy's 1988 background report t o the White House, i n response 

to a request received on Ju l y 19, 1990. The second dissemination 

stamp shows t h a t on October 7, 1993, the FBI sent another copy of 

Ms. Perroy's 1988 background report t o the White House, i n 

response t o a request received on September 16, 1993. Both of 

these stamps have been i n i t i a l e d "JG," i n d i c a t i n g t h a t i t was my 



co-worker, EADS Research Analyst Janice George, who responded to 

these requests. I n connection w i t h the p r e p a r a t i o n of t h i s 

d e c l a r a t i o n I have reviewed Ms. Perroy's background i n v e s t i g a t i o n 

f i l e , and located no a d d i t i o n a l stamps i n the f i l e t o i n d i c a t e 

any other disseminations of background i n f o r m a t i o n on Ms. Perroy 

to the White House. 

5. The next page of E x h i b i t A i s a June 6, 1994 memorandum 

to the FBI from the National Se c u r i t y Council ("NSC") Secu r i t y 

O f f i c e r , requesting t h a t the FBI begin a f i v e - y e a r r e ­

i n v e s t i g a t i o n of Ms. Perroy, who i s i d e n t i f i e d as "now h o l d [ i n g ] " 

a p o s i t i o n on the NSC s t a f f . E x h i b i t A at 3. Following t h a t 

memorandum are pages 9 and 10 of the Standard Form 86 

(Questionnaire f o r Se n s i t i v e Positions) completed by Ms. Perroy 

i n order begin her f i v e - y e a r r e - i n v e s t i g a t i o n . Each i s signed 

and i s dated May 31, 1994. E x h i b i t A at 4-5. 

6. The next page of E x h i b i t A i s a memorandum t o the f i l e 

by the Agent assigned t o Ms. Perroy's r e - i n v e s t i g a t i o n , r e p o r t i n g 

t h a t she had completed her i n t e r v i e w of Ms. Perroy, and v e r i f i e d 

her employment at the White House. E x h i b i t A at 6. 

7. The next page of E x h i b i t A i s a September 20, 1994 

memorandum from the NSC Security O f f i c e r requesting t h a t Ms. 

Perroy's f i v e - y e a r r e - i n v e s t i g a t i o n be terminated "as soon as 

poss i b l e , " e x p l a i n i n g t h a t Ms. Perroy had resigned from 

government service and no longer required an updated f u l l - f i e l d 

i n v e s t i g a t i o n . E x h i b i t A at 7. 



8. As I described i n my t h i r d d e c l a r a t i o n , since January 

1994 EADS has r e t a i n e d copies of the forms used by the White 

House t o request previous background r e p o r t s from the FBI. See 

Th i r d D e c l a r a t i o n of Sherry L. Garner, dated September 27, 1999 

("Third Garner Decl."), 1 3. Attached as E x h i b i t B i s a tru e 

copy of a White House request f o r Ms. Perroy's previous r e p o r t , 

date-stamped March 17, 1994 i n the bottom r i g h t - h a n d corner. 

9. The computer database maintained by EADS of White House 

requests f o r previous r e p o r t s , see Second Garner Decl., 1 5; 

Th i r d Garner Decl., 1 3, in d i c a t e s t h a t the FBI received a White 

House request f o r a previous r e p o r t on Ms. Perroy on March 17, 

1994. The date-stamp on the bottom right-hand corner of 

Ex h i b i t B i n d i c a t e s t h a t the FBI also responded t o t h i s request 

on March 17, 1994. See Th i r d Garner Decl., 1 3. (My handwritten 

i n i t i a l s i n the bottom right-hand corner, "SLG," i n d i c a t e e i t h e r 

t h a t I processed t h i s request, or t h a t I v e r i f i e d t h a t another 

EADS analyst who processed the request d i d so prop e r l y . ) The 

typed r e f e r r a l t o the "APPLICANT INVESTIGATION WHICH WAS SENT TO 

YOUR OFFICE ON OCTOBER 7, 1993" s i g n i f i e s , c o n s i s t e n t w i t h the 

dissemination stamps i n the f i l e , see 1 4, above, t h a t no 

previous r e p o r t was provided t o the White House on March 17, 

1994. Rather than provide the White House w i t h another copy of 

Ms. Perroy's background i n v e s t i g a t i o n r e p o r t on t h i s occasion, 

the White House was r e f e r r e d t o the copy provided i n October 

1993. See 1 4, above. 



I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing i s 

true and correct. 

Executed on: January , 2000 

ERRY U.̂ GARNER 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL^" 
WASHINGTON. 0 C. 20506 

June 6, 1994 

Dear Mr. Freeh: 

Please f i n d enclosed the Standard Form 86 (Security i W e s t i g a t i o n 
Data f o r Sensitive Position)' completed by Deborah Wood Perroy 

^ r j - Who now hold positions on the National Security Council s t a f f . 

O I t i s requested t h a t a f u l l f i e l d i n v e s t i g a t i o n update (5 Year) 
of Ms. Perroy be conducted and t h a t the summary r e s u l t s be 

. furnished to t h i s o f f i c e 

Thank you f o r your assistance. 

Sincerelv, 

The Honorable 
Louis J. Freeh 
D i r e c t o r 
Federal Bureau of I n v e s t i g a t i o n 
Ninth Street s Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W 
Washington, DC 20535 

' eJCLOSURF 
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-ĵ intfimrtfaB'Space;; 

Soc:a, Sacun:y Number _ 5 e ^ r { ^ a : ^ S 5 , : ; : e : r : , : ^ ' '^^^^^ ^'^^ - m e anc 

Af:ar conpieung Paris i and 2 Of :h,s fcrrv.. yoi; snoulC revie..' your answe's'io all c u e s n o n s r - a > P ^.-o 
an-, then s:cn an.c gate ;hg •oiiowing cemfication a.nd sig.n a.nc date -he release on page lO. 

Certification That Mv .Answers .Are True 
rJ^d '•^ '̂̂ ^="^•• '̂5 explaining ;he purpose of :-,,5 fo^nn and me Feda.-al Govemrr^eni s auihon-y ,o.- ns^mc t.-.e quesno^s i 

c r^.^!. n i ^ ' ' ^ " ^ ° ' ^ " ^ J e r s i o o d eacn quesi.on. l understand that if I did not tell tne truth on ,h,s forrr. o,- c,c ,-"=; ,,s- ai: :eie.an; 
i.i .act,, or events, the Federal Governrron^^ay fire .-r̂ e. rr.ay not hire rr^e. r^ay deny or revoke .-ny clearance, or rr.ay p.-osecute ne. I 

being fin!?d up lyS^.OCO. ii:iprisoned up ;o 5 years, or t-oih. u'ldersranc th^^TDrUsejuticn may result in my 

EniLT yotirS^ufitil .Sccuniv Nun.b'^- be ore yoiny to the nc.\yp;ii:c 

^ 7 Page 9 



Standard fo-.n 86 

neyiseu Ocfooer l o n r 

U S OtfK..' of Pe'sonnel ^^anager«^ , 
PPM Clijplfcr ,-35 

U.NITED STATES OF AMERICA 

i " ' i " - ' i f 'fi .ifvuit MUl. ihe:; .Mill! ;iiid diUc 11 in ,nk. 

AUTHORITY FOR RELE.ASE OF iNFORMATi ON 

I Ai i t l l : : ; - ; / ! . - ,, ^ 

li^'f: 'V!:;;i;l:' \: !.3ci.:::::vni^.' D.;er:.e. tool-,,.:n nfom. 

fnunc,:.l Of ..Muutions. .rcdil hure.u.. ..n..,ne^ ,v^:.-,n u.c , : H " 

no. It.ited to. tuy ttc.dontc. Jidetu.aL achicv.' . t t d . ' 

. - otc. .ons.uton. tnccitca,. D-;.d-iiu,r,..vpsycholo.:caI. and ftnancal and credtt tnforrTTatior, 

r Further .Authori/c t.̂ e C ^ 0'"'''c-̂  o"' ^ • • • -
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FD-204 (Rev. 3-3-59) 

Copy to: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTME.NT OF JUSTICE 
FederaJ Bureau of Investigation 

Report of: 

Date: 

Field Office Re / : 

TiUe: 

Chancier 

PSS SHARON E. FRYE 
August 16, 1994 

DEBORAH WOOD PKPPnv; 

SPECIAL INQUIRY (F) 

OfTice: WMFO 

Bureau FJe #: 

Synopsii: 
.A£2ointee interviewed 

Employment v e r i _ White House Offidecheckec 
and " " " 

-RUC-

Thfs docv^r^r contains r^ither rec«T„«via:j^ r^r corxlusi«^s of the FBI It U rH 

agency; i t and i t s e x t e n t s are not to be d i s t r i b u t e d o . . s J y l r l U l " " 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506 Q '̂̂ Q £ £ | 994 

September 20, 1994 

Dear Mr. Freeh: 

I t i s requested t h a t the updated f u l l f i e l d i n v e s t i g a t i o n on Ms 
Deborah Perroy be terminated as soon as po s s i b l e . 

Ms. Perroy has resigned from the Federal Government, t h e r e f o r e , 
an updated FFI i s not needed f o r the National Security Council. 

Thank you f o r your assistance. 

Since r e l y , 

PATH ATRI ^^LS^N 
Sec u r i t y O f f i c e r 

The Honorable 
Louis J. Freeh 
D i r e c t o r 
Federal Bureau of I n v e s t i g a t i o n 
Ninth S t r e e t & Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20535 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

CARA LESLIE ALEXANDER, 
et al., 

P l a i n t i f f s , 

V , 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION, et a l . , 

Defendants. 

MICHAEL JOHN GRIMLEY, 
et a l . , 

P l a i n t i f f s , 
V . 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION, et a l . . 

Defendants 

C i v i l A c t i o n Nos. 
96-2123/97-1288 (RCL) 

CONSOLIDATED ACTIONS 

THIRD DECLARATION OF CHARLES C. EASLEY 

I , Charles C. Easley f o r my d e c l a r a t i o n pursuant t o 

28 U.S.C. § 1746, depose and s t a t e as f o l l o w s : 

1. I am the Secu r i t y O f f i c e r f o r the Executive O f f i c e of 

the President ("EOP"), responsible f o r su p e r v i s i o n of the EOP 

Sec u r i t y O f f i c e . I have held t h i s p o s i t i o n since October 1986. 

I have submitted two previous d e c l a r a t i o n s i n t h i s matter, dated 

October 2, 1998 and August 19, 1999, r e s p e c t i v e l y . 



2. The matters a t t e s t e d to herein are based on my personal 

knowledge, or i n f o r m a t i o n I acquired i n the course of c a r r y i n g 

out my d u t i e s and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as the EOP S e c u r i t y O f f i c e r . 

3. I n connection w i t h i t s personnel s e c u r i t y f u n c t i o n s , 

the EOP S e c u r i t y O f f i c e maintains personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s on 

i n d i v i d u a l s h o l d i n g permanent passes t o the White House complex. 

These include f i l e s f o rmerly maintained by the White House O f f i c e 

of Personnel Se c u r i t y ("OPS"). Personnel s e c u r i t y f i l e s t h a t 

were p r e v i o u s l y maintained by OPS were t r a n s f e r r e d t o the EOP 

Sec u r i t y O f f i c e as p a r t of a r e o r g a n i z a t i o n i n June 1996. See 

De c l a r a t i o n of Charles C. Easley, dated August 19, 1999, 1^ 2-4. 

4. Attached t o t h i s d e c l a r a t i o n as E x h i b i t A are tr u e and 

co r r e c t copies of documents I obtained from the personnel 

s e c u r i t y f i l e of Deborah W. Perroy, p r e v i o u s l y maintained by OPS, 

but now maintained by the EOP Security O f f i c e . Personal 

i n f o r m a t i o n contained i n these documents has been redacted. 

These documents include a l l requests i n Ms. Perroy's f i l e f o r FBI 

background i n f o r m a t i o n p e r t a i n i n g t o her. 

I declare under penalty of p e r j u r y t h a t the foregoing i s 

tr u e and c o r r e c t . 

Executed on: January 3 ( , 20 00. 
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©PY 
DATE: June 3. 1994 

TO: TECHNICAL SECURITY DIVISION 
U.S. SECRET SERVICE 

SUBJECT: REQUEST-FOR PASS 

NAME: PERROY. DEBORAH 
(LAST) (FIRST) 

W. 
(MIDDLE) 

TITLE AND OFFICE: National Security Council 

IMMEDIATE SUPERVISOR: Pat Nelson 

LOCATION (ROOM #): TELE. EXT.: 54907 

TYPE OF SECURITY CLEARANCE: 

F.B.I, (a) Completed FFI completed 07/01/88 (Update pending) 

(b) Other 

(c) Waived 

TYPE OF PASS: 

XX 

Temporary Executive Office 30 Da. 

Permanent Executive Office 

Temporary White House 3 0 Da. 
•Please note type change. 

Permanent White House 

Other: 

APPROVED BY: 

60 Da. 

60 Da. 

6L 

90 Da, 

90 Da. 

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



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

MEMORANDUM FOR BOB MANZANARES, DIRECTOR, NSC 

FROM: CRAIG LIVINGSTONE//^ 
DIRECTOR, WH PERSONNEL SECURITY 

DATE: May 19, 1994 

RE: "PERROY. Deborah' 

This memo i s a follow-up to a telephone conversation between t h i s 
o f f i c e and Pat Nelson. Deborah Perroy has been authorized t o 
have her pass upgraded to a blue WHS badge. That badge w i l l not 
be released, however, u n t i l t h i s o f f i c e has been n o t i f i e d that 
Ms. Perroy has completed and submitted her 5-year Update security 
paperwork. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

(Date) 
May 13 , 1994 

MEMO FOR: ANDREA RUTLEDGE 

FROM: CRAIG L IV INGSTONE 

SUBJECT: Pass Type Authorization 

Please approve/disapprove the attached pass reques 
fol lowing individual: . ^ i O s I ^ ^ 

PERROY, Deborah W. 
NAME 

Pass Type WHS (NSC) 

Disapprove 

Other 

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

Thank you istrative Office of 
SC Budget and the 
pport Staff Budget 

NC 

(Attachmeni) 

I f you have any questi( 

Thank you for your assi 

G 
OA 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON. D C. 20506 

May 10, 1994 

•"̂^ I I 1994 
MEMORANDUM FOR DAVID WATKINS 

THRU: CRAIG LIVINGSTONE 

FROM: PAT NELSON'Paf](l^flLji^ J>\ 

SUBJECT: Request for Change of Building Pass 

The National Security Council (NSC) requests that the following 
individuals be approved to exchange t h e i r OEOB Passes for White 
House Passes: 

SSN D/POB 

CLARK, Bronya S. 

PERROY, Deborah W. . ̂  

l u ^ Sf̂ °̂''"̂ J: 1^^^^^ 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. ^ 

??̂ v̂,?̂ '̂ °̂5̂ ''̂ ^̂ y required to b r i e f the Staff Director f o r 
the NSC and the Executive Secretary on budget and finan c i a l 
t l r ' ^ ^ t ' ^^'^^^^ called upon to b r i e f senior members of the 
Nbc s t a r t on some administrative matters. Additioanlly, they 
escort contractors to the Situation Room and the National 
Security Advisor's suite on the f i r s t f l o o r of the West Wing. 

I f you have any questions, please contact me at X54907. 

Thank you for your assistance i n t h i s matter. 
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·' 

·., IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

CARA LESLIE ALEXANDER, 
tl al. t 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION, tl £1_., 

Defendants. 

) 

) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-) 

MICHAEL JOHN GRIMLEY, 
et al., 

Plaintiffs, 
v. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION, et £1_., 

Defendants. 

) 

) 
) 

) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-) 

ORDER 

Civil Action Nos. 
96-2123/97-1288 (RCL) 

CONSOLIDATED ACTIONS 

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, Esq. 
General Counsel 
Judicial Watch, Inc. 
501 School Street, S.W. 
Suite 725 
Washington, D.C. 20024 

day of 

2 

HON. ROYCE C. LAMBERTH 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

Paul B. Gaffney, Esq. 
Williams & Connolly 
725 12th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005 


