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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC.,
Plaintiff, Civil Action No. 13-cv-1363 (EGS)
V.

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE,

Defendant.
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UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR DEFENDANT TO PRODUCE
CERTAIN DOCUMENTS IDENTIFIED IN THE MAY 2016
OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL REPORT

1. The Court’s May 4, 2016 Order authorizing discovery in this matter authorized
Plaintiff Judicial Watch, Inc. to take certain depositions and to serve certain interrogatories, but
provided that “Plaintiff must seek the Court’s permission to conduct discovery beyond the
depositions and the interrogatories” identified by the parties.

2. On May 26, 2016, the State Department’s Office of the Inspector General issued a
report entitled “Office of the Secretary: Evaluation of Email Records Management and
Cybersecurity Requirements.” The report, in its entirety, is attached as Exhibit A.

3. Following the release of this report, Plaintiff inquired whether Defendant United
States Department of State would be willing to produce certain documents referenced in the
report. Defendant indicated that it is willing to produce the following documents referenced in
the report:

A. March 17, 2009 memorandum prepared by S/ES-IRM staff regarding

communications equipment in the Secretary’s New York residence
identified a server located in the basement. See Exhibit A at 3.
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B. In November 2010, Secretary Clinton and her Deputy Chief of Staff for
Operations discussed the fact that Secretary Clinton’s emails to
Department employees were not being received. The Deputy Chief of
Staff emailed the Secretary that “we should talk about putting you on state
email or releasing your email address to the department so you are not
going to spam.” In response, the Secretary wrote, “Let’s get separate
address or device but I don’t want any risk of the personal being
accessible.” See id. at 38.

C. In another email exchange, the Director of S/ES-IRM noted that an email
account and address had already been set up for the Secretary and also
stated that “you should be aware that any email would go through the
Department’s infrastructure and subject to FOIA searches.” See id.
at 38-39.

D. OIG reviewed emails showing communications between Department staff
and both individuals concerning operational issues affecting the
Secretary’s email and server from 2010 through at least October 2012.
See id. at 39.

E. On January 9, 2011, the non-Departmental advisor to President Clinton
who provided technical support to the Clinton email system notified the
Secretary’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations that he had to shut down
the server because he believed “someone was trying to hack us and while
they did not get in i didnt [sic] want to let them have the chance to.” Later
that day, the advisor again wrote to the Deputy Chief of Staff for
Operations, “We were attacked again so I shut [the server] down for a few
min.” On January 10, the Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations emailed the
Chief of Staff and the Deputy Chief of Staff for Planning and instructed
them not to email the Secretary “anything sensitive” and stated that she
could “explain more in person.” See id. at 40.

4. Defendant has agreed to produce the above-identified documents to Plaintiff by
June 21, 2016, reserving its right to make appropriate redactions.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court grant its request that
Defendant produce the documents identified above to Plaintiff, with any appropriate redactions,

by June 21, 2016.
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Dated: June 13, 2016

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Michael Bekesha

Michael Bekesha

D.C. Bar No. 995749

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC.

425 Third Street S.W., Suite 800
Washington, DC 20024

(202) 646-5172

Counsel for Plaintiff Judicial Watch, Inc.



