IN .4E UNITED STATES DISTRICT &L .
—FOR THE _DISIRICT OF COLUNMEIA .

CARA LESLIE ALEXANDER,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
Qivil Action Nos.

v, 96-2123/97-~1288 (RCL)

FEDERAL BUREAU OF

INVESTIGATION, st al.. CONSOLIDATED ACTIONS

Defendants,

RESPONEE

CERH AR O

S AND OBJECTIONE TO PLAINTIFFS!

ORIE O _THE EIECUTIVE © CE OF

Pursuant t¢ Rule 33 of the Federal Ruleg of Civil Procedure,
defendant Executive Office of the President (YEOPY) responds as
follows to Plaintiffs' Third Set of Interrogatories to the
Executive Office of the President ("EOP"), dated May 13, 1995. EoOP
bagas the following responges and objections on its current
knowledge, information and belief.

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

EOP makes the following general objections to plaintiffs’
interrogatories, both individually and collectively[ and the
definitions and instructions thereto, whether or not separately set
forth in response to sach of the interrogatories below:

L. EQP objects to Instruction No, 1, regarding the
identification of each document, communication or act "relied upon
in the preparation of each answer," "which forms all or part of the
basis for that answer,' "which corroborates the answears,! or "the

substance [sic] which forms &ll or part of the answer® as unduly



burdernsome, vague, unwoikable, and seeking to ii_.ose requirements
that =re beyond the scope of the Federal Rules of ¢lvil Procedure.

2. EOP objects to Instruction No. 2, regarding the
identification of "esach pargon who gay have pesrsonal knowledge'" and
teach person who communicated to the affiant any part of the
inforwmation furnished" as unduly burdensome, vague, unworkable, and
seeking to impose requirements that are beyond the scope of the
Faederal Rules of Civil Procedure,

3. EOP objects to Instruction No. 3 to the extent it seeks
to impese reguirsments for the preparation of a privilege log that
are bayond the scope of Rule 26(b) (5), Fed. R. Civ. P.

4, EOP objects to Definition No. 1, which defines '"persont
or “persons", as overbroad, vague and unworkable. EOP, for
example, would not be able to know all persons “"purporting" to act
on every other person's behalf, or would not be abla to identify
all "agpignees" or "associates" of all other persons.

g, EOP obhject to Definition No. 3, which defines
teommunication® or “communicabtiona' to inglude 'any other meaans of
trangmitting information', as vague and overbroad.

6. EQP objects to Definition No. &, which requests that EQR
identify each corporation of which any person ig officer or
director, each bupiness in which such pergon is principsl, such
person's pogition(g) "at the time of the act to which the
intcrrogatory angwer ralates," "each position he has ever hald with
you, and the date such posltiong ware held,* and "such other

information to gpufficiently identify the person,' as vague,
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overbroad, unduly burdensome, invasive of indivi..als' privacy
rights, and geeking to impose requirements regarding the
identification of any parson that are beyond the scope of the
Faderal Rules of Civil Procedure.

7. EOP cbjects to Definition No, 8 insofar as it purports to
include in the definition of fWhite House" the residence of the
President of tha Unitéd States,

8. EOP objects to the term "FBI file," as used throughout
these interrogatories, as vague and undefined. EOP has never
obtained a background "FBI file" on any person.

RESPONSEI AND QRJECTIONS TO SPECIFIC INTERRQGATORIES

In addition to the formgoing general objections, and without
prejudice to their continued assertion, EOP regponde and objects as

follows to plaintiffe' interrogatories:

INTERRQGATORY NO, 1: With the exception of political appointees to
the Clinton Administration, state for each of the FBI files of the
people on the attached list (Exhibit 1): (a) all reasons why the FBI
file was procured; (b) who reéquaested the file; (c) where the file was
stored after delivery from the FBI (including specific rooms): (d)
how the information in the file was used by the Clinton White House;
(8} where the information from the file was disseminated, both inside
and outside of the White House; (f) who had access te the f£ile; and

{g) whether the file was improperly obtained by the Clinton White
Houae,

szﬁgégﬂnz (a) Exhibit 1 to plaintiffs' interrogatorlies is a
list produced in November 1897 by the FBI of requests from EOP for
individualg' previous background summary investigarion reports. As
an initial matter, EOP did not obtain the previous reports of all the

people wno appear on Exhibit 1., The FBI disseminated no informatioen



to the White House in response to those requesgts that are markead on
Exhibit 1 with an'"X" in the column headed 'CRS" (Central Records
System). A list of thase requests is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
In addition, the White House never made a request for any FBRI
background information pertaining to Representative William Clingar,

There are also persons ligted on plaintiffs' Exhibit 1 whoss
background summaries were obtained (i) while they continued to bs
employed at, or to hold active passes to, the White House complex, or
{ii) in two cases, for purposes of their receiving or renewing
presidential appointments. A list ¢f these requests is attached as
Exhibit B. EOP objects to Interrogatory Na. 1 as irrelevant to the
extent i1t geeks discovery pertaining to these requests, See
Memorandum and Order dated May 17, 1999, at 6-7 (regarding motion to
conmpal further'depositicn of William H. Kennedy, III) (holding that
the use of c¢urrent government employees'! files is irrelevant);
Memorandum and ordér dated April 16, 1999, at 10 (regarding moticn to
compel further deposition of Mari Andeirson) (pame).

Notwithstanding this objection, and without waiving it, Eop
responds that to the best of its knowledge and beliaf, the requests
on plaintiffs' Exhibit 1 that are dated July 30 to August 17, 1993,
and Qctober 29, 1993 to February 18, 1994, were made by Nancy Gemmell
and Mnthohy Marceca, respectivély. These requests were made for
purposes of the Update Pruject, iL.e., the re-creation of the
personnel security files of persons who continued to work at or hold
passes to the White House complex notwithstanding the change in

adminigtration, The reguests dated April 26 to June 29, '1994, and



possibly including those dated as late as December 1994, were made by
Ligsa Wetzl, also for purposes of the Update Project.

Two regquests llsted on Exhibit B, made following the time that
Ms. Gammell retired (James Davis and Cheryl Ann Reynolds), and
another six requeats, made following the c¢onclusion of Mr. Marceca's
White House detail (James William Allen, Bdward Barnett, Florance
Champagne, Gail Areden Collins, Deborah Wood Perroy, and Sean Jerome
Stewart), are not c¢learly relatad to the Update Project. Twenty-two
requests, made following June 28, 1994, may or may nct have been
cannectad to Ms. Wetzl's work on the Update Project (Edward 2Appell,
Tyron Leon Chase, Lue Culbreath, Joan Ray Edwards, Joseph Kenneth
Ford, Alice Mae Gamble, Samuel Allen Henry, Larry Lee Kauffman,
Manuel Anthony Mendoza, Arlette Nickens, andre Norwood, Les Prince,
James M. Reagan, Jameés M. Reld, George Everett Saunders, William
Oliver &tudeman, Michael John Sullivan, Edward L. Tolbert, Gwendolyn
Sc¢hroeder Watson, Beatrice Watts, Lafayette Witherspoon, Jr., and
James York).

In 13 of these 30 caseés, the stated purpose on the request forme
themselves (esarlier produced to plaintiffs by the FBI) (Bates stamp
nos. FBI 003146-3155, 00006447-68%6), or as indicated by thes notatioen
*AM in the "CATEGORY" golumn of the FBI '"purge logs" (alaso produced
earlier to plaintiffs), is ‘'access,' i.e., to determine the
individual's suitability for access to the White Housme complex. In
three additional c¢ases, the notation in the CATEGORY column of the
purge log is "39," indicating, to the best of EOP's knowledge and

belief, that the requests had been made bacause the individuals in




question continued to work on the White Eouse staff. In the
remaining 14 cases, all from 1995, the request forms used did not
indicate the purpose of the request, (The purge logs do not cover
the years after 1994.) EOP has no knowledge or information to
suggest that any ¢f these 30 requests were submitted for any purpose
other than to assess persons' suitability for continued access to the
White House complex,

There are also persons listed on Exhibit 1 whoge summary reports
ware requested by the White House when they no longer ware employed
at, or hel& active pasgses to, the White House complex. A list of
those raquests is attached hereto as Exhibit C. To the best of EQP's
knowledge and belief, the requests on Exhibit € dated July 30, 1883
to August 17, 1993 were made by Nancy Gemmell for purposes of the
Update Project. Ma. Gemmell submitted these raqueats, even though
the individuals in question no longer required access, because of her
raliance on a June 10, 1993 Secret Service pass holder list to
conduct the Update Project which, unbsknownst to the people using it,
wags an actlive/inactive White Houge pass holder list.

To the best of EOP's knowledge and belief, requesta on Exhibit C
between October 28, 1993 and February 18, 1594 were gubmitted by
Anthony Marceca for purposes of the Update Projeckt, also becgause he
relied on the game June 10, 1893 Secret Service pass holder list
obtained by Ms. Gemmell, without knowlng it was an active/inactive
list. To the best of EOP's knowledge and belief, requests on Exhibit
C dated April 26 to June 29, 1994, and possibly as late as Decemnbex

1994, were made by Lisa Wetzl for purposes of the Update Project.
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