
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC., ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Plaintiff, 
Civil Action No. 14-cv-1511 (ABJ) 

v. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Defendant. 

DECLARATION OF PAUL J. ORFANEDES 

Paul J. Orfanedes declares and states as follows: 

1. I am counsel to Plaintiff in the above-captioned matter and am familiar with 

Defendant's responses to Plaintiffs Freedom ofInformation Act ("FOIA") request in this matter 

and with Plaintiffs FOIA work generally. 

2. The three versions of the email at issue in Defendant's Motion for 

Reconsideration and to Alter Judgment were produced to Plaintiff and/or identified to Plaintiff as 

being available on Defendant's website by letter dated June 3, 2015. A true and correct copy of 

Defendant's June 3, 2015 letter is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

3. Attached hereto as Exhibits Band C are true and correct copies of two FBI 302s 

released by the FBI following its investigation into Secretary Clinton's email practices. The 

302s were requested by Plaintiff under FOIA and were subsequently made available on the FBI's 

website. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on 

May 1,2017, in Washington, D.C. 

Paul J. OrB edes 
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EXHIBIT A 

TO 

DECLARATION OF PAUL J. ORFANEDES 
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Ms. Kate Bailey 
Judicial Watch 
425 Third St. SW, Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20024 

Dear Ms. Bailey: 

United States Department of State 

Washington, D. C. 20520 

JUN 0 320lS 
Case No. F-2014-11262 
Segments: S/ES-Ol, S/ES-02, S/ES-03, 
S/ES-04, S/ES-05, and S/ES-06 

I refer to our letter dated April 8, 2015, regarding the release of certain Department 
of State records under the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. § 552. 

The review has been Cbmpleted for part 4 of the records rctrievcQ from the Office 
of the Secre~ary, which consist of 377 documents responsive to your request. We 
have determined that 306 of these documents may be released in full, 62 may be 
released with excisions, and 9 must be withheld in full. 

We have also conducted a search for records responsive to your requesl within the 
'approximately 30,000 emails, compris.ing approximately 55,000 pages, that were 
provided to the Department by former Secretary of State Clinton. This search 
resulted in the retrieval of 68 records, which can be accessed at: 
http:Ufoia.stMc.gov/Search/results.aspx?searchText=*&beginDalc=2012091 J 
&endDatc=20120915&publishedBeginDate=2Q150522&publishedEndDate 
=20150522&caseNumber=F-2015-04841. This link, which hasal~o been provided 
to you by email by the Department of Justice. 

An enclosure explains Freedom of Information ACt exemptions and other grounds 
for withholding material. Whc.re w.e have made excisions, the applicable FOJA 
exemptions are marked on each document. In some cases, lWO or more exemptions 
may apply to the same document. For the nine documenls withheld in full, all 
were wjthheld under FOrA Exemptions 1 and 5,5 U.S.C. §§ 552 (b)(l) and (b)(5). 
All released materi~l js enclosed. 

Please be advised that this completes OUI processing of your request. If you have 
any questions, you may contact Assistant United Slates Attorney Robert Prince at 
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(202) 305·:3654 Or robert.prince@usdoj.gov. Please be sure to refer to the case 
number, shown (,lbove, in all CQmmllnications about this case. 

J~ ·~D. ' r ....... John F. H~ckett, Actmg lrector 
Office of Information Programs and Services 

Enclosures: As stated. 

Case 1:14-cv-01511-ABJ   Document 47-1   Filed 05/01/17   Page 4 of 14
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TO 

DECLARATION OF PAUL J. ORFANEDES 
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~ f-

>.Lk INTOIUlA'l'IOH COWr~IIiE"c 
HE.REIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
m..n 10-05-2016 BY J37J85T9'1 nSICG 

FEnERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

b6 
Reco rds Mana~remen.t: D:i.v:Lf.~ .i on, b7C 

Records Information and D3 .. ssBlrtinat.ioll S~~G l:.ton, Hi.nchester, Virgin.ia 
WiHl 5~nt:e!.·',,"iev-;ed i~t F.'BI HeadC)l.la):-tel:~~ ( \-'lashingc.Oll , D. C. After beir19 
ad\rised of t:he~iU.es of the inter'J'ie~'ing l~gents atl,d tb.~~ nature of 
the .int.e~""';d .. ew, ~ provided the follo\d.n9 infQrm::'l.t ion: 

b6 
~ __ ~~~~~~-w~~--------r-~ ____ ~ ____________________________________ ~b7C 

te .. L~~phQtle ,.lll\s beel'l employed in 
Management Division fen;,: t:.h~~ pastLJ years, 

r--__ ,App rox imatel.y 6 week:~ ago I recei vea a.n (~mail fr(,m I 
I of t,he. DerCl .... hnept o£ S:tate (STATZ} j?re~;.idc)n, of l.nfo.t·m.:tLt-i-.~-'1-1.-;'-·"-c-~-I 

L-{-F-O-.. ~-l •• ...I1\} sac tJ.o.n.. )ema i le.nt:losed copies of 5 (~m:ai lr::ommunicationi' 
from' tOl:ine:c Secn:~t:ary (~f Sb:tte HILL..~RY CLINTON i s -Pl:'i V';;-{t.~~ emCl..i.l account 
'..;h:1.~;h STATE belietved inay cont,,"dn \\J:<~Bl equit,i~!s .. >r STATE reqL!ested tha 
E'BI cond'lJ.~t. an apprQpriCl.t:. ~~ cl.-ass;Lfj,catioT1 rev{.ew of the emails peLCYl' 
to their sche<jult~!d FOrA. public reJease .. r ! advised these .5 email~ 
'qA"'~'" - ... ·""""'-'l·t~ ;--l' R' 0· "'" ·a· "';·';"'s··;,:.;~o··~ ~d Em"'; 'I S'r~"'''''m l')'t' < . ,~ ... ~" " ... )a"-k·' .... ·' 
~l~~~a~~:if~i~~t. · ~ 1::~c~g;;,zea '-·~ha; ·":·t~ le~s~·t·i 'o~" ';'~~~ ~;;;,.i~;·':p~e;~~;~l 
cla.ssified and fort~a:~:Y.'led same t.o i:he C\}ur~t~rt.e:r:.rc:n:'i$m D.~ ~-~ "l ' { 

1....-__ ....1 
r elayed 'these f ,ind :i.ngs to S1'ATE Gl,~ 1-"€.'r. pr0t.>~co • 

could nc>t classif)f 
advls(:-~d ·that:: they, 
fore ign~;lbve:r.·ninen t(.; 

c l~l.ssi·t \~ Q. (l o e·uine!).!: 

a dOct.ttlye·nt ba~r€~d 011. t l~e J?Gl 
not: the FBI, are thr~ judg\:! of 

c.av~tat . OJ.JC ;'lIst) 
pot.enti.aJ. ha.t.1l', to 

and t ·herefo:t'i?· tht~' FBI did 1"""-...... _ ...... ""'""' ...... _ ........... _'"-'-.. .... _ ........ .., 

b<..:u~edr..:m' thOS€1 c:¢,nditions . 

___ . .... ..... _ •• _ . ......... ... . .. ~_ ...... . . __ •• _ ••• • _., • • ____ .. . ... __ ~ ........ ·_ ... _ •• ~ •• ••• ,·. _ _ u . .... u . . .... ~"-., .. . .... . . . .... --.....- .- •• • • - .--__ , •• _ • • •• ~ ••• ___ ••• ••• ""'_ __ w ~ . .. .._ 

b6 
b7C 

b3 
b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b3 

b3 · 
b6 
b7C 

b3 
b7E 

p6 
b7C 

b7C 
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FD-:W:ta tRcv. 1i1-6-9:'i} 

Contimllll.l<ll1 o.fFth~{}2 llr~ .. _ .. ....lillE'.us·~~,\i ~ .. _._ ........ On.Q]£WtlJ1J2. f',igc ._ . .J ...... _.~ 
be.li!'.wed, b~:$ed on '§..1..~"._,g.Q~.;t~,i,.Q,t'~ .. -.l~~J an Original Cla~lB:i.fic.(,.'1.t~ion 
!~ut]:lo:t-i t)~ {OCA) ~ 

accurately. 
t.ht:1.t clas~~J..fied 

Shorr.;. v t henfta f1::e ::::- t • I 1:'~C-eJ vHd a ca.lli:.rom LI __ ..,.-______ -I 

L-_________________ -I~ft:he. Im:erna,t;,ional Operat: ons I)::i.vi~·d .on 

b6 
b7C 

(Ion) of the FIn: , "..rhQ \\P1essmred" .hi.'ll! ,to G.bange the class.i :f1ed 6!)'1.aiJ.. 
co unc1.:asti.ified. I J :i..ndicat.ed h!:~ had ,been C':Dntact-ed b:r' P.~Tl?.:J:CK b6 

b7C 
KE~,;JNli)DY , 'lltlderse.cret:al:'y of State, WhD had t:tsk~d hi s <3..85.1 stance j n 
altel'J.l'lCl' th~ errtail' ~ classi-ficat:L(»);l in exchange .1'.\.)1:' a. "'q'J.:!.d pro q"l,l..o." 

I I advise-,ct tha.t, in exchange f¢r ma.rk:i.ng th~~ e!rttEd.l unc,!.assified; 
STATE would r·cc.:lprocat e by allm·Ji.ng th-e FBI to p.1.ac~~ !l1oreAgeht,$ in 
countr.ies where' t:hey "u'e p:r8Hently fo:l:"tl.'i,oden. 

t'~o.1.J.ow .i.ng the a.hove t':!'Xchang-e I I ~'-las l:3t(ml'nQ.tied to an ",a. 1 I 
ageney,f m(O~QtiIi~:$ at STATE to discuss mat.t.ers pert ailj1inc( to t,h i ' 
cla~$J.fica!:;.ion ~:'~view ofp-e~nd.ing CLINTON F()l~ m~t.~rials. L _ 

lofficial .from S'IAT'E 1 along with rep:n~sehtat,iv~~s fJ-:r-o~'m-,~e~~IA=--,~P::-~~L~B. 
'---a-!)-"d"l"· -~~"';"l:"'her ~1ove:::-runent agen¢ies W2xe p:r~sent. PATJ:.;.lCK KENNEPY presid~d 

OVEn':' th.e miS(~tinsr" D'i.li'iUSf th.e .(;ori'Versatior~ ·i a pal.'t.iGipa:nt sp~~ci:Eh.:aJ:ly b6 

asked whe:tber !~.ny I o f t.}r~ 1\:I~ailG in q\les·:iOll. '~~:t:e cl,i'.l.St3iiif:!(i. r~ b7C 
eye ~(mtact wltl) KJ::~N}lELW Temark€Q.; "Vol'e 1.1. , we' 11 s~e. Ii L..-J 
bel:ievedth:i.s wa.s y.~fe.r~nca to th~~ :PEI ' s ca.t:e'S-]ortzatinn Qf.tha 
B~:CR}:~~pIINOl«jRN (~tn,~i.l which KENNEDY w'aH attemptin~l' to :i.nflu"!.nce. I r1 a 
p:riva~t.i.ng with KBNNE,'DY following t he all a8'ency meet ing, 'I\BNN}3QY 
ask~~d L-J whet:.h~:;;r the FBI ~ <tse~ t .h,e h~ 1',~'ay t o marking t he e mail 
uncla~~Bi fiJ;;~d?~' Acco+'ciing to L-.J rtENNBDY spent· t4e n.ext l5 mim),tes 
d~bat:.i.ug Um .. cla.s:,3i,fic~ttiOl1. of th~ em.)bdd att.?mptiUfJ to . i.tlflu~~~:Hje 
tne t~~I t< .. ) cnange,J; t $ marlp.l)gs. S l;:nce c.ont ::.. :n,ued '\;:0 aS$erttcnat 
t.he emcdl was .. 1,pi:n .... opriate1.y ma:rk~d SECRET !NOP'ORN, KENNEDY ~\sk.ed who 
t!lse in t.ht:'! FBI he could speaJ{ with on t.he mat.ter., I ' '" I .l'.~efe:l~red 
KENNBDY t(~ MICH..~E!J STEINBACH, Assista.'1t Director C5f, C'IT.:l. 

I WGlS then o.n.H~etlt durir.lct a conference call invol v in¢. KENNF.lW '"----.... ,.. ,) ,,~ 
."' ...... <"'1 .::" ·Tl?-rl'~t-""'H l.'~' ,·,'n· 'i'~'" V1<':>"'~:'~"nv ,·"'w't"nn<>.d "'0 -1::\·l"",'O<"u·· .. ,,, 't'ht~ ';;'BI i·() c ·'-",-.-.:;, ...- _ "'., -:.6.J.'-"-..t'i..\- .s.~ "'''"'1' _"" ..... .,\. ~'fJ.~~oW"""" , .... "".~~ ... .,.1. .... . ~~ ~ ~~_)o,.,I~.s..~ . , .. ..Jr.u ... _ . trrr....:.o: .. ~.i.~~~~ ..... 

t,:he (~las~itied lna:ddngs on th~ email to unclassified:. STEIN}3ACH b6 

:cefur;ed t.;C) do ~:;O. Prior to ending t.he cqnv~r$at;ion, KE!'.1'NEPYas!<~d b7C 

\.jh~th{~r t.he~ FB! or S1'1~TE would conduct tll€:public: stBt.!::1ment,$ on ~;.1'le 

matt.e:t· .STB.INBl\CH advif;edKEJ)I'NEDY that the FBI wO'..lld not. comme.nt 
I PUbl i r 1Y on the ·matt.er·. The conf.erence call ended and, a<.~corOj:n:g tq 

the Associated P't.-ess (A}?) p-:..t.'olished the .$t:e.l:'Y ·t,.,j. thi.n the hou:r. 
?otm-(~!' Sf}~~!:.:~ta:r,·,y of State CLINTON appea·.t.'ed i1'l f:ro.nt: of t .he p'-.r!~SS 
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CQmitlilation i)f H),')(i2 (If _ _ ..:.I~II\.,;:<: I:~!~'---::-___ -:-..II~ __ .. ___ . On 07/3iii2JL!1. P:lg~ _ _ 1, __ _ 
sh():1',:··t .. l::tr th'erea.tr-er tC) d.~·n}~ ha,s il19 f)~.rlt. cl.;~ss:l tied emails. .ort 
pri''Vate email s~q:'ver. 

IIb(!,li{·W'e~~ STATE has al1 agenda which involves mini.nti z lug the 
cl.a$s~ nature of the CIJINTON Hmai}.s ;i.n order t.o protect G~rATB 
in.t.E,r"'eST:S and t:hose of CLINTON. Since t.hc above incidents, I ~~as 
r(~ceived a:pproxima.t:ely8 or 9 ntol'C eri1.ailsfx-om STJaE in' I'ol'{ring FB:! 
egu.itl(-::s I 1. Qr .. ~hich .b.e bl:Zlic'\tes m.ay be clas$ified SBCHE'l'/ /NOPO.f'"",fIl. 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 
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TO 
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ALL FBI nITORHATIar COH'fAnIIW 
HEREIN IS UNC.LASSEIEC 
DATE 08-15-201~ BY J37J85T34 NSICG 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Date oftmnseription OX/IS/20IS 

'--___ ---::~-~-=:__-'IOffice of Information Pf'W'L'-............................... ~s (IPS), United 
.1-4'"~"-'-........ ~--U. ...... reau of Administration ashin!,rton, D.C. 

20520; office tel e hon mobile lei ephoo h,.._--T-r-_-:--rL.:e::..:m.::(U:.:·I~ __ -f~F~~ 
date of birth s in person 'by FB pecla gents 
~t FBI Headquarters, 935 Pennsylvania Avenue Northwest, Wash .... m-g-,.t-o-n,.......,.,.., . ...... -:.~,~ ... ""~~.:..=.=.:....., 
~ised of the identities of the interviewing Agents and then~tureofthe interview~ 
provided the foIIowing infonnation : 1.-___ ---1 

r ~egan working for IPS il~ _ I 
20-r.~. lru1Jally; JPS officials were told there were 14 bankers boxes of former SecretaJY of State Hillary 
CLINTON's emails at CLINTON's Friendship Heights office. Lat~r; officials were told that the boxes 
would be picked up from Williams & Connolly, LLP. Oli or about December 5, 201t:;Jnel 
picked up only 12 bankers boxes of CLINTON' s ema:l1s from Williams & ConnQlly. and 
other IPS offi<;:ials were not sUre if the boxes were consolidated or what could have happene o . e two 
other boxes. The boxes were labelC' anges, which were accurate for the most part. Some of1he 
documents were filed out of order. pilled the .docu.ments were pre-arranged differently than 
one would expect if the documents were sImp y printed out and then staoked into the boxes. IPS 
personnel provided copies of the documents to STATE's Bureau of Legislative Affairs, Office of the 
Legal Adviser, and the Office ofCongressionai and Public Affairs. 

Alth(}ugh, CLINTON was sworrlin as Secretary of State in January 2009, IPS officials were 
u.nable to Incate 2:" nf:~r emailsfr.om.· J.·anuarY:.A.pril 2. 00. 9 .. in the.· .. documents ~rovided by WjIIi~ms & 
Connolly. [ _ ~,d not know whether CLINTON used a dIfferent emaIl address at that tIme, 
A preliminary revtew of the documents did not occui" until months later. IPS had to wait on the Office of 
Legal Counsel to provide an official detenninati()n as to whether theemails would be .considered official 
STA TErecords. At some point, the detetminationwas made that the emails would not be (:onsidered 
official STATE records. 

Based on the dates on the boxesJ bpened the box with the Benghazi-related incidents 
first. There w.e~e se~sitive Benghazi-related tec~rd~, some recqrds rel;ted to tb~ Nati0ral Archives and 
Reco:ds tdmlOJstratloo rnd some personal emaIls m .that boxJ ':" . Recrds and 
Archl yes _ Iperfonned the records apprrusal. L nformed _ there were 
some potential classified emails, inc1L!ding some from Sidney BLUMENTHAL, that appeared to have 

Im'cstigation Oil OS, l 7120 I :'i at Was Itil}.g to 11 , DC 

,filc # ~ I Datc dictatcd 't\./A 

BY~ H 
This doclllJ1cntcontains ncither rcconUllcndatiol1s 'nor conClusions of Ihe PBI. It is Ihe propcI1y of the fBI and is loaned to your agellcy: it 
and its contents arc not to be distributed outside your agency. . 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b3 
b7E 

b6 
b7C 

Case 1:14-cv-01511-ABJ   Document 47-1   Filed 05/01/17   Page 10 of 14



FD-.:Hl2a (Rc\. 10-(,-95) 

COlllinlk'llionorFD-J02 Or I III en lew o d . On OX/ 17120 15 . Pagc _ -=-2 _ _ 
ler Drumheller, fonner Central Intelli.)ence Agenc 

as well as other emails that di scussed various information 
~~~----~--~~--------------~ related to various foreign governments. 

Sometime arou'nd late January 201 SIL----, ______ ...I" 
officials Patrick KENNEDY, Urn:.:..:d::..:e::.:..r..::S:..:e"""cr:..':e~ta::.:.r ......... .:::..:......===~~ ___________ -,!=---,:--.,...."...-::-__ ....,...---I 

Bureau of Administration, lobal Information 
Services . itFr\INFDY an ere eae PTOVl e Wit two In ers U o ' .emal ex~mpl es of 
documentsL. )eliev~d ~ere possibly .classified: ~etunied her binders t~ I but 
KENNEDY decJded to keep hIS bInders followmg the bne~ 

I . I was nO.t ~wafe of anyone in IPS or at STATE who received the rul es or p~ra~~ters the 
CLIN I ON team and/or Wl1Jlams & Connolly used to segregate CLINTON's personaland .officlal work 
erbitils. There were 8pPI'oximately 60,000 emails, which were reduced to about 30,000, IPS had requested 

I ILegal Adviser, STATE to ask Williams & ConnoI1y for the niles they tise(t 

To date, I ~id riot believelk-eceived a response.' . I 
STATE Inspector General, was also trying ~ine how Williams & Connolly performed their 
review and what ba.sis theyused in reducing the emails. Initially. Cheryl MILLS; former CLINTON 
Counselor and. Chief of Staff, was the only CUNTON staff member to respond to a formal request by 
STATE for information pertaining to personal email. and devices used to conduct official STATE 
business. 

According to I lin Febmary 2015 ,1 I 
attorneys at STATE' s Ofl:1ce of Conwessiomtl Affahs since approximatelyl land 

I I. along with ~ttorneys fr~m the Office of Legislative Affairs, 
performed theIr revIew of the 30,000 emalls, from whIch 296 emmIs were located and produ{:ed 
responsive to requests from the U. S~ House of Representati ves Select Committee on Benghazi, The 
manual paper search was done usirtgkeywords "Libya," «Benghazi," and "security." 

.Pr.ior to the forma l :O.lA review by IPS of the 296 emails: Congre.ss threaten. ed t? releasethe296 
etna.ils based oJ Jnput that hetteam had aJ re' ated WIth the appropnate STATE 
hureausand inter-'agency reviewing official , H wever and her team did not work wi th the 
re 'uJar interarrency reviewers familiar tOL __ ---:--r------....:::.:.::.:..:.:=.,;==~----~ __ ~--I 

ffice of Information Managementt .;::,O.:..LI ---f-----T-----....... .....,..-y-......l ecords 
~.-a-n-ab-7e-n-le-n....,t .... D~lvision, FBr I Ibelieve WI th DOJ, but not with 
theFBl _. 

. . In or around March and tDril<Q 1 ~J ~d IPS felt pressure by both Congress. and 
internally from KENNEDY and Ito qUlckly approve the 296 emaTis for release. InitlaIJy; 

b6 
b7C 

b3 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 
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FD-j()2a (Rc\:. 10-(,-95) 

c()!JIjulla1jQllorfD-3()2or 11I1ClylCWOl I . OnOX!l 7/201-.Pagc 3 
I }nd his team were told to do a "light review with light redactions," but we-r-e -la"--te- r-t-oJ-d by the 

Office of Legal Counsel to perform a regular FOIA review. I ~pecial team of senior 
reviewers; approximately 40 full-time eql.livalent reviewers, worked with the appropriate Bureaus on 
possible classified information and sent the proper referrals to the United States Intelligence Community 
(USIC) partners. 

I ldid not thinkl ~nd the Office of Legislative Affairs attomeys had the. 

~ppr?~riate tralnin, ~ , andexperience to ,r,eView, re.,d, act and P, roouce emails respons;v, to ~n~~s;onal 
mqumes and especlaIIy not expert enough to respond to FOIA requests. For starters nd her 
team perfQrnied their entire review, redacted what they did, and then copied the 296 emal s 0 a .pdftile 
on an unclassified network. If any information was later found to be classified, then they would have not 
only corrupted every computer that touched that classified information, but they might have contributed fo 
a loss of classified data. IPS always pushed their material to the SIPRNET network and used their "F2" 
enclave to perform their FOIA review before disseminating their products. Also, the 296 emailsprovided 
byl lvia .pdfinc1uded redactions. done for CLINTON's privacy but unrelated to national security. 

I Ibel'ieved there was interference with the formal FOIA review process. SpecificaIIy, 
STATE! s Near East.Af'irs Bllre~u upgra~ed several of CLINTON' s emails to a classified level with a 
Bfl) release exemptlOn,!klong with I lattomey, Office of Legal Counsel called 
STATE's Near East Affairs Bureau and told them they could use a 8(5) exemptIOn on an upgraded ematl 
to protect it instead of the B{'I) exemption. However, the uSe of the B(5) exemption, which is usually 
used for executive privilege-related information, was incorrect as the information actually was classified 
and rdated t6 national security; which would be a B(1 )exemption. 

n onna Ion ervlces, ~~~--rr------------k~-:"I'""-:-"'-"'T"""""""'--.J 
Department of Justice D J, an J, f at sea 
review of the 296 em cti,l s with·the appropriate STATE bureaus and inter-agencies. The em.ails "were 
~vieweda:rtd there wa$nothin~dassifled i?theni,so the FOIA review should go cjuickly." 
~was unsure why' the ForA reVlewwas takmg so long. 

a again stresse~ !review and coordination were done with people unfamiliar 

to nd waO~lt~:;ln~lf contad that IPS used for other agencies. More 
important y, a though an ought th.eir quick initial review showed none of the 296 
emails w~re sensitiv he A review, one document had been upgraded to classified' 
based on Input from 'nd There were other documents IPS recommended for 
upgrade; including one sp-ecifi cally related to'the Department cif Defense's United States :Central 
Command (CENTCOM); and others that were still in the referral stage, including emails that have FBI 
and CIA equities involved that originated from BLUMENTHAL. 
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( ~id not know why he and IPS were not part of the initial ConML.t=·.L.lI...I<<:.J...LJ.:JJ.t 
296 Benghazi-related emails, like they had been for past Congressional inquiries. as cut out 
of the loOp for the m~tialt~ Congress and had no idea what kind ofrevie and 
her team perfonned. L-.Jand seemed to have been placed in their specific POSitions y top 
STATE officials; they appeared to ave a very narrow focus on all CLINTON-related items, and were put 
in positions that were not advertised. 

In early May 20 I 5, KENNEDY caJledan interagency meeting regarding the scheduled release of 
all the CLINTON-related emails by the Janua 15 20 6 adline and asked for quick turnarounds on any 
ftiture requests. People in attendance include epreseniatives from White House Counsel, 
CIA, FBI. Office of the Secretary of Defense ( S ), Director of National Intelligence (DNI) and the 
National Secudty Council (NSC). 

wino- hat meetin ) KENNEDY held a cLosed-door meeting wit~ 
DOl's Office of Information Programs where F?-<E .... N~NI"FE<";'D~Y~ .... 

Lr---h-o- c.......-an-. -g-e-..· ,...e-.....~·I' 5 classification determination regarding one oftLINTON' S 
emails, which t e considered classified. The email was related to FBI counter-terrorism operations. 

c:::JNEDY calledl ~irectl:Y on one occasion . The purpose of that call was to ask 
questions regardlrig pressure from the. Office of the Inspector General of the InteII ige!l~e 

. omm umty (ICIG) to complete the review of the approximately 30,000 emails . Specifically, KENNEDY 
want~. d t~) know iftbere w. as precederit to have outside reviewers helP. STATE.w!th the FOIA pr~ess. At 
tliat "met . ~ .. unaWare of ST A ~ !G' sand !C!G' $ J~ne 19, 2015 JOint recommend.II on to 
STATE regardmg the FOIA review processL JICIG, offered I land IPS extra 
reviewers from the Jntelligence community to help revi~w the. 30,000, emails. However. many of those 
reviewing 'officials arrived untrained to fOmially review items. After the initial traIning, those reviewers 
became in$trumental to the revi.ew process. 

,,--~-:-::~"",,,,:,,,Ihad not felt as mucr-h.,A..;........;.... ______ d_u .... l __ th_e .... r....;e_v_ie_w_a_nd_re_'_ea_s_e_o_f....;t_he_3_0.:.,.0_0_0_e_m....;a....;il...;,s_as....., 

1.....-________ ---' [nstead of pressure, it felt more like curiosity asiothe ra~ num ers of em ai ls 
already reviewed, upgraded from unclassitled to classifi ed, referred to outside agencies, and/or released 
publ icJy. To date, approximately 1,600 referrals were made to USJC partners. Many of those emails 
discussed foreign govemments and t heir leaders along with variol:ls sensitive telephone caJls. Other 
emails existed that would later be referred tothe USIC. Those ertlails included emailsfrom STATE 
personnel discussing information lost as a result of the "Wikileaks" scandal. 

Some material from the 30,000 emai1s, though unmarked as such, were definite1y classified back 
in 2009-20[2 and st ill remained classified. On the other hand, it was true some ma1eriaI(in general, not' 
specific to the 30,000 emails) could have been previously classified, but were later downgraded . An 
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example would be CLINTON's travel schedule or security-related infonnation based on specific times 
and places. It was a very large security concern for IPS when they heard some ST ATE employees 
assumed all documents on unclassified system were unclassifled, based on being on an unclassifled 
system and having no portion markings. 

One email that was up' 'faded '~ )m the 3 000 em 'Js was an email exchange between CLINTON 
anq I fonne . hg'ndividuals used their personal email 
addresses to discUss matters re ate to 1 USSla. esplte t is, sponded to KENNEDY's request 
f?r all ST A TE-r~lated personal emails with a letter that state had no ST A TE..,.related emails in 
hIS personal emaIl account. 

STATE was normally able to complete classification uPb'Tades very quickly . The up.hll'ade would 
h&ppen after STATE bureaus and other agencies determined, 1) how the information was obtained; (2) 
what the information was; (3) based on current global events/situations; or (4) because theinformatiCm 
was, initiaIIy~ improperly marked as unclassified. 

I Iheard the argument that some of CLINTON' s email s were unclassified back in ,the 
2009-2012 rillleframe when theyWete ihitiated, but were laterdassified due to various Circum.stan~ 
was very rare for SOlDetbipo- that was actua ll y rmciaSSifijd to, become cl,assified years afte. r the f~ct. 
I _ NatlOnal ArchIves would be a good pomt 0 

contact for khowledge on the upgrading process in general. 

On oClabout August 10, 201SJ r rom Offi~e of the Secretary of Defense (<?SD)ca:lled 
~~:-:-::==-=--::--,I'lnd told her CENTCOrJI records showed approxImately 1,000 work-related ematls between 

CLINTON's personal email and General David PETRAEUS, former Commander of CENT COM, and 
fonner Director of the CIA. Most of those 1,000 emailswere not believed to be included in the 30,006 
emaiIs that IPS was reviewing, Out of the 30,000 emails, IPS only had a few emails from or relatedio 
PETRAEUS, as well as a few related to Leon PANETTA; former Secretaly of Defense; There were alpt 
of emails to/from Denis MCOONOUGH, former Deputy National Security Advisor and current White 
House Chief of Staff. 

.~~...,.-_...,.,..-.,....~eSCribed Jacob SULLIVAN and Cheryl MILLS as "gatekeepers" for sending 

I C~~T:N rails/materi al; Jheywoutd filter or rec' , ms that CLINTON would receive, 
recommended the FBI talk to his boss specifically about individuals at STATE 

w 10 10 a weekly meeting about Congressional recor s pro uction and the FOIA process as well as 
wherel IIfelt pressure cameJrom regarding .up ' radin ~ any oft~e 296 Benghazi-related e~ails. I recomrnended the FBI should talk WI 'egardlOg the alleged 1;000 emaIls between 
CLINTON and PETREAUS. 
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