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David H. Petragus
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Lynnae D, Willlams ) f[ , JEN Y] K} i I
Plaintiff, Pro Se h LJ
460 L St. Nu §823 ‘ CUEL US. L.
Washington, ©C 20001 P
202-377-8474
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Plaintiff,

)
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)
)
)
va. )
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}
)

And

Defendants.

EER CONSTITUTIMNAL RIGHZS)

COMPLAINT

(90 237 ASYDZ CIX ACTION DENTIMG FLAINTIFY A SRCURITY CLERRANCE IM VIOLATION OF

1. This 13 an action to sot &side a final decision of the Central Intelligence CIA
lheieinatta: referred to s {CIA) revoking Plaintiff’s security clesrance and
access to claasifiec.l information in violation of her rights end privileges
under the United States Constitution.

JURISDICTICH
2. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331 because this matter

arises under the Constitution of the Unfted States.
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1 . ) VENUE .
2 3. Venue properly lies in this court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391 {e) (1) and.(ZI.
3 Defendant 1s an CIA of the United Stetes with its principal haadqua:taté in
4 Fairfay County, illzglnia. . '
5 ‘ HAIVER OF DOMMITY
'8 4. This action is brought egainst Defendant, CIA, pursuant to the. gpvornﬁ;a’htfs
7 . waiver of immunity under the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. § .‘102 and §'
8 706 (2){B), for an CIA’s violation of a Conatituticnal Right and unlawiul CIA
9 action contrary te a Constitutional right, power, or privilege.
10 ' THE PRCY8
1 5. Lynna; D. Willfams, plaintiff, is a United Stotes citizen whe was employed by
12 defendant, CIA. . . )
13 6. Dofendant, David H. Patracus, i3 thé Diractor of CIA and is sued in jhis
14 -official capacity.
1$ 7. Defendant, CIA, is an CIA Qf the United.States. government. )
16 8. Plaintiff was employed by NGA on July S, 2009 in the position -of Clandestine
17 Service Trainee.
18 9. During plaintiff’s employmant l‘ay CIA, she held a Top Secret security clega:'ax;ce
12 | and Access to Sengitive Ccmpartmented Information (SCI). There were.mo
20 -problems, with plaintiff’s employmant and her.pa:fomgnge was well }ééa:dﬁd :Sy .
21 ‘ her supervisors. )
22 N 10. On October 27, 2009, CIA’S OMS subjected plaintiff to.a non-job related post~-
23, employnant medical exam. .
24 11.0n October 27, 2009, the CIA’s Special’ Protective Officers (SPO) called the OMS |
25 and plaintiff was subjected to.a medical exam by.an CHS officer in the CIA;,s
26 visitors Control Ceater, following allagations from a coworker, Jack LHU.
27 12. On -October 27, 2003, a CIA SP(') told plaintiff if she did not xempmber t;er
28 backgzround the OMS would send me to a.Psychiacric Hospital.
2
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¢ é
-9 15.0n October 28, 2009, Bob, scheduled me for a second medical exam uithri » "
6 i [ on Hovember 2, 2009. o
7 16. Upon information and belief, on or ar':ound October 28, 2009, t‘he CIA
L comunicated with the District of Columbia’s Metropolitan Police Depa:tmant.:
9 regarding plaintiff’s car accident and medical condition. |
10 17.0n October 29, 2009, Bob told plaintiff she would be angry bacause whken sha
11 returned to work because she would be raquired to wear a Visitor's Badge.
12 18. On October. 29, 2009, Bob callaed plaintiff again said the CIA had uncovered new
13 information and that she would be zequired to attend an :'.l,lq‘gal redical
14 7 examination uitl'i:i .—._:;on.-ﬂovember 30, 2009 instead of November 2.
15 19. On October 29, 2009, lenéisted .plaintif¢f take a Taxl to the CIA's
16 Headquarters Building located .in the Langley neighborhood of McLean, Vizginia
17 ‘ to attend the medical evaluation scheduled for l0am on é,ctober 30, 2009. )
18 20, On October 30, 2009, the CIA’S SPO confiscated plaintiff’s Intelligence
19 ‘ Community (IC) badge at the CIA’s Visitor’s Control Center, issued plaintiff a
20 VLs}tor's Badge and a parking decal to park in tha CIA’S VIP parking azea.
21 21.0n Cctober 30, 2009, ‘the CTA required.plaintiff to meet uith[r 'jand
22 ordered plaintiff to be admitted to]  |Hospital in[ ]
23 83 a condition of her contlnuet'i enployment with the CIA.
24 22.0n October 30, 2009, tha CIA’a spo,‘ escorted plaintiff off the CIA conpouxid.
25 I called a-Tax} and sent her to| '_;:lllcspi.r.al in| ] R
26 23.0n or around Octcber 30, 2009, plaintiff’s management agreed witbL———" ml
27 decision to order her treatment at C“_i Hospital in ,______, ::_ j
28 '
3
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1 24.0n or around October 30, 2009, the CIA disseminated i_nt'orm‘tion about

2 plaintiff, maintained in their sy#tens of records to L___J Hosp'_ital, 'uic_hou:'
3 her consent. .

4 25.0n October 30, 2009, the CIA dirccted]  _  |Hospital Staff to admit :

5 _plaintiff for observation ntr ]Hospir.al Lnr R

6 26.0n October 30, 2009, CIA paychiatrist, DOr. RichardD D subjected plaintiff
7 to a non=-job relegad nadical exan ar.r—- :]Hospital inl -: :‘

| —

9 | 27..0n October 30, 2009, upon admission ti .]Hospltal, the CIA- confiscated
10 and searched plaintiff’s personal balongings.
n 20.0n October 30, 2009,[ |Hospital Statf asked plaintiff about her family’e
12 medical history and hez family's history of mental illneas.
13 29.0n Octeber 30, 2009, the CIA di;:ected [ Tlseaff not to release plaintiff
14 . from.custody and made in-patient treatment atl‘__'v {Hospital a -condition of
15 her continued amployment at the CIA.

16 30{ ] .

17 .

19

19

20

afl | j [
22 stated that ituprl;aintlfi a1d, not remaln in-patient this éroc.eas‘éaifi take
23. sevaxal months and OS5 would want to sea a plan in place where she- was. re;;ul_;atly .
24 monitored by a CIA approved psychlattist[ ' ”W‘Is'a'id if plaintiff rema',lned
25 in-patient, she would be ailoggd to return .1;.0 work Ln a waek.

26 31.0n Novembar 2, 2009, Ms. H__] calied plaintiff and scheduled a meeting for dpm
27" on Novembor 4, 2009.

28

4
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1 32.0n or about Wovembsr 2, °2009, Ms. H{ ) told plaintiff chat tha CIA’S GMS and
2 [_—-__—| Hespitsl were in constant contact about plaintiff’s condition
3 33, 0n Novesber 4, 2009, M3a. H[ | attespted to contact plaintiff on her cell phone,
4 but I did not answer. Ms. G'then called plaintiff’s mother’s cell phons.
5 Plaintiff’s mothezr handed her phone to Plaintiff. Ms. H@ guestioned
6 plaintiff about her absence from [ |Hospital’s Partial Hospitalization
7 Program (FHP) on November 3, 2009. Plaintiff explained she had a msoting with
8 her attorney for her traffic case. Plaintiff-told Ms. K_] she had decided not
9 . to go to the Partial Boapita]:izéé;;n Program at{_ " |Hospital until the CIA
10’ reached a decision in her case. Ms.’ li'::J statéd the only reasons Plaintiff
11 could not attend the PHF was Lthshe.-'had a hearing in her traffic casa. ¥Ns.
12 H_ )ordered Plaintiff :o-;a;l[::”:jﬂpspital and ask the staff 1f she could
13 still attand their PHP that day. Plaintiff called [ _ |Hospital and there
14 was no answer, her parents drove her to the PHP.
15 34.0n Bovember 4, 2009, the CIA pla;:elelainuff on administrative leave.
16 Plaintiff’s Case Officer (Ms. Sheila H ) told Plaintiff that she was placed
17 on administrative leave because she was a new employee and did not have much
18 annual leave.
19 35. On Hovember S, 2009, Dr. @]_agai_n asked plaintiff if she vas toady to take
20 enti-psychotic madication, “s'o it would not happen again.”
21 36.0n November 6, 2009, Dr. | and Mary {«:_:'. Clinical Social Worker (CSW)
22 with plaintiff and her mother. They répaated the allegations and asked
.23 Plaint:l.ff'-s mother about her observations of Plaintiff; Plaintiff’s mother
249 stated she was only concerned about Plaintiff’s health following the car
25 accident. Dr. K__Jand #s. §  |did not request to meet with Plaintiff’s
26 father who waited outside in wmy parents’ car.
27 37.0n November 24, 2009, the, CIA subjected Plaintiff to another medical exam with
zs‘ at CIA Headquartors in.the Langley. neighborhood of Mclean, virginia
s
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) 3 to dotermine Plaintiff’s. ability to protect classified information and her
2 i fitness to raturn to duty.l'—' _—! stated she had read Plaintiff’s CIA
3 applica;ibn and talked to hor first and geacond line supervisors and alleged
4 Plaintiff hod becomo violent with the SPO,
5

38. On December 14, 2009, Ms. Connie iU, from the CIA‘s Office of tho Genaral

6 Counsel called and stated Plaintiff’s traffic attorney would be required to

"7 sign secrecy documents before Plaintiff p:o\'rided a8 copy of her r _;_—]

8 Hospital files to her attorney.so her attorney could,. adequately zrepresent her - !
9 in her traffic casa, .

10 3_9.0!\ December 16, 2009,E~ A] called and informed Plaintiff that the CIN'S

11 Clinical Review B;ard had reached a degision and acheduled another medical

12 exam. .

13 r 40. On Decsmber 17, 2011, Ms. H{ ,’ processed Plaintiff’s Visitor's request for the

14 ~ medical examination required by the CIA.

15' 41.0n Becember 7, 2009, the CIA o';de:ed Plaintiff to attend. another i.u.egal

16 . medical examination with OMS psychiatrist Dr. Gazy [ __ | ]

18 42.0n December 16, 2009, the c;&‘_s'CLQ!slcal Review Board dstermined Plaintiff was
19 madically unable to ra:ﬁm to duty with or-without accommodations. "

20 43.0n Decesber 28, 2009, the CIA conducted enother medical examination of

21 7 Plaintiff.

22 44.0n Dacembor 28, 2009. Prai:;tifs spoko to Erin; a Case Ofticex: with ‘the CI};' s
23 0S/sAs and appealed to 05 to stop OMS's behavior towards. ue. ;;laingltt asked
24 £rin to put her in .touch with ha; managerent. Erin s;atad any messages

2s Plaintiff had for her manageoment must be rolayed through SAS. 'Erin encouraged
26 Plaintiff to continue the medical treatment and asked Plaintiff if she had

27 heard of the Pazsonnel Evaluation Board (PiB), Plaintiff gaid she hed not.

28
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[
1 Erin told Plaintiff that she would be-batter.off reaigning rather than.having
2 her cass heard by the PEB.. . . : .
3 45. On Dacember 28,. 2009, t;ﬁcalied and"said Plaincizf could spaak to hec: .
4 " supervisor, Dr. Sally muhen .sbe- zeéufﬂe‘d, the Eol;owi;tg' waek. I_:']
Sl [:jalso stated during the ‘medical examination that she wouid see if the
3 Depufy Director of OMS were willing to speak to the Plgihpiff reéarding her
7 concecns. _Plaintiff elso I.infqmad Erin that r-‘:—j said she. could spedk
8 with the 'Deput.y.—Dizector-' of oss ‘

. ‘i____ i : . — o

| S——

all L ]

12 47.0n January 6, 2010, Dr. UD éqm Plaintiff that on December 16, 2009 the

13 CIA’s Clinical Review Boa;d had deci;!_ed’ she was unable to return to work u;th

14 : or without ac‘camnda:{oha.. ;iain,ilff asked Dr. ul—_"_'j about ‘the qpﬁionsm |

15 I:{_:_:_j]‘hpd given her and offared 1to follow up with a psychiatrist referred by

16 her primary care-doctor. D:ﬁ_ jstatedktbismuas .not an opti.qfn .and 1 .
-7 stated-she would not n_:ae.,t with, Plalntiff to discuss:the situation. Ot.

18 '. U Jrold Plaintift _i.‘tA u;st highly unlikeély she would return to CIA

1wl enployment in the near future. ‘

20.J|  ¢8. By memorandum dated January 26, 2010, which Plaintiff received on January 26,

21 2010, CIA notified Plaintiff of irs intent to hold a Personnel Evaluation ‘Board

22 {PEB) at the request of ‘the National t:la:-:desn:.i.n_e‘~ Saervice’ s- Human Resources

23 Staff to discuss Plaintiffs suitability for continued employmant as well as her

24 eligibility. for continued access to classified infom'xat':l,o:;.' The specific -issue

2s the Pre-PEB Briefing Memorandum cited for meoting to _d'iscuss Plaintife’s.

26 | continued em;lomnr with the CIA and her eliglbiliz'j for continued access to

27 classified information was [___ . - . | paychological

28 . Conditions.

7
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1 49.0n i’abma’:y 8, 2010, Plaintiff m@o-subnitted‘a'wri_tten response - to the CII;'s

2 bte-Brieﬂng Hamo:'andum. .

3 $0. On Maxzch' 19, 2010, tha CIA notiued Plaintiff -of the’ PEB. and beputy m.:ecr.or o:

s i Secur!.ty's initinl docislon to revoke her sqcurity clearance. The CIA's st.ated

s’ reason .was, I—_ j psychological coudi:ions“-.

6 S51. Pla.tm:itt thereatter raquest:ed and ' recaived fram CIA the file which CIA

7 infomed him contained miomtlon suppo:tlng its. decision to revoke
8 | Plaintitt‘s sacurity c].eaunca.

9 52. With respect to the .issues raised concerning the iPlgiﬁt_i_f_f, ‘the file “c'ontai‘.n'ed'
10 copies 6£— the material Plaiﬁcitt hed -viewed and signed 1n t'he pfesé;lée; of her’
11 ||: case ogficsr, spaciti.cany thu Prc-PEB Briefing Mm:andwn ancl PEB uemorandun. :
12 Mdhionauy, Plainut'f's £iled contained a no:e f:om the CIA's Ofﬂce of
13 | ' General COunse.}_ and ‘a ’compute:_sqreeps_hor. of Plaititifﬁ'-s T':aininq Hlst.ory. gn'd
14 Positéén while .en}gil.gyed.:at tt;e'(::m.

15 ” 53.0n May '.6‘.2010,.Plaintit§ filed a timely appeal of the PEB’s.and Dsputy Diréctor
16 . ' of»s::e,u':_iéy's.decislonyto- :ewol{e her security clearance.to .the ‘cil'\'..s :Enip'loy,eq
17 Appeals Panel (EAP).’. P}a;ﬁ?ité supplied the BAR- with additional nigdical ) : :
18 evidence,.: including’ signed ietté:q. from her, doctors, coixf:efn‘imj the 1n;tur_e of .
19 her disability.

20 54..Nevertheless, on September 16,.2010, CIA's Employee Appeals ‘Panel. upheid the
21 PEB: and Deputy Director -of Security’s decis:.ion ‘to: revoke. Plaintiff’s security
22 clearance end teminated her emplayment.

23 55.0n o'r':. around June-14; 2011, ua'x,;s ‘Nexis Smciél-~Sawicqs 1x§co:poza:e¢ (ms§1j
24 - temminated Plaintiff’s employment bec_’ause-thwcn‘ rafused :to c;an;ter-ﬁez-;

25 secu:tty_clea:ance to LNSSI. )

26. 56. From Septamber 2011 to, the present, Plaintiff has. subpitted qgm'ej'pus,?;eedcm of |
27 Information Act requests to the CIA requesting information regarding. its
28 . decision to rovoke her security claa:ance.'

8
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_1 57. Plaintiff has socught suitable employment leading up to and f£ollowing the CIA’s
2 termination of her employment. However, the CIA’s Office of Security {OS) has
3 refussd to transfer her secu:iiy clearance to gOVEITWSANT. CONTIactors.

.4 Consequently, Plaintiff has not found suitable eméloyment and remains

S5 . unewployéd.

6 “ 58. CIA naver responded to Plaintiff’s roquest for additional information and has

? provided no.additional informacion.

8 59, The decision of the CIA’s Employee Appeals Pa.nel is a final agency action for

9 | which there is no other adequate remedy at law.

10 60. Plaintiff hos exhausted her administrative remedies.
11 Count I.

12 . (Violaticn of tha Henlth Insuzancs Portsbility and Ascountability Act of 1996
13 ) BIPAR)

14 €1. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations of paza,g.raphs
15 1 through 60 above.

X3 62. The rovecation of pl‘.aintif_t's security clearance and access to classified .

17 informaticn by defondant was based sole;ly on Plaintiff's disability atatus,

18 informition  the CIA obtained from the Plaintiff'a. confidential medical -records.
19 63. Defendant’s actions are {n violation of Plaintiff’s right to hav§ her msdical
20 information, family's medical information, and medical history kept in sepazate |
21 files and not shared with coworkers, which is guaranteed by the HIFAA. '

22 . _ . Count II.

23 (Right to Privacy)

24 64. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference the allegaiions of paragraphs
25 1 through 60 above. '

26 €5. The revocation of ;.;laintlff's security cleasrance and access to classified

27 I* infermation by defendant was based solely on Plaintiff’s disability status,

28 information thae CIA obtained from the Plaintiff’s confidential medical records.

9
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1 €6. Defendant’s actions are in violation of Plaintiff’s vight to- privacy and ner

2 zight to petition for a governmental redress of her grievances, regardless of

3 her disability status, which is guaranteed by the NHinth Amendment to the United
4 Statas Censtitution.

S Count IIX

6 (VROPERTY DNTRREZST IN CONTINUED RMPLOTMENT) '

7 ‘r 67. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations of paragraphs.
8 1 through 60 above. '

9 68. Pvlaintlif has a preperty interest in her continued employmant in the positions
10 she previously held at CIA.. .
11 69, The revocation of plaintiff’a security clearance and access to c;lassified

12 information by defendant was based solely on Plaintifi’s -disability status,

13 information the CIA obtainec.l. from the Plaintiff’s confidential medical records.
14 70.CIA by its actions deprived plaintiff of her property .im:arest in her cont:inued
15 amployrent with the Federal Government in violation. of plaintiff’s right to due
16 process under the ?i.rsi';, Fifth and Ninth amandmonts to the United States

17 Congtitution. 3

18 _ COuNy IV,

19 cnn;mz INFRREST. T FUTURS BAPLOTMINT OPPORIUNITIES)

20 . 71. Plaintiff realleges.and incorporates by i:ef.ezeng:e the a;leqatioﬁs of. paragraphs
21 1 through &0 above.

22 72. The ravocation of plaintiff’s security clearance and -access to cl,as,si.tied‘ .

23 it information by defendant was based solély on Plaintiff’s disabllity statu;.

24 informatiocn the CIA obtained from the Plaintiff’s confidential medical :ec;,o:ds.
25 73. All agencies of the government are requived to give reciprocal zecognition to
26 security clearance decisicns of 'ochet. agencies. This includes both employees
27 of such agencies and employees of contractors with such agencies in positj.qns
28 that require 006;58 to classified information.

10
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1 74. Federal agencies which do not require a-national security-clearance-as -an. '
2 employment requirement, but:which have “Positisns of Trust™ dealing w!.t-h
3 sensitive, but non-national security -mtqmac_ion, als0 require the. disclosuze
4 of any denial of a aacu:ity clearance by a prospectivé applicanc for employnent
5 with the government or an applicant for employment with'a government
6 contractor, for a. Position of Trust. The previous denial of a securjty
7 clearance will ganerally cause the denial of at.nployment in a position.of t.:ust..
8 75. A8 a result of él&'s revecation of . plainnff': socurity clearance and eccess to
9 classified inzomation, plai.nr.iff is, -and uul continue’ to be- denied the
10 oppo:t.unity to be _employed in any position in the federal, state or municipal
11 govarnment, or any position with a’ contractor doing business with the federal,
12 state or .mnnl_c'ipal. government trequiring a security clearance, or any position
13 designatad as a -Position of Trust.
14 76. Defend_aritf.'.s. actions are a denial of Plaintiff’s liberty interest in her
15 unfettered oppd:tunity for employment .in violation of her .rights under the -
16 4 First, l-_‘l!th and Winth Aﬂqandnignts -to: the- United States Constitution..’ '
17 ’ e B - COUNE V.. : )
| © (LXBRRTY. INTRREST m;nsqmoy AND STANDING IM -TaE cmmmm
19 7. Plaintiff raalleges and .lncb_rpo:al;'es,i by referonce: the allegations of.paragraphs .
20 1 through €0 -abova. : . . :
21 78, The revocation of plaint,i:f’: security clearance and access. to ql.as_stﬁed .
22 infomation by defendant was ‘based 'so.le).y on Plaintiff’s-disability qtatua:.
23 information tha CIA. obtained from the Plaintiff’s confidential medical records.
24 79.As & result of NGA’s actions, .plaintj.ff! s :gpixbat.ioﬂ and standing in the
25 community as &8 loyal and tr:usw'oztﬁy Amarican citizen has been and will
26 || continue to;be stigmatized and damaged until she is provided legal redress
27 h pursuant to her rights under the First, Fifth, and Ninth Amendments to' the
26 United States' Constitution.
11
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1 COmT VI,

2 (UNBEASOHARLE szmm SBIZURE)

3 80. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by raference the alleéatiom ot pa;ag:’aphs
4 1 through 60 above.

5 81. The :evgéation of plaintiff’s security clearance and access to classified

6 infomation by defendant was based solely on Plaintiff's disability status,

7 information ‘the CIA cbtained from tho Plalntiff’s confi;ientlal medical records.
8 82.CIA’s search and selzure of Plaintiff’'s belongings 'foliéuing her forced ]

9 admissio.n to{__;:j Hospiu;l in | ) o ::"on October 30, 2009,
10 degziveé'-?laintiff of’ her right to b,a:secu:e in her person, home, papers, and
11 effects, under the.Fourth -Amx;'d'xgent"ot the United Stetes Constitution.
. . .

13 ' j . .COUNZ_ VII.

14 . ' (mxﬁn XD GHUSUAL FUNISHMENT)

15 83. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations of paragraphs
16 1 through 60 above.

17 B84. The revocation of plakntifefs security clearance .and access -to. classified

18 information by daf;endaint wa3 baged golely on gibmu:u_z's disability starus, -
19 information the CIA obtained f£rom the Plaintife’s contidential medical records.
20 " 85, CIA’s. forced in-patient. treatment of ?h;qg.it’f, .at_tempt.sf to force niéd;cate:
2l Plaintiff with anti-psychotic medication, and requirement that 'P;amﬁff aubm.l;
22 to ongolng psychiatric treatrant wlth.crh-psychia'tr.iscs deprived Plaintiff of
23. her right to be protected against cruel and unususl punishment under the Eighth:
24 Amndmet:tt of the United Statas.-Constitution.
25
26 CooNT VIII.
27 , . .(nxsu_anmmzoﬁ I¥ SMPLOTMENT)
28 '

12
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1 86. Plaintiff reallages ‘and incorporates by reference the allegations -of ‘pa:ag:aphs
2 1 through 60 above.

3 87. The revocation of plaintife's security clearance and access to ciasgsified
"4 information by defendant was based seclely en Plaintiff’s disability status,

S information the CIA. obtained from the Plaintiff’s confidenttal medical records,
& 88. The actions by CIA in revoking Plain:iff'a sacuzity clearance and access to
7 classified information bosed on Plaintiff’s disability, repeated medical
8 testing, anti-psychotic medicotion requirement ' forced in-patient psychiatric
9 treatrent, end the determination that Plaintiff was an Lhc‘teased security risk

10 due to her disability, was an unreasonable clsssification in violation of

11 Plaintiff’s right to the equal ;pxoteciton of ctho law under the First, Fourth,

12 rﬁ Pifth, Eighth and Winth Amshdments to the United States Constitution.

13 ‘ WHEREFORE, plainl:iff prays: (1) that the decision of the CIA revoking the

14 ' Plaintiff’s security clearance an;i access to classified information be

15 Jl reversed; (2) that CIA be ordered to reinstate Plainr.iﬁ.’ s Top Secret Security
16 clearance and reinstate Plaintiff to@he posi;ion she would. have held had the

17 I : constitutional violations not occurred; (3} that the plaintiff be a.uarded back *

18 ’ pay, front pay, benefits and promotions from the time the Agency stopped paying

19 her: (4) that the Agency asccomnodate the Plaintiff’s disability: (5) that the

20 Agsncy purge all of the Plaintiff’s security and medical files: (6) that

21 Plaintiff bo awarded her attorney’s fees and costs; {7) that Plaintiff be

22 * awarded her medical. fees and costs.

23 PLAINRIGFE BRQURSTS A JURY TRIAL OF ALL ISSUES SO TRIABLE.

24
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X - Dated this 3™ day of Jsnuary, 2011

’ -
: | as D. Williams
) . . . - ‘ Plaintiff, Pro Se
' . 460 L St. N¥ §823
) i Hashington, BC 20001
_ : 202-577-6474
s : wiynnae@gmail.com
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" OPFCIALSEAL .
o e,

R oA COUNTY
My Coaw, Expirss Feb. 14, 2014
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