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READ CAREFULLY

® This formshould be used only if you, as an applicant for Federal Employment or as a Federal Employee, think you have been discrimi-
nated against because of race, color, sex {including sexual harassment), rel.gion, national origin, age, disability (physical or mental), seaual
orientation, parental status or reprisal by a FEDERAL agency, and have presented the matter for informal resolution to an Equal
Employment Opportunity (EEQ) Counselor within 45 calendar days of the date the incident occurred or, if a personnel action, within 45
calendar days of its effective date,

® Your complaint must be filed within 15 calendar days of the date of your receipt of the Notice of Final Interview with the EEOQ

-Counsclor. If the matter has not been resolved to your satisfaction within ;10 calendar days of you contacted the EEQ Office and the final
counseling interview has not been completed within that time, you have the right to file a complaint at any time thereafterup to 15 calendar
days after your receipt of the Notice of Final Interview. These time limits will anly be extended under linited ciréumstances.

. ® The EEO Counselor or the EEQ Officer will assist you in preparing your complaint, upon request.
- & Your written complaint should be filed by you with the EEO Officer tor the Burcau where the alleged discrimination occurred
® You may have a representative at all stages of the processing of your complaint.

® "You will have an opportunity to talk with an impartial investigator and present all the facts which you believe support your complaint
of discrinunation.

® Aller the invesugation of your complamnt.has been completed, you will be fumished a copy of the investiganve file. You will then be
given an opportunity to request a final agency decision by the Department of Justice’s Complaint Adjudication Officer (CAO) or a hearing
betore the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC), which will be conducted by an Administrative Judge of the EEOC. At
the hearing, which will be held at a convenient time and place, you may pr(sent witnesses and other evidence in your hehalf.

® if your complaint is based upon sexual orientation or parental status, your investigative file will be reviewed by the Department of
Justice's CAQ and 1 final decision will be rendered with no entitlement for further administrative review.

® Il'a hearing 15 held on your complaint, the'CAO will take final action on your complaint by issumng a final order. “The final order will
notify you whether or not the agency will fully implement the Administrative Judge's decision and it will explain your appeal rights. If
you elect to have an immediate final agency decision without having a hearing, the CAO will take final action on your complaint by issuing
a final agency decision which consists of findings on the merits of each issue in the complant. The final agency decision wall also include
an explanation of your appeal rights.

¢ Ifyouare not satisfied with the final order or agency decision, you have the right to file a written appeal with the EEOC, Washington,
DC. within 30 calendar days after your receipt of the final order or final agency decision. A copy of your appe.xl must be prov ldcd to the

agency at the same time it is filed with the EEQC'.

® IV your complamt s based on race. color, sex (mcludmg sexual harassment) religion. national orgn, age. disahility (physical or
meinal) or reprisal, you also have the right to file a civil action in the appropn iate Federal District Court:

(a) Within 90 days of receipt of the final action on an ind;vidual or class complaint if no appeal has been filed;

(b Within 180 days of filing an individual or class complaint it an appea. has not been filed and final action has been taken:

fe) Within 90 days of receipt of the Commission's final decision on appeal: or

() After 180 days trom the date of filing an appeal with the Comnussion if there has been no final decision by the Commnussion

NOTE: Special stawtory provisions (PL 93-259) relating to the right to file a civil action apply to age discrimination complaints,
Rlease consult with your EEQ Ofticer for assistance.
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Complaint of Discrimination

(See instructions on reverse)

T . ¥ e .
PRIVA}JY ACT STATEMENT: 1. AUTHORITY- The authority to col@ this ir@;rqﬂo\. V t . ’lzhe signed statement will serve as the récord necessary to initiate an investigation and will
is derived from 42 U.S.C. Section 2000e-16; 29 CFR Sections l6l4.l(}6 and T614.108. b

part of the complaint file during the investigation; hearing, if any; adjudication;
2. PURPOSE AND USE-This infonmnation will be used to document the issucs and allcgations and.appeal, if one, to the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission. 3. EFFECTS OF -
of a complaint of discrimindXjon bascd on race, color, sex (including sexual haraggmept XOQ%LOSURE-SubmiSSion of this information is MANDATORY. Failure to furnish
religion, national origin, ag&iisability (physical or mental), scxua!%agqauo“x&ﬁ:pfia p his Mfofmation will result in the complaint being retumed without action.

rﬁmﬁmm"-%_l %FOFI ‘% £ OF EEO £ SAIRS |2 Yourlnmmmmbﬁ@iﬁn% area codo)

Home
fficc Box Number
i " Work . )
d Z1p Code I ) 3 . ot b6
3. Which Dcpartment of Justice Office Do You Believe 4. Current Work Address
Discriminated Against You? N/A =
- . :: e
Federal Bureau Of Investigation A Name of Agoncy Whore You Woik 1 B3 _ . -
s gl
‘B. Strect Address of Office B. Street Address of Your Agency Fﬁ g; i
. = 3
935 Pennsylvania Ave g =
C. City, State and Zip Code Mmoo w [‘Lﬂ
C. City, Statc and Zip Code m., - L~
i D. Title and Grade of Your Job S Y
Washington D.C 20535 : ) > gl
N . L e
5. Datc on Which Most Recent 6. Check Below Why You Belicve You Were Discriminated Against? S i ~
Alleged Discrimination Took Place - = g
an L
- Race or Color (Give Race or Color) [ Sexual Orientation

Month Day Year 0 Religior (Give Religion)

0O Scx (Give Sex) [ Male 0O Female O Reprisal
" 02 2009 O Sexual Harassment v
O Age (Give age)

O National Origin (Give National Origin)

X Disability [ Physical O Mental

o,

{0 Parental Status

O Class Complaint

7. Explain How You Believe You Were Discriminated Against (treated differently from other employees or applicants) Because of Your Race, Color, Sex (including sexual
harassment), Religion, National Origin, Age, Disability (physical or mental

1), Sexual Orientation, Parental Status, or Reprisal. Do not include specific issues or incidents
that you have not discussed with your EEO Counselor. (You may continue your answer on another sheet of paper if you need more space.).

b
On October 1, 2009 | took my pre-employment polygraph examination. Upon conclusion of my exam, |'receivéd-a very positive response from my polygraph

examiner. He basically told me | passed my polygraph. Two weeks later, on October 13th 2009, | received a letter indicating that, based on the resuits of my
polygraph examination, my conditional job offer has been rescinded. | strongly believe | was discriminated againsi]
condition (which | stated before my polygraph examination

also noted during my pre-employment physical examination. Subsequently, my request for a retake got denied. Therefore, | believe that my medical qondition
wasn't taken into account while determining my eligibility for a retake and that | have been mistreated.

8. What Corrective Action Do You Want Taken on Your Complaint?:

1 would like to retake my pre-embloyment polygraph examination. If after my retake, the results are the same as my first examination, then 1 will simply deem
myself not suitable for employment with the Federal Bureau Of Investigation.

9. A) I have discussed my complaint with an Equal Employment Opportunity Counselor and/or other

BY Namc of Counseior
EEO Official. .
DATE OF FIRST CONTACT WITH DATE OF RECEIPT OF NOTICE OF FINAL 0O I'HaveNot’
EEO OFFICE: INTERVIEW WITH EEO COUNSELOR: Contacted an
EEO Counselor
11 I 06 2009 12 30 I 2009

10. Date of This Complaint:
Month Day Year

1. Sign Your Name Here:

01. . l 04 | 2010
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Complaint of Discrimination

(see instructions on reverse)

ﬁ De 4 nont of Tuctica

The signed statement will serve as the record 'y to indicate an il igation will

PRIVACY AC STATEMENT: 1. AUTHORITY-The authority to collect this information

is derived from 4¢ U.S.C; Section 2000e-16; 29 CFR Sections 1614.106 and 1614.108. become part of the complaint file during the investigation; hearing, if any; adjudication;

2. PURPOSE USE-This information will be used to document the issues and and appeal, if one, to the Equal Employment Commission.

allegations of a complaint of ‘discrimination based on race, color, sex (including sexual 3. EFFECTS OF NON-DISCLOSURE-Submission of this information is MANDATORY.
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June 3, 2010
To whom it may concern,
This letter is in further support of my) application for reconsideration of
my request for a re-polygraph test.
[ - | |T have |

been examined and investigated for security and other clearances, and have passed all tests and
been approved for all clearances. .

- In the current matter, I have already passed one polygraph test administered by|:|

|:|and all other investigations have been acceptable, resulting in my receiving a Top Secret

clearance. :

- After the polygraph test, which is the subject of this appeal, the Agency declined to
continue my employment based upon the polygrapher’s interpretation of my response to a question
regarding whether I had ever been associated with a criminal.

b




Based on al e above, I request that the Agency permit me to undergo a further
polygraph in order| by being denied the

realization of my lifelong dream of bemg| |

Thank you for your kind consideration of the above.

Respectfully yours,

Appeal letter 06 03 10

o
[e)]




April 27, 2010

Polygraph Appeal Board
935 Pennsylvania Ave.
Washington, D.C. 20935
-Attn: Pugrv210

Fax: (202) 324-2754

Re: Appeal the Polygraph Test on Wednesday April 21, 2010 @ 1:00 pm

To Whom It May Concern:

Please accept this letter as an official appeal to the polygraph test administered for] fon Wednesday
April 21, 2010. This test, administered at approximately 12:50 p.m. at The Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)
Washington Field Office (WFO), was the second event of the day, which was required for employment

consideration with the FBL| |

JPrior to this polygraph test, I have . b6 |

successfully completed a number of separate background investigations and polygraph tests, which, I feel, is
testament that I am suitable for and trustworthy of employment with the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

I beheve that I have a credible basis to appeal the results of the polygraph test mentioned above due to stresses and
fatigue I experienced during the day of the polygraph test. On Wednesday April 21, 2010, I completed an interview
with the] [for the Federal Bureau of Investigation.| |

Consequently, I encountered a barrage of questions that I was not prepared to answer and was taken completely out
of the focus and mind set for the day. As I am sure you realize, interviews can be stressful and can become more
stressful when interviewing with an agency that you have preferred as an employer for four (4) to five (5) years.
Still, interviews can become most stressful when an interviewee is not gwen accurate, necessary information needed
to prepare for an interview.

After completing the rigorous morning interview, I had to sit and wait for a pol h administrator to become

available. Fortunately, I was already at the Washington Field Office for&'mterwew and was early

for my polygraph test. However, I did not have time to leave the building for “fresh air” or to attain any lunch, to

compose and refresh myself, before the polygraph test. I was assigned the first available polygraph test

administrator, which added yet another dimension of stress to the day. b

()

It sat
with the polygraph administrator and answered his inquiries, honestly, as he asked multiple questions. The string of
questions included, “When were you born”, “Where were you born”, “Have you ever taken a polygraph before”, etc.

Page10f3




After all of the preliminary input of data was complete, we began the polygraph test. At the conclusion of the
polygraph test, I felt that the test had gone well, mainly because I answered all of the questions honestly and to the
best of my ability. The administrator informed me that the test was complete and that he had to take the “jump
drive” with my results to his manager and he would be right back. During his absence, I remained strapped to the
chair, which was approximately ten (10) to fifteen (15) minutes, while the polygraph administrator conversed with
his manager. Upon return, the polygraph administrator stated that we needed to redo the suitability questions and
that he was going to substitute some questions. He asked me if I wanted to change any of my answers to the
questions involved with the primary polygraph test. I told him “no” and he proceeded to administer the second
polygraph test. After this test however, he stated that my results “spiked” at a specific question and asked if I could
guess which question. I began to tell him which question I felt could have possibly “spiked”. The question I felt that

could have spiked was, | |which I felt was a possibility because I have lied to my
parents at one point or another about something. He shook his head and stated that my results spiked during the
question of] [This completely confused me because I know that I have

not. He began to interrogate me as if I was a criminal, which I am sure is procedure, but I was being truthful. He
began to ask me-what I was thinking when he asked me that particular question and I told him I thought, “This is the
one guestion that, no matter what, I don’t have to worry about, even though I could not fully remember the entire list

| Then he informed me that people sometimes spike at this
question when someone they are close to| hnd he instructed me to think hard about what
could have caused the “spike.” At the time I told him there was nothing that I could recall that would cause that,
besides, I would think everyone would have some sort of reaction about crimes as horrific as those. As he insisted
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The special agent who was assigned to administer my polygraph stated that I was being untruthful about] |

owever, I know that I have not committed 4 Jor been involved in o [There
could be a number of reasons why my vitals spiked during the question-about| |I cannot give a definite
reason why, however I am sure this letter shows various possibilities, aside from the fact that polygraph tests are not
100% accurate. However take into consideration something else your polygraph test also provided, which is a
question that I answered multiple times that day, which is I had no intention to hide or lie about anything to-the
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the administrator of the polygraph test. If you agree to accept this letter as an
appeal to the results of my polygraph test and I am sure that you will gain a qualified and able employee, as well as,
someone who has worked tirelessly to become a part of the agency that ensure the freedoms and liberties of the
people of the United State of America, The Federal Bureau of Investigation.

Please feel free to contact me at the above states address, phone number, and / or e-mail if you have any questions or
concerns. Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

bé
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July 12,2010

To whom it may concern:

During the month of November 2010, I began the process of becominf the Federal Bureau of be
Investigation. As a condition of employment, I had to, successfully, pass a background investigation and

polygraph test before my employment could officially began. At this time, I have passed the background
test, yet I have been impeded from successfully completing the polygraph examination because of an
unfortunate coincidence. This coincidence can best be described as an increasing number of applicants

with middle and lower economic backgrounds failing the polygraph portion of the security examination
through a singular question asked during the examination. |

I:lis the question that seemingly gives life to this coincidence and life to suspicion that this question

_ does not represent a “fair” polygraph question. It is very suspicious that the individuals cited within this ©7E

group can fail the polygraph without any documented criminal history but because of one individual’s
perception of the candidate or the candidates’ background. If your theory about candidates’
undocumented involvement i is correct, it seems it is safe to say than there has been a
breakdown in the law enforcement system of the United States of America. I do not believe this
breakdown exists just as I am sure that the coincidence mentioned in this letter should not exist.

The problem of applicants failing out of backgro{md based on the single question of] | |

| |has been acknowledge by the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s Human bIE

Resources Department in May 2010. I am a victim of this coincidence and humbly ask that I be granted
the opportunity to prove my innocence and suitability to be an agent in the Federal Bureau of

Investigation in, a country where an individual is innocent until proven guilty, the United States of
America. Thank you for your time.

Than
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U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Waghington, D.C. 20535

05/18/2010

Deax

Your letter regarding the results of your pre-employment
polygraph examination on 04/21/2010 has been referred to me for
a response.

Your request for an additional pre-employment polygraph
examination has not been authorized.  Although the FBI does offer
a polygraph retest under certain circumstances,.you do not meet
the criteria required and will mot be afforded further
consideration for employment. Oux hiring policies provide mo
further avenues for you to pursus to ‘gain employment with the FBI.

Your interest in employment with the FBI has been appreciated,
and it is unfortunate that we are unable to offer you a more
favorable decision.

Sincerely yours,
paul S. White

Section Chief
Security Division

Procegsing field office: WF

| b6







EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE
131 M Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20507
D)
) EEOC No.
Complainant, ) b6
)
V. ) Agency No
)
Eric Holder, )
Attorney General, )
U.S. Department of Justice, )
Agency. ) Date: February 9, 2012 -
)
ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Notice is hereby given that the above captioned case is DISMISSED from the hearings

process based on the Class Agent’s withdrawal of her request for a hearing. Accordingly, the
above-captioned complaint is sent back to the Agency for the appropriate processing of her
individual complaint.

This office is also enclosing a copy of the hearing record and the Report of Investigation

for the Agency.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
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Frances/I. del Toro
Administrative Judge




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

For timeliness purposes, it shall be presumed that the parties received the foregoing
documents within five (5) calendar days after the date they were sent via first class mail. I
certify that on February 9, 2012, the foregoing documents were sent via first class mail and via
facsimile to the following: o

Federal Bureau of Investigation

" Office of the General Counsel, Employment Law Unit be
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Room PA-400
Washington, DC 20535-0001
I |
Equal Employment Opportunity Officer
FBI .
Washington, DC 20535-0001 /7
Frances dél Toro
Administrat{ve Judge
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FRANCES DELTORO - RE{ [Class Complaint, EEOC Case Numben]
| Agency Case Number FBI| |
From: l(OGO\FBIY | : - b
To: [FRANCES DELTORO
]
Date: 2/8/12 6:29 PM
Subject: RE:| |Class Complaint, EEOC Case Number Agency Case
' Number FBI

Judge del Toro,

The Agency concurs with:lrequest and respectiully requests that|:|class claims be
dismissed and that the case be processed and investigated by the Agency as an individual complaint.

The parties’ responses to your'January 20, 2012 request for information are due next Friday, February 17. Please
let us know if you need any additional information from us at this time or if the parties’ joint request to dismiss the
class claims will be granted and the requests for information withdrawn.

Thank you, and please do not hesitate to contact me further regarding this matter.

[ ] b

Assistant General Counsel
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Bureau of Investigation

THIS EMAIL MAY BE PROTECTED BY THE ATTORNEY CLIENT PRIVILEGE AND MAY NOT BE
DISSEMINATED WITHOUT PRIOR OGC APPROVAL. Documents which accompany this electronic message
may contain metadata. |t is my express inténtion to only deliver the documents in plain visible form. Access to

any metadata is not authorized.

From: |
Sent: Wednesday, February 08, 2012 5:23 PM
To: FRANCES DELTORO

Cc [(OGC)(FBI)

Subf'ect: Ref |Class Complaint, EEOC Case Number Agency Case Number FBI-  be

Good evening Your Honor,

I have discuss my case in great detail with:l and have decided to pursue this case as my own
individual case. Please accept this email as a request to w1thdraw my class claims and proceed as an
individual complaint.

I apologize for any inconvenience.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\FDEL TOR\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4F32BF19G... 2/9/2012 -
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If you have any questions please feel free to contact me with the information provided below.
Thank you for your time and attention in this matter.

Respectfully Submitted,

On Thu, Feb 2, 2012 at 2:16 PM, FRANCES DELTORO wrote:
The requests for an extension are granted. Responses will now be due on
February 17, 2012. No further extensions shall be granted.

Frances del Toro

Administrative Judge

U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission
131 M Street, NE

Washington, D.C. 20507

Office No| |

Fax No [

>>>] D2/02/12 12:43 PM >>>
To whom it may concern:

I would also like to request a two week extension. I received the
request for information in the mail yesterday. I spoke to
today and I plan to work with her to , hopefully, resolve this issue.

If there are any questions please feel free to contact me with the
information provided below.

R/S

b6

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 1, 2012, at 6:30 PM,] kOGC)(FBL)"

| [wrote:

>
>
> On January 20, 2012, Judge del Toro issued an order requesting
additional information from you and the FBI. You should have received a
copy of the order by mail. I’ve attached a copy of the order for your

review.

> :

> As you’ll see, the order directs both parties to provide information

by February 6, next Monday. In my below email, I’ve requested a two-week
extension to submit the information requested from the FBI.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\FDEL TOR\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrowise\4F32BF19G... 2/9/2012
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>

> I left a voicemail on your home number earlier today. Please feel free
to call me to discuss the case and next steps in more detail. My phone
number is|
>

> Thank you,
>

b6

V.V V V Y\

> Assistant General Counsel

- > Office of the General Counsel
> Federal Bureau of Investigation
>
>
>
>
> = ' )
> THIS EMAIL MAY BE PROTECTED BY THE ATTORNEY CLIENT PRIVILEGE AND MAY
NOT BE DISSEMINATED WITHOUT PRIOR OGC APPROVAL. Documents which

accompany this electronic message may contain metadata. It is my

express intention to only deliver the documents in plain visible form.

Access to any metadata is not authorized.

>
>

> From;|

> Sent: Wednesday, February 01, 2012 5:29 PM

> To: [OGC)(FBI) ‘

> Cc: FRANC

> Subject: Re] |C1ass Complaint, EEOC Case Number
| [Agency Case Numbeq |

>

> To whom it may concern,

> .

> Where I am appreciative that my case is still active in the system, bo

I'm disappointed that I have not been included on the status of my case
since receiving documentation that my submission was received. I would
like a full briefing on my case and the way ahead before anything is
submitted on my behalf,

>

> ] thank you in advance for your time and attention in this matter and
look forward to hearing from your office.

>

> Sincerely,

>
>
>

file://C:\Documents and Settings\FDEL TOR\Local Settings\TemmXPernwise\4F32RBF19G. 2/9/7.0417.




> Sent from my iPhone
>

>OnFeb 1,2 ' ! OGC)(FBD)"
wrote: - .

>
> Judge del Toro,
>
> I have copied Complainant on this email chain.

>

> Thank you,

> b6
>

>
>

> Assistant General Counscll

> Office of the General Counsel
> Federal Bureau of Investigation
>
S
S

>
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> THIS EMAIL MAY BE PROTECTED BY THE ATTORNEY CLIENT PRIVILEGE AND MAY

NOT BE DISSEMINATED WITHOUT PRIOR OGC APPROVAL. Documents which
accompany this electronic message may contain metadata." It is my

express intention to only deliver the documents in plain visible form.

Access to any metadata is not authorized.

>
>
> From: FRANCES DELTORO [mailto]
> Sent: Wednesday, February 01, 2012 1:12 PM

> To:| | (OGC)(FBI)

> Subject: Rel |C1ass Complaint, EEOC Case Number
[Agency Case Numbe] | '

>

> Do you have Complainant's e-mail so she can be copied on my response?

If not, then you need to file 2> U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission
> 131 M Street, N.E.

> Washington, D.C. 20507

> Office No. (202) 419-0726
> Fax No. (202) 419-0701
>

>>>> (OGC)(FBI)" 2/1/12
12:38 PM>>> “
> Judge del Toro,
> .
> I left you a voicemail yesterday, but I wanted to follow up with an
email in case you are traveling and have limited access to voicemail.
>

FladJIC AN A~ moanta and Qattinacd\ TNRET TOAR\T Aaral Qattinaat Toamn\ ¥ Parnurneas\AR2INRE1Q0G
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> I am the FBI’s representative in the EEO Class Complaint of:|

. Holder, EEOC Case Number| Agency Case Number

Pe

o> . | o
> THIS EMAIL MAY BE PROTECTED BY THE ATTORNEY CLIENT PRIVILEGE AND MAY
NOT BE DISSEMINATED WITHOUT PRIOR OGC APPROVAL. Documents which

FBH |On January 20, 2012, you sent a request for additional
information regarding complainant’s class complaint and the Agency’s
position. You have asked for the information to be provided by February
6.

> .
> Due to delays with mail processing, I did not receive your request

until January 30, approximately one week before the Agency’s position is
due. I would like to request a brief two-week extension until February

20, 2012 to provide the Agency’s response. The Agency intends to file a
submission opposing class certification, and the Agency also intends to -
include a motion to dismiss. Given the delay in receipt of your order,

as well as previously set deadlines in other matters, the Agency

requires an additional two weeks to submit a full response.

>

> Please let me know whether you would be willing to grant this brief
extension.

>

> Thank you very much for your consideration, and please do not hesitate
to contact me if you wish to further discuss this matter,

VVVVYV

>| |

> Assistant General Counsel

> Office of the General Counsel

> Federal Bureau of Investigation .

> b
>

fa)

>

accompany this electronic message may contain metadata. Itis my
express intention to only deliver the documents in plain visible form.

Access to any metadata is not authorized.
>

> .
> <i:lRequest for Information.pdf>

fila: /IO AN Armmante and Qattinad FNET TOR\ acal Settinod Temm\ X Pornwice\dF3ORE10:
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U.S. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE
131 M Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20507

January 20, 2012

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Office of the General Counsel b6
Employment Law Unit -

935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Room PA-400

Washington, DC 20535-0001

RE: EEO Class Complaint of] |
EEOC Case Number: |
Agency Case Number: |

Dear Parties;

The above-referenced class complaint of discrimination is ¢urrently before the Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) pending a decision to recommend to the Agency
that it either accept or dismiss the class complaint.

Under 29 C.F.R. §1614 (2011), a class complaint may be dismissed for any of the reaéons
listed in 29 C.F.R. §1614.107 or because it does not meet the prerequisites of a class complaint -
under 29 C.F.R. §1614.204(a)(2).

At this time the EEOC lacks sufficient information to determine whether the Agency
should accept or dismiss the class complaint. The following information is therefore requested,
pursuant to 29 C.F.R. § 1614.204(d).

The class agent is directed to provide the following information:

1. Specifically and clearly identify each of the employment actions that are the
subject of your complaint. With regard to each of the employment actions that are the subject of
your complaint (e.g., performance evaluations, fellowships and training, freedom of information
and privacy act, awards, promotions/hiring, time-in-grade prior to promotions [either career or
competitive], opportunities to act in supervisory positions, reassignments, grievance/EEO
program, and reprisal), specify the questions of law or fact that are common to your individual
claims and the claims of the class that you seek to represent, i.e., how is your claim typical of the




claims of employees/former employees in other divisions of the Agency and in other
classifications and grade levels? Regarding each of the personnel actions challenged, explain the
specific practice you are challenging and specify whether there is a centralized administration
and/or decision-making system within and among the Agency's divisions that governs these
employment actions.

2. How many individuals do you contend have been adversely affected by each of
the employment policies or practices that you allege to be discriminatory? How did you make
this determination? Present any available statistical evidence related to this determination.

3. Who are the specific individuals you contend have been adversely affected by
each of the employment policies or practices that you allege to be discriminatory and what are
their job classifications? How have each of these individuals been affected? Where are these
individuals employed, including geographically and by organizational and departmental unit?

4, Provide an exhaustive list of all of the divisions within the Agency in which
individuals included within your class complaint are or were employed, and specify the number
of putative class members in each division. Explain whether these divisions share a centralized
administration and/or supervision system. Provide an organizational chart that shows the
respective position of each of these divisions within the Agency and specify the number of
employees of the same protected class(es) as you within each division.

5. With regard to your employing organization, provide an organizational chart and
specify the number of employees of the same protected class(es) as you within this organization
and within each of the subunits in this organization.

6. What is the nature of the Agency's management organization as it relates to the
degree of centralization and uniformity of the personnel practices at issue in the complaint?

7.. If your complaint includes allegations involving performance evaluations, does
your class complaint encompass only those employees of the same protected class(es) as you
who are evaluated pursuant to a general Agency appraisal system, or does it also include
employees evaluated pursuant to other performance evaluation systems? If it includes other
evaluation systems, identify these systems and provide any statistical information or other
information that supports your claim of discrimination arising from these systems. Additionally,
explain how you, an employee evaluated pursuant to one system, can represent employees
evaluated pursuant to another system. Provide any information that shows that the relevant
appraisal system mandates a uniform employment practice, rather than merely setting out
procedures or steps through which employees are evaluated.

8. What is the time span covered by your allegations?

9. Typically, a class must be represented by an attorney experienced in class action
litigation in the relevant field. Provide a statement from your attorney outlining his/her
experience in Title VII litigation, with specific reference to class action litigation. Specify how
you intend to finance the cost of the class action proceeding, including paying for attorneys fees




and other costs necessarily incurred in acting as the agent in a class action proceeding. If you are
not represented by an attorney, what efforts have you made to retain an attorney to represent you
and the putative class in this matter? Do you intend to retain an attorney in the future?

10.  Provide any other information relevant to a determination of whether your
complaint meets the prerequisites of a class complaint under 29 C.F.R. §1614.204(a)(2).

The Agency representative shall provide the following information:

1. A statement of the Agency's position on whether the complaint meets the
requirements of numerosity, commonality, typicality, and adequacy of representation, as required
by 29 C.F.R. §1614.204(a)(2) and whether the complaint should be dismissed for any other
reason under 29 C.F.R. §1614. )

2. Any other information and/or comments that you may have with respect to any
other items addressed to Complainant above.

Lastly, you must respond by no later than February 6,2012. The response must be
received by this office by said date. If you do not respond in a timely fashion, the EEOC will
apply appropriate sanctions, including the possibility of drawing and adverse inference or
recommendlng that the Agency dismiss the complaint pursuant to 29 C.F.R. §1614.204(d).

SO ORDERED. 7} K

Frances ée Toro

Admlmstr tive Judge
Tel|
Fax No/ |




U.S. Department of Justice

Complaint of Di- vimination

(See instructions on reverse,

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT: 1. AUTHORITY- The autharity to collect this information

is derived from 42 1.S.C, Section 2000e-16; 29 CFR Sections 1614,106 and 1614.,108.

2. PURPOSE AND USE-This information will be used to document the issues and allegations
of u complaint of discrimination bascd on race, color, sex (including sexual harassment),
religion, national origin, age, disability (physical or mental), sexual orientation or reprisal,

The signed statement will serve as the record necessary to initiate an mvestigation and will
become part of the complaint file during the investigation; hearing, if any; adjudication;
and appeal, If one, to the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission. 3, EFFECTS OF
NON-DISCLOSURE-Submission of this information is MANDATORY, Failure to fiurnish
this information will result in the complaint being returned without action,

L inant ne.
| |

2. Your
Home

StNrLAddﬁss..RD.NLmbﬁr_m.i)ﬁlce Box Number

Work

Ciw' :

3. Which Department of Justice Office Do You Belleve
Discriminated Against You?

Federal Bureau of Investigation

4. Current Work Address be

A. Name of Agency Where You Work

B. Street Address of Office
7799 Leesburg Pike, Suit 200

B. Street Address of Your Agend

C. City, State and Zip Code
Falls Church, Virginia 22043

C. City, State and Zip Code

D. Tl.kmd.ﬁmdnnﬂnu Iob

5. Date on Which Most Recent
Alleged Discrimination Took Place

6. Check Below Why You Believe You Were Discriminated Against?

O Race or Color (Give Race or Color) 0 Sg;cual Orientation
Momth  Day  Year O Religion (Give Religion) 1=

' =,
10 24 05 O Sex (GiveSex) 1O Male [0 Female N O }@pnsal :...,.:)_ (a1
O Sexual Harassment __: o )
DO Age (Give age) O rParental"St?atus ™
l' i —
O National Origin (Give National Origin) <z
X1 Disability O Physical X3 Mental D:C;lass C(;r?mlamt =

7. Explain How You Believe You Were Discriminated A,

harassment), Religion, Nationa! Origin, Age, Disability (physical or mental) Sexual Orientation, Parental Status, or Reprisal. Do not inclitle spec

ainst (treated differently from other employees or applicants) Because of Your Race, COI?I?-SIEX (mémtimg sexual

ssues or incidents

that you have not discussed with your EEQO Counselor. (You may continue your answer on another sheet of paper if you need more space’y

On October 24, as applicant for|

|failed Polygraph and told 16

no further processing would be possible. Have mental disabilities/medications that cause me to have greater
than average tendency to fail Polygraph. FBI fully informed of medical history prior to Polygraph. In this case,
use of ability to “pass” Polygraph as requirement for full adjudication constitutes discrimination. see attached

8. What Corrective Action Do You Want Taken on Your Complaint?

1) Polygraph results classified as “NO OPINION”

2) OPM psychiatric/psychological adjudication to determiné suitability, loyalty

3) Proceed with full Background Check/Adjudication

4) Position to remain available as offered until completion of 3)

9, A) I have discussed my complaint with an Equal Employment Opportunity Counselor andlor other B) Name of Counselor
EEO Official.
DATE OF FIRST CONTACT WITH DATE OF RECEIPT OF NOTICE OF FINAL O IHave Not
EEO OFFICE: INTERVIEW WITH EEO COUNSELOR: Contacted an
11 |02 05 11 . ' 9 I 05 EEO Counselor
10. Date of This Complaint: e

Month Day Year
11 i15 }05

FORM DOJ-201A
. MAR. 2001




NOTICE OF RIGHT TO FILE A DISCRIMINATION COMPLAINT

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF RIGHT TO FILE A DISCRIMINATION COMPLAINT
FROM: DATE: 11/9/2005

be
TO: - | |

(Name of Person Counscled)

This is to inform you that because the matter you brought to my attention has not been resolved to your
satisfaction, you are now entitled to file a discrimination complaint based on race, color, religion, sex,
national origin, physical or mental handicap, age, sexual orientation and/or reprisal. If you file a
complaint, it must be in writing, signed, and filed, in person or by mail within 15 calendar days after
receipt of this notice. |

You will be provided a form (DOJ 201-A) for filing your complaint. If filed by mail, it must be done
through the U.S. Post Office Department since the postmark is used to determine the date filed, The
internal FBI mailing system is not acceptable. It is preferred that the complaint be filed with the
Bureau's Equal Employment Opportunity Officer; however, any of the following officials are authorized
to receive discrimination complaints:

Equal Employment Opportunity Officer
Federal Bureau of Investigation

Room 7901

935 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20535-0001

Black Affairs Program Manager

Fe;.deral Womelcz"ls; Program Manager

Hispanic Emplc(:;ment Program Manager

Selective Placegent Program Manager ‘

(These individuals are located at the same address as listed above for the FBI's EEO Officer.)

Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Room 7176 ,
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20535-0001

(Rev. 2/2003)
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Special Agent in Charge
Field Office
Field Office Address

Director, Equal Employment Opportunity
(Assistant Attorney General for Administration)
U.S., Department of Justice

10th & Constitution Avenue, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20530

If you file your complaint with any of the above FBI officials (other than the EEO Officer), it will be sent
to the EEO Office for processing. Also, if you choose to file your complaint with any of the other
officials listed above, be sure to provide a copy of your complaint to the EEQ Office to ensure prompt
processing. “ '

In addition, if you file your complaint or a copy of same with the Department of Justice (DOJ), ensure

that you carefully review and comply with the instructions regarding the dissemination of complaint
material as contained in the Prohibited Communications form furnished you. This is necessary since not
all employees of the DOJ have top secret clearances. It should be emphasized that a complainant may

not wittingly or unwittingly disclose sensitive/classified information to individuals/agencies not having the
appropriate security clearance to receive such information. To avoid inadvertent disclosure of sensitive

or classified information that may be contained with the filing of a complaint form, it is suggested that all
FBI employees file their complaints with the FBI's Equal Employment Opportunity Officer.

. The complaint must be specific and encompass only those matters discussed with me. If you
retain an attorney or any other person to represent you, you and your representative must immediately
notify the EEO Officer, in writing. 'You and/or your representative will receive a written notice of
receipt of your discrimination complaint. Regarding your contacts with your representative, ensure you.
comply with instructions in the Prohibited Communications form.

(Rev. 2/2003)
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Discrin.  tion Complaint page 1

FBI Violation of 1973 Rehabilitation Act

History

In late June I sybmitted an application for a|:|position as advertised in announcement
[ was contacted several weeks later for an interview. On August 25, 1

received notification via e-mail that I had been selected for this position and that I needed
to submit an SF-86 and other forms to process my background information. These forms
were submitted as requested. .

On October 12, T had an interview at the FBI office at 7799 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church,
Virginia by Agent|:|to discuss my SF-86 application for a clearance. This
was a normal interview to discuss my SF-86 and Agenﬁy:lwas polite and
professional the entire time. We discussed among other items, my previous medical |

- history|

Il was also given a drug test and fingerprinted as part of this

meefing.

On October 24 from approximately 9:30am until 11:20am I was administered a
Polygraph examination as part of the FBI pre-employment activity.

The test took place at the FBI office in Suite 200, 7799 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, o
Virginia and was administered by Agent] who indicated he had been be
with the FBI for a total of I:Iyears and conducting Polygraph examinations for the
previouy__|years.

AgentlIlwas courteous, professional and went over the questions he would be
asking me during the Polygraph examination. Before the actual Polygraph, Agent
asked me about my medical history and I gave him the same information that 1.5
was on my SF-86 and previously given to Agentlil Before the Polygraph
examination I voluntarily signed a document consenting to the Polygraph examination.
Agen{  Tthen started the examination by asking me a set of questions about
foreign influences.

I rethember that Agent| seemed slightly upset after the first set of questions

about| [pecause he was mumbling something in an exasperated tone.
During the second set of questions about drug usage, my fingers were turning cold from ©¢
the pressure cuff, and when there was a break in the uestioning, I started rubbing my
forearm to help the circulation in my arm. Agent| must have noticed that I was
rubbing with my arm, because he asked me if I was alright, I said “yes, but my arm is

falling asleep”. Agentl did not say anything but proceeded with the second
repetition of the drug usage questions.

[#3}
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Discrin.  tion Complaint page 2

After the second repetition of the drug usage questions, Agent| | turned off the
machine and told me I had “failed”. I said to Agent| [that T had told the truth
and could not explain why I would have “failed”. Agent] |said that the
Polygraph indicated I was hiding something and it would be better to admit to a problem
then to “fail” the Polygraph. I said to Agen§|:|that 1 would like to help him, but
I'had told the truth, and I could think of no rational reason why the Polygraph would
indicate that I “failed”. Agent:hen explained he would report the test as

“failed” and he was certain it would be certified as such. I would therefore be disqualified {

from any further consideration for this position or any future employment with the FBL.

After I recovered from the emotional shock of being accused of deception, I immediately
started to investigate why the Polygraph results were incorrect. I tried to contact both
Agents iand| lto discuss if the trouble with my arm may have
affected the results; however neither returned my phone calls.

I had explained to AgentlIlduring my SF-86 interview on October 12, one of the
attractive attributes of my current position |was that I helped
defend my country. I viewed the FBI position as an opportunity to more directly employ
my talents and experience in the fight against Terrorism.

I'knew deception

m my application would not be tolerated and my entire background would be checked.
Under these circumstances, it would have been much easier to simply continue at my
current job, rather than risk my career by attempting to deceive the FBI.

After investigating the Polygraph examination and my medical history, I initiated an EEO
complaint of discrimination. I have recorded below the results of my investigation as
background for the EEO complaint.
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The Polygraph Results conflict with fact

I believe the Polygraph results indicating deception conflict with the following:

* - Thad cooperated with every request from the FBI and had not attempted to
evade/avoid the Polygraph examination.

! » My FBI application was extremely detailed and complete,| |

‘ | Agent

‘ | remarked on my candor in providing so much detail rather than
attempting to gloss over or hide my past mistakes. '

= Thad already passed a drug test as part of my interview on October 12.
* Ihad already submitted my fingerprints as part of my interview on October 12.
* Thavenow initiated an EEO complaint, which will draw intense scrutiny to this

situation and to my past. This would be acting against my own interests if I was
trying to hide a portion of my past from inspection.




b6

Discrim  tion Complaint page 4

This was my first Polygraph and | Trusted the FBI
The FBI website states:

“Except where otherwise provided by law, there will be no discrimination
because of color, race, religion, national origin, political affiliation, marital status,
disability, age, sex, sexual orientation, membership or non-membership in an
employee organization, or on the basis of personal favoritism”

“The FBI welcomes and encourages applications from persons with physical and
mental disabilities and will reasonably accommodate the needs of those persons.
The Bureau is firmly committed to satisfying its affirmative obligations under the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, to ensure that persons with disabilities have every

opportunity to be hired and advanced on the basis of merit within the Department
of Justice”

Having no previous experience with this kind of test, I had no reason to doubt my ability
to pass it. I was determined to tell the truth. My medication allows me to perform my job,
and physiological side-effects have not previously caused any job related problems.

The FBI was already aware of my mental disability through the SF86' and the interviews
with both agents. The FBI has extensive experience with the Polygraph and should have
been v1g11ant to utilize the Polygraph in a respons1b1e manner”.

The OPM website states as follows:

“Section 501 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.S.C. Section
791), prohibits discrimination on the basis of dzsabzltty in Federal employment

and requires the Federal Government to engage in affirmative actwn Jor people
with disabilities. The law:

* Requires Federal employers not to discriminate against qualified job
applicants or employees with disabilities. ...Federal employers should
ensure that their policies do not unnecessarily exclude or limit persons
with disabilities because of a job's structure or because of ... procedural,
or attitudinal barriers. ‘ :

* Requires employers to provide "'reasonable accommodations" to
applicants and employees with disabilities unless doing so would cause
undue hardship to the employers..Such accommodations may involve,
for example ... adjusting or modifying examinations.. :

* Prohibits selection criteria and standards that tend to screen out
Dpeople with disabilities, unless such procedures have been determined
through a job analysis to be job-related and consistent with business
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necessity, and an appropriate individualized assessment indicates that
the job applicant cannot perform the essential functions of the job, with
or without reasonable accommodation

* Requires Federal agencies to develop affirmative action programs
Jfor hiring, placement, and advancement of persons with disabilities...”

The FBI website states it requires® all applicants to successfully “pass” the Polygraph
examination as a condition for a complete adjudication. Therefore the ability to
successfully “pass” a Polygraph becomes a requirement of the position. My disabilities
and the medications I use (both correctly listed on my SF-86) put me into a disability
class with a tendency to “fail” this test.*> By not allowing a full adjudication, the FBI is
using “...selection criteria and standards that tend to screen out people with
disabilities...”* in violation of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

The United States Intelligence Community website states:

“Each Community member is an Equal Opportunity Employer and is compliant
with the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act. Applicants must be
US citizens willing to submit to polygraph examination.””

“US citizenship is required. All applicants must successfully complete an
extensive background investigation. Some positions may also require medical
and psychological examinations and a polygraph interview.””®

Based on these statements, passing a Polygraph examination is not a general requirement
for an Intelligence Community job, only the willingness to submit to.a Polygraph is a
requirement.

I am a Qualified Applicant

Under the Americans with Disabilities Act an individual with a disability is a person
who: '

e Has a physical or mental impairment that substantially limits one or more major
life activities;

* Has arecord of such an impairment’; or

* Isregarded as having such an impairment.
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A qualified employee or applicant with a disability is an individual who, with or without
reasonable accommodation, can perform the essential functions of the job in question. In
making me a conditional offer the FBI had already evaluated, based on my resume,
interview and application, that I was capable of the duties listed for this position as listed
in the announcement.'®

The Ability to Pass a Polygraph Examination is not a valid Suitability
Requirement

The listed duties of the position'! do not requlre the ability to successfully “pass” a
Polygraph examination.

The Department of Justice website contains the following warning statement concerning.
‘the Polygraph:

“...Though certain physiological reactions such as a fast heart beat, muscle
contraction, and sweaty palriis are believed to be associated with deception
attempts, they do not, by themselves, indicate deceit. Anger, fear, anxiety,
surprise, shame, embarrassment, and resentment can also produce these same
physiological reactions.”

Beyond the above, I am in a class of disabled individuals likely to be judged ;‘deceptive”
(i.e. “fail”) on a Polygraph; therefore it would be discriminatory to use the Polygraph
results as a determination of suitability.

The Ability to Pass a Polygraph Examination is not related to National
Security

At the completion of the informal portion of the EEO process, EEO counselor] | bé
who was very helpful) said she had contacted the head of the FBI Polygraph

unit and was told that “passing” the Polygraph examination was required because I would

have to get an SCI clearance, which was required for this position. I have investigated

this statement and I believe it is incorrect because of the following from DCID 6/4:

“The DCI exercises authority derived from statute and executive order over
access eligibility to SCI and delegates this authority to Determination
Authorities through Senior Officials of the Intelligence Community. ... Nothing
in this directive or its annexes shall be deemed to preclude the DCI or the DDCI
under the authority of the National Security Act of 1947, as amended , from
taking any actions regarding an individual's SCI access. 13 [Sic']
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“The granting of access to SCI will be controlled under the strictest application
of the "need-to-know" principle and in accordance with the personnel security
standards and procedures set forth in this directive.””

“Notwithstanding the status of an individual's background investigation,
departments and agencies with policies sanctioning the use of the Polygraph for
personnel security purposes may require Polygraph examinations when deemed
necessary by the department or agency head to be in the national security
interest of the United States. Where they exist, such Polygraph programs shall
be characterized by unified training and certification as well as by coordination

of scope, applicability and fairness issues to promote consistency, reciprocity
and due process.’

“Polygraph (only agencies with approved personnel security Polygraph
programs): in departments or agencies with policies sanctioning the use of the .
Polygraph for personnel security purposes, the investigation may include a
Polygraph examination, conducted by a qualified Polygraph examiner.””’

Based on these statements, passing a Polygraph examination is not a requirement from
the DNI for getting a SCI, but a Polygraph examination may be required as a means of
collecting information. Also Polygraph programs shall be characterized by coordination
of fairness issues to promote due process.

DCID 6/4 further defines the nature of the investigation for SCI as follows:

“A quality investigation is a thorough and comprehensive collection of
Javorable and unfavorable information from a variety of sources, past and
Dpresent, that may include employment(s), reference(s), neighborhood(s), credit,
police, and the Subject. ’ _
The determination of eligibility for access to sensitive compartmented
information is a discretionary determination using the whole person concept
that such access is clearly in the interests of the national security. Accordingly,
the investigation will be comprehensive and in such detail so as to affirmatively
address unquestioned loyalty to the United States, strength of character,
trustworthiness, honesty, reliability, discretion, and sound judgment, as well as
Jreedom from conflicting allegiances and potential for coercion, and
willingness and ability to abide by regulations governing the use, handling and
protection of sensitive compartmented information.”™

“...The ultimate determination of whether the granting of access is clearly
consistent with the interest of national security will be an overall common sense
determination based on all available information.””

“The adjudicative process is an examination of a sufficient period of a person's
life to make an affirmative determination that the person is eligible for a
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security clearance. Eligibility for access to classified information is predicated
upon the individual meeting these personnel security guidelines. The
adjudicative process is the careful weighing of a number of variables known as
the whole person concept. Available, reliable information about the person, past
and present, favorable and unfavorable, should be considered in reaching a
determination.””

“Although adverse information concerning a single criterion may not be
sufficient for an unfavorable determination, the individual may be disqualified
if available information reflects a recent or recurring pattern of questionable
Judgment, irresponsibility, or emotionally unstable behavior. Notwithstanding
the whole person concept, pursuit of further investigation may be terminated by
an appropriate adjudicative agency in the face of reliable, significant,
disqualifying, adverse information.”*

Because of my disabilities and the medications I ise, the Polygraph examination should
not be considered a source of “...reliable, significant, disqualifying, adverse
" information.” > ** and FBI use of unreliable information to predict a final adjudication:

1) violates the “whole person concept” required by Presidential order.?*

2) works against the interest of National Security and undercuts the integrity of
the SCI adjudication process, because it prevents an “...overall common
sense determination based on all available information.” * and also prevents
the “...examination of a sufficient period of a person'’s life to make an
affirmative determination that the person is eligible for a security
clearance...””*

Because of my disabilities and medications I am unlikely to “pass” a Polygraph, a criteria
that “passing” a Polygraph is a security requirement interferes with security clearance
adjudication and constitutes discrimination under the rehabilitation act of 1973; violates
executive order 12968, Section 3.1(c) and Section 3.1(e); and violates the requirement of
promoting due process in DCID 6/4 — Section 7.e. )
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The FBI’s Action is Deliberate Discrimination in Violation of Rehabilitation
Act of 1973 '

Again, as explained above, because of my disabilities and medications I am in a class
more likely than average to fail this test. Therefore, I believe for the FBI to require*’ that
I must have the ability to successfully “pass” the Polygraph examination as a condition
for a complete adjudication, constitutes discrimination. ‘

Because the FBI did not attempt to explain or resolve this complaint during the informal
phase of the EEOC process, the FBI’s actions should not be considered accidental, but
existing policy that deliberately violates Federal Law to discriminate against specific
groups of mentally disabled applicants.

Proposed Remedy

I am therefore suggesting the following Remedy, in the belief that they will not impose
undue hardship or undermine the ability of the FBI, the CIA or other intelligence
agencies to protect our country.

1.

2.

The classification of my Polygraph results of October 24 as “NO OPINION”
rendered

A psychiatric/psychological adjudication by OPM of my abilities to meet the
required standards of conduct for this position including that I am “stable;
trustworthy; reliable; of excellent character, judgment, and discretion; and of
unquestioned loyalty to the United States”. The results of the OPM adjudication
will be made a permanent part of my FBI file. _

The FBI will proceed with the full Background Check/Adjudication

The[__ bosition for which I was selected will continue to be available to me
based on a favorable final adjudication of suitability (including the security
requirement).

b6

I thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

(cell)
(work)
(home)
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REFERENCES

! My SF-86 contained the following statements: MEDICAL | |

% “In those instances when the examinee is undergoing treatment by a medical or mental health
professional, coordination with the attending medical or mental health professional is essential to evaluate
the examinee’s overall suitability and to obtain medical clearance to conduct PDD testing. This form of
coordination is also necessary to ensure that PDD testing does not interfere with ongoing treatment efforts
and to prevent PDD testing of an otherwise unsuitable examinee. .
Psychological Suitability: Polygraph testing of an examinee receiving current, on-going treatment and/or
prescribed medication by mental health professionals (psychiatrist, psychologist, mental health counselors
. or other mental health professionals) shall be discontinued or postponed until the examinee’s attending
mental health professional declares the individual suitable for PDD testing. Verbal authorization from the
attending mental health professional is permitted, but should be the exception and not the rule. In instances
where the examinee cites mental health related illnesses associated with severe depression or other severe
illnesses, written authorization from the attending mental health professional is mandatory. Any questions
concerning an examinee’s psychological suitability for PDD testing must be addressed with the attending
mental health professional and/or a CRC supervisor prior to PDD testing.

Physiological Suitability: Polygraph testing of an examinee being treated and/or prescribed medication by
medical professionals (doctors, physician assistants, nurses, of other medical specialist) for significant
injuries-or illnesses shall be postponed until the examinee’s attending medical professional declares the
individual suitable for PDD testing. Verbal authorization from the attending medical health professional is
permitted, but should be the exception and not the rule. In instances where the examinee Cites severe
medical illnesses, written authorization from the attending medical professional is mandatory. Any
questions concerning an examinee’s physiological suitability for PDD testing must be addressed with the
attending medical professional and/or a CRC supervisor prior to PDD testing.”, FORENSIC
PSYCHOPHYSIOLOGICAL DETECTION OF DECEPTION(PDD) POLICY AND PROCEDURE
MANUAL, Section 8.12 Examinee Suitability, UNITED STATES ARMY CRIMINAL
INVESTIGATION COMMAND, Effective 21 February 2005

? “Bach applicant who successfully completes the initial application process to include testing and
* interviews will be required to successfully complete a polygraph examination in order to continue
processing... Upon successful completion of the polygraph examination and drug test, applicants will be
afforded a full-fledged background investigation which includes credit and criminal checks; interviews of
associates; contacts with personal and business references; interviews of past and current employers and
neighbors; and verification of birth, citizenship, and educational achievements. ...”
FBI Website
4 «._.innocent neurotics and particularly psychotics were likely to be identified as deceptive. ...”
Scientific Validity of Polygraph Testing: A Research Review and Evaluation - A Technical Memorandum,
U.S. Congress, Office of Technology Assessment , Washington D.C., OTA-TM-H-15, November 1983 ~
Chapter 6 Factors Affecting Polygraph Examination Validity - Other Psychopathology
in reference to [74. Heckel, R. V., Brokaw, J. R., Salzberg, H. C., and Wiggins, S. L., “Polygraphic
Variations in Reactivity Between Delusional, Nondelusional, and Control Groups in a Crime Situation,"
Journal of Criminal Law,. Criminology and Police Science 53:380-383, 1962.]

5 Jetter from |- Attached bé
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§ See http:/www.opm.gov/disability/hrpro_5-01.asp
7 See http://www.intelligence.gov/3-whyworkic.shtml

§ See http://www.intelligence.gov/3-career infotech.shtml
? Op Cit (see 1)

11 IBID
12 United States Department of Justice Attorneys Manual, Section 9-13.300 — DOJ Website Co

'3 Personnel Security Standards and Procedures Governing Eligibility for Access to Sensitive
Compartmented Information (SCI), DCID 6/4

' Under public law 108-458, the “INTELLIGENCE REFORM AND TERRORISM

PREVENTION ACT OF 2004”, the Director of National Intelligence (or DNI) now has the responsibility
for the Standards and Procedures Governing Eligibility for Access to Sensitive Compartmented
Information

15 Op Cit (see 13) — section 4.2

16 IBID — section 7.e

7 IBID — Annex A, Section 13.0

' JBID — Annex B, Section2

¥ IBID — Section 10

2 IBID — Annex C, Section B.1
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2 IBID ~ Annex C, Section B.4
2 Op Cit (see 4)
2 Op Cit (see 5)

% Adjudicative Guidelines For Determining Eligibility for Access to Classified Information, Approved by
the President March 24, 1997

» IBID - Section 10
%6 Op Cit (see 13) — Annex C, Section B.1

z Op Cit (see 3)
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partment of Justice Complaint of Yjscrimination
(See instructions on 1. . sse)

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT: 1. AUTHORITY- The authority to collect this information The signed statement will serve as the record necessary to initiate an investigation and will
is derived from 42 U.S,C, Section 2000e-16; 20 CFR Sections 1614,106 and 1614,108. become part of the complaint file during the investigation; hearing, if any; adjudication;
2. PURPOSE AND USE-This information will be used to document the issues and allegations and appeal, if ane, to the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission. 3. EFFECTS OF
of a complaint of discrimination based on race, color, sex (including sexual harnssment), NON-DISCLOSURE-Submission of this information is MANDATORY. Failure to furnish
religion, national origin, age, disability (physical or mental), sexuaf orientation or reprisal, this information will result in the compluint being returned without action,
1. laingnt’s Eull Nama 2. Your falanhona-hhuahar Linaludi a code)
N — Home |
Str ffice Box Number
Work S — 1)
Ci?d'a(" and Zin Cade |

3, Which Department of Justice Office Do You Believe 4. Current Work Address
Discriminated Against You? .

Federal Bureau of Investigation

A. Name of Agenc;y Where YouRack

B. Street Address of Office ‘ B. Street Address of Your Agen
7799 Leesburg Pike, Suit 200

C. City, State and Zip Code

C. City, State and Zip Code

Falls Church, Virginia 22043 D, e
5. Date on Which Most Recent 6. Check Below Why You Believe You Were Discriminated Against? e o~
Alleged Discrimination Took Place o =3 -
3 Race or Color (Give Race ar Color) ' .]j Sexu:;lg:)rientatiff{:nj;r
Month Day Year 03 Religion (Give Religion) i 2 = .[' ‘3
11 28 05 O Sex (Give Sex) [0 Male [0 Female !X_-:i chrjshl i_::
[0 Sexual Harassment . (__3 — Z
O Age (Give age) Parent Status:™,j
O National Origin (Give National Origin) " Dy s
X Disability O Physical X Mental “ 5} Clas$:Chmplaint

7. Explain How You Believe You Were Discriminated Against (treated differently from other employees or applicants) Because of Your Race, Color, Sex (including sexual
harassment), Religion, National Origin, Age, Disability (physical or mental), Sexual Orientation, Parental Status, or Reprisal. Do not include specific issues or incidents
that you have not discussed with your EEO Counselor. (You may continue your answer on another sheet of paper if you need more space,) .-

On October 24, as applicant for| |failed Polygraph and told b6
no further processing would be possible. Have mental disabilities/medications that cause me to have greater
than average tendency to fail Polygraph. FBI fully informed of medical history prior to Polygraph. In this case,
use of ability to “pass” Polygraph as requirement for full adjudication constitutes discrimination. see attached )
On November 16, 2005 a formal complaint of discrimination was filed. On November 28, with full knowledge of the complaint
the FBI Security Division in retaliation issued a letter rescinding the COE of 9/14/2005 - see attached
8. What Corrective Action Do You Want Taken on Your Complaint?

1) Polygraph results classified as “NO OPINION™

2) OPM psychiatric/psychological adjudication to determine suitability, loyalty

3) Proceed with full Background Check/Adjudication

4) Position to remain available as offered until completion of 3) :

5) Irequest the EEOC to immediately seek a temporary injunction to prevent the FBI from rescinding the

Conditional offer of Employment of 9/14/2005 until completion of the EEOC process - see attached

9. A) I have discussed my complaint with an Equal Employment Oppottunity Counselor and/or other B) Name of Counselor
EEO Official.
DATE OF FIRST CONTACT WITH DATE OF RECEIPT OF NOTICE OF FINAL OO IHave Not
EEO OFFICE: INTERVIEW WITH EEO COUNSELOR: Contacted an
11 02 |05 1|9 05 EEO Counselor
02 o N |
10. Date of This Complaint: 11, Sion YourName Fere:
Month Day Year
12 | 01 [ 05

FORM DOJ-201A
MAR. 2001
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FBI Retaliation Complaint

History

In late June I submitted an application for a|:|as advertised in announcement -
I was contacted several weeks later for an interview. On August 25, 2005
I received notification via e-mail that I had been selected for this position and that I
needed to submit an SF-86 and other forms to process my background information. These
forms were submitted as requested.
b6
On October 12, 2005 I had an interview at the FBI office at 7799 Leesburg Pike, Falls
Church, Virginia by Special AgentlIl to discuss my SF-86 application for a
clearance. This was a normal interview to discuss my SF-86 and Special Agent
was polite and professional the entire time. We discussed among other items, my
. previous medical historvl

|1 was also given a drug test and fingerprinted as

part of this meefing.

On October 24, 2005 from approximately 9:30am until 11:20am I was administered a
Polygraph examination as part of the FBI pre-employment activity. I was told at that
meeting that I had not “passed” the polygraph.

After investigating the Polygraph examination and my medical history, I initiated an
Equal Employment Opportunity (EEO) complaint process, which resulted in the formal
complaint of discrimination filed November 16, 2005.

On November 28, 2005 the FBI security division issued a letter to me rescinding the
Conditional Offer of Employment (COE) (letter attached)
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The Rescinding of the COE by the FBI Security Division is Retaliatory

1) Thave obeyed all the administrative requirements for the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission (EEOC) process

2) The filing of the EEOC complaint is protected activity :

3) The FBI security division was contacted by the EEOC counselor during the
informal phase of the EEOC process and was fully aware that:

a.
b.

C.

EEOC activity was being initiated as a result of the discrimination
The relief being sought included a complete background check and
adjudication with respect to the offered position A
My employment in a position of High public trust (6C adjudication) is
being endangered through the actions of the FBI

4) The FBI security division mocks and obstructs justice:

a.

b.

The security division refused to give any merit to my complaint during the
informal phase
Suddenly faced with the formal complaint, the FBI security division
acknowledges the merit of my original complaint (“... results of your
Polygraph examination were not within acceptable parameters”) and but
unyielding to the superior process of the EEOC, acts without undisputed
cause to eliminate any possibility for my reasonably sought and fair relief
Through the above actions the FBI security division makes a mockery of
the EEOC process, at first requiring a formal complaint and then
attempting to render it impotent
Through the above actions the FBI security division obstructs JuStICC by
frustrating the ability of the EEOC to provide legitimate due process:
i. Interfering with otherwise existing relief, prior to completion of the
EEOC process
ii. Interfering with the EEOC’s ability to investigate the original. _
complaint in a timely manner by changing my status within the
employment process so as to reduce the importance of FBI
cooperation with the EEOC.

5) The FBI security division rescinding the COE under the pretext of normal
administrative procedure is retaliatory because without due process it :

a.

b.

C.

d.

Immediately renders the original complaint moot through removing the
sought relief ‘
Immediately asserts legitimacy to the implicit accusation that I lied to the
FBI as alleged by the Polygraph examiner.

Impacts my career because it prohibits me from being able to successfully
compete for future FBI positions.

Immediately causes additional emotional injury to myself and my family

6) Iam gainfully and productively employing my skills in the war on terror at my -
current position in support of| Rescinding the COE endangers
the adjudication required for this position. Directly against the interest of National
Security, rescinding the COE hinders my ability to defend my country.

bé
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I am requesting immediate temporary relief

Because the FBI actions assert the FBI's processes are superior to those of the EEOC and
the Constitution and these actions inflict immediate and irreparable harm to both my
‘complaint and the legitimate EEOC process, I am asking the EEOC to obtain a temporary
injunction restraining the FBI from withdrawal of the COE until after the conclusion of
the EEOC processes

Thank you,

bo




U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Washington, D.C. 20535

11/28/2005

Dear I

This is to advise you that our conditional offer of
appointment dated 09/14/2005, is hereby rescinded.

Although your desire to become affiliated with this Bureau
is appreciated, we are unable to further process your application,
based on the results of your polygraph examination on 10/24/2005.
As you are aware, all applicants for FBI employment must
successfully pass a pre-employment polygraph examination. The
results of your polygraph examination were not within acceptable
parameters. B

I know that this decision will be disappointing to you, but
trust that you understand the FBI'’s position in this matter.

Sincerely yours, .-

| | Chief
support Applicant Processing Unit
Security Division

o
(&3]

Procesging figﬁd office: WF




U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Washington, D. C. 20535-0001

NOV 2 2 2005
CERTIFIED

RE: | | aND
ALBERTO R. GONZALES, ATTORNEY GENERA
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ,
COMPLAINT OF DISCRIMINATION
FILE NUMBER:
FILED: NOVEMBER 16, 2005 (FACSIMILE)

Dear

This letter acknowledges our receipt of your formal
complaint of discrimination. It is among a number of other cases
pending review by my staff, and you may be assured that it is
being handled as expeditiously as possible. Pursuant to 29 CFR
Part 1614, you will be advised by separate letter as to which
bases and allegations of discrimination my office has accepted
for investigation. ‘

. You should be aware that you have the right to appeal
the final action on or dismissal of your complaint. You should
also be aware that if the complaint is accepted for
investigation, the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) is '
required to conduct an impartial and appropriate investigation of
your complaint within 180 days of the filing of.the complaint,
that date being May 15, 2006, unless the parties agree in writing
to extend the time period. As set forth in 29 CFR § 1614.108 (e),
the parties may voluntarily extend the time period for not more
than an additional 90 days. The FBI may unilaterally extend the
time period, or any period of extension, for not more than 30
days where it must sanitize a complaint file.

[e)}




NOTICE OF RIGHT TO FILE A DISCRIMINATION COMPLAINT

SUBJECT: . NOTICE OF RIGHT TO FILE A DISCRIMINATION COMPLAINT
FROM: i DATE: 11/9/2005
bé
TO: | |
(Name of Person Counseled)

This is to inform you that because the matter you brought to my attention has not been resolved to your
satisfaction, you are now entitled to file a discrimination complaint based on race, color, religion, sex,
national origin, physical or mental handicap, age, sexual orientation and/or reprisal. If you file a
complaint, it must be in writing, signed, and filed, in person or by mail within 15 calendar days after
receipt of this notice.

You will be provided a form (DOJ 201-A) for filing your complaint. If filed by mail, it must be done.
through the U.S. Post Office Department since the postrnark is used to determine the date filed, The
internal FBI mailing system is not acceptable. It is preferred that the complaint be filed with the
Bureau's Equal Employment Opportunity Officer; however, any of the following officials are authorized
to receive discrimination complaints:

Equal Employment Opportunity Officer
Federal Bureau of Investigation

Room 7901

935 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest
Washington, D.C, 20535-0001

Black Affairs Program Manager

Federal Womex?':: Program Managé

Hispanic Emplg:'ment Program Manager

Selective Placezent' Program Manager

(These individuals are Jocated at the same address as listed above for the FBI's EEO Officer.)

Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Room 7176

935 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20535-0001

(Rev. 2/2003)
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Special Agent in Charge
Field Office
Field Office Address

Director, Equal Employment Opportunity
(Assistant Attorney General for Administration)
U.S. Department of Justice

10th & Constitution Avenue, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20530

If you file your complaint with any of the above FBI officials (other than the EEO Officer), it.-will be sent
to the EEO Office for processing. Also, if you choose to file your complaint with any of the other
officials listed above, be sure to provide a copy of your complaint to the EEQ Office to ensure prompt
processing,

In addition, if you file your complaint or a copy of same with the Department of Justice (DOJ), ensure
that you carefully review and comply with the instructions regarding the dissemination of complaint
material as contained in the Prohibited Communications form furnished you. This is necessary since not
all employees of the DOJ have top secret clearances. It should be emphasized that a complainant may
not wittingly or unwittingly disclose sensitive/classified information to individuals/agencies not having the
appropriate security clearance to receive such information. To avoid inadvertent disclosure of sensitive
or classified information that may be contained with the filing.of a complaint form, it is suggested that all -
FBI employees file their complaints with the FBI's Equal Employment Opportunity Officer.

. The complaint must be specific and encompass only those matters discussed with me. If you
retain an attorney or any other petson to represent you, you and your representative must inmediately
notify the EEO Officer, in writing. 'You and/or your representative will receive a written notice of
receipt of your discrimination complaint. Regarding your contacts with your representative, ensure you
comply with instructions in the Prohibited Communications form.

. (Rev. 2/2003)
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SET 1

U.S. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
Office of Federal Operations
P. O. Box 19848
Washington, D.C. 20036

Complainant,
V. b

Alberto Gonzales,
_-Attorney General, ' b6
Department of Justice,
Lo Agency.

‘Appeal No. I:l

Agency No.

Héaring No.

DECISION

Pursuant to 29 C.F.R. § 1614.405, the Cormmssmn accepts complalnant’s appeal from the
agency’s March 8, 2007 final order in the above-entitled matter. Complainant alleged that the
agency discriminated against him, in violation of Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e et seq. and Section 501 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended, 29 U.S.C. § 791 ef seq., on the bases of disability (alcohol-induced Schizophrenia,
Adult Deficit Disorder, and depression) and in reprisal for prior protected EEQ activity when
on November 28, 2005, a conditional offer of employment for the |
position, vacancy announcerent number| was rescinded as a result of his failure

to pass a polygraph '‘¢xamination.
d )

We must first determine whether it was approprrate—Tor e AT 0 THEVE TSSUET & IECISION

without a hearing on this record. The Commission's regulations allow an AJ to issue a
decision without.a hearing when he or she finds that there is no genuine issue of material fact.
29 C.F.R. § 1614.109(g). This regulation is patterned after the summary judgment procedure
set forth in Rule 56 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The U.S. Supreme Court has
held that summary judgment is appropriate where a court determines that, given the substantive
legal and evidentiary standards that apply to the case, there exists no genuine issue of material
fact. Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 255 (1986). In ruling on a motion for
summary judgment, a court’s function is not to weigh the evidence but rather to _determine
whether there are genuine issues for trial. Id. at 249. The evidence of the non-moving party
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must be believed at the summary judgment stage and all justifiable inferences must be drawn in
the non-moving party’s favor. Id. at 255. An issue of fact is "genuine"” if the evidence is such
that a reasonable fact finder could find in favor of the non-moving party. Celotex v. Catrett,
477 U.S. 317, 322-23 (1986); Oliver v. Digital Equip. Corp., 846 F.2d 103, 105 (1st Cir.
1988). A fact is "material" if it has the potential to affect the outcome of the case.

If a case can only be resolved: by weighing conflicting evidence, issuing a decision without
holding a hearing is not appropriate. In the context of an administrative proceeding, an AJ
may properly consider issuing a decision without 'I.mlding a hearing only upon a determination
that the record-has been adequately developed: for summary disposition.  See Perty v.
Department of Defense, EEOC Appeal No. 01A24206 (July 11, 2003)." Finally, an AJ should
not rule in favor of one party without holding a hearing unless he or she ensures that the party
opposing the ruling is given (1) ample notice of the proposal to issue a decision without a
~ hearing, (2) a comprehensive statement of the allegedly undisputed material facts, (3) the
opportunity to respond to such a statement, and (4) the chance to engage in discovery before
responding, if necessary. According to the Supreme Court, Rule 56 itself precludes summary
judgment “where the [party opposing summary judgment] has not had the opportunity to
discover information that is essential to his opposition.” Anderson, 477 U.S. at 250. In the
hearing context, this means that the administrative judge must enable the parties to engage in
the amount of discovery necessary to properly respond to any motion for a decision without a
hearing. Cf. 29 C.F.R. § 1614.109(g)(2). (suggesting that an administrative judge could order
discovery, if necessary, after receiving an opposition to a motion for a decision without a
hearing).

The courts have been clear that summary judgment is not to be used as a "trial by affidavit."
Redmand v. Warrener, 516 F.2d 766, 768 (1st Cir. 1975). The Commission has noted that
when a party submits an affidavit and credibility is at issue, "there is a need for strident cross-
examination and summary judgment on such evidence is improper." Pedersen v. Department
of Justice, EEOC Request No. 05940339 (February 24, 1995). .

The undisputed record shows that complainant submitted an application for the vacancy
announcement and yas given a conditional offer of employment from the agency. The offer of
employment:was conditional on complainant's successful completion of a background check and
his passing of a polygraph examination. The agency requires that all applicants for permanent
employment pass a polygraph examination. Complainant did not request any accommodation
from the agency due to any alleged disability prior to taking the polygraph test.

Complainant's responses to ""Series I" of the Polygraph examination were "indicative of
deception." Series II included questions about the-use and sale of illegal drugs and whether
complainant had withheld any important information from his application. Immediately after
Series II, the agency polygraph administrator told complainant that he had "failed" the polygraph
examination and that he would be disqualified from any further consideration for the position
with the agency. -
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On December 2, 2005, complainant sent a letter to the Assistant Director of the Cyber Division.
In that letter, complainant requested that the agency waive the polygraph requirement for him.
Complainant claimed that his medications and the disorders he suffered gave him "less than a
" normal chance of. . . being within acceptable parameters for a polygraph test." He further stated
he was willing to take more polygraph examinations but that he felt they would "generate
unreliable results” and only "waste the FBI's time and money." Complainant did not submit any
medical documentation to support his request for a waiver. On January 24, 2006, the Chief in
the Personnel Adjudications Section, of the agericy's Security Division sent a letter denying
complainant's request for a waiver of the polygraph examination requirement.

Even assuming that the Commission has jurisdiction over complainant's reasonable
accommodation claim,! the AJ concluded that complainant has not established that he is
"qualified" for a pasition with the agency. Specifically, the AJ concluded that the undisputed
record supports the finding that the requirement to pass the polygraph examination is an essential
requirement, necessary for national security reasons, which the agency cannot be compelled to
waive. See Department of the Navy v. Egan, 484 U.S. 518, 529-30 (1988). Moreover,
complainant concedes that no effective reasonable accommodation exists since his purported
disability deprives him of the ability to provide reliable polygraph examination results.

With respect to complainant's disparate treatment claim, the undisputed record shows that the
agency requires that all applicants pass a polygraph examination as a condition of employment.
The undisputed record also.shows that all applicants who fail the polygraph examination are
precluded from employment. Moreover, the record is devoid of evidence to support a finding
that complainant was treated less favorably than similarly situated applicants outside
complainant's protected classes.

After a review of the record in its entirety, including consideration of all statements submitted
on appeal, it is the decision of the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission to affirm the
agency's final order, because the Administrative Judge’s issuance of a decision without a
hearing was appropriate and a preponderance of the record evidence .does not establish that
discrimination occurred.

3
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! The AJ concluded that the Commission does not have the authority to review the substance of
security clearance determinations or the validity of an employer's national security requirements.
See Lau v. Department of Justice, EEOC Appeal No. 01A10538 (March 28, 2001); Lyons v.
Department of the Navy, EEGC Request No. 05890839 (March 22, 1990) (The Commission has
indicated it is precluded from reviewing the substance of security clearance decisions and the
validity of the security requirement itself). However, the AJ concluded that the Commission
does have jurisdiction to review the agency's requirement that all employees pass a polygraph
examination and the issue of whether the complainant's polygraph examination results support
the agency's decision to rescind the offer of employment. :




STATEMENT OF RIGHTS - ON APPEAL

RECONSIDERATION (MO0701)

The Commission may, in its discretion, reconsider the decision in this case if the complainant
or the agency submits a written request containing arguments or evidence which tend to
establish that: i

1.  The appellate decision involved a clearly erroneous interpretation of material
fact or law; or

2. The appellate decision will have a substantial impact on the policies, practices,
or ‘operations of the agency.

Requests to reconsider, with supporting statement or brief, must be filed with the Office of
Federal Operations (OFO) within thirty (30) calendar days of receipt of this decision or
within twenty (20) calendar days of receipt of another party’s timely request for
reconsideration. See 29 C.F.R. § 1614.405; Equal Employment Opportunity Management
Directive for 29 C.F.R. Part 1614 (EEO MD-110), 9-18 (November 9, 1999). All requests
and arguments must be submitted to the Director, Office of Federal Operations, Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission, P.O. Box 19848, Washington, D.C. 20036. In the
absence of a legible postmark, the request to reconsider shall be deemed timely filed if it is
received by mail within five days of the expiration of the applicable filing period. See 29
C.F.R. § 1614.604. The request or opposition must also include proof of service on the other

party. , -

Failure to file within the time period will result in dismissal of your request for reconsideration
as untimely, unless extenuating circumstances prevented the timely filing of the request. Any
supporting documentation must be submitted with your request for ‘reconsideration. The
Commission will consider requests for reconsideration filed after the deadline only in very
limited circumstances. See 29 C.ER. § 1614.604(c). '

COMPLAINANT 'S RIGHT TO FILE A CIVIL ACTION (S0900)

You have the right to file a civil action in an appropriate United States District Court within
ninety (90) calendar days from the date that you receive this decision. If you file a civil
action, you must name as the defendant in the complaint the person who is the official agency
head or department head, -identifying that person by his or her full name and official title.
Failure to do so may result in the dismissal of your case in court. "Agency" or "department"
means the national organization, and not the local office, facility or department in which you
work. If you file a request to reconsider and also file a civil action, filing a civil action will
terminate the administrative processing of your complaint. ' : :




RIGHT TO REQUEST COUNSEL (Z1199)

If you decide to file a civil action, and if you do not have or cannot afford the services of an
attorney, you may request that the Court appoint an attorney to represent you and that the
Court permit you to file the action without payment of fees, costs, or other security. See Title
VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C. § 2000¢ et seq.; the Rehabilitation
Act of 1973, as amended, 29 U.S.C. §§ 791, 794(c). The grant or denial of the request is

“ within the sole discretion of the Court. Fﬂmg a request for an attorney does not extend your
time in which. to file a civil action. Both the request and the civil action must be filed within
the time limits as stated in the paragraph above ("Right to File A Civil Action").

FOR THE COMMJSSION:
@"‘%{ /‘%’ff ) fs'éif,«f}/w.

Carlton M. Hadden, Director
Office of Federal Operations

SEP 7 2007
Date
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

For timeliness purposes, the Commission will presume that this decision was received
within five (5) calendar days after it was mailed. I certify that this decision was mailed to
the following recipients on the date below:

be :

IDirector, EEO Steiff

Department of Justjce (FBI)

Room 7901 -

935 Pennsylvania Ave., NW BLDG. JEH
Washington, DC 20535

SEP 72007

by

. Date

Equal Opportinity Assistant

Cl




U.S. Depar ent of Justice

Complaint Adjudication Office

Lot

EEOC Number | |

[e

Agency Complaint No.| | b

DJ Number

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Patrick Henry Building, Ste. 5300 H A
Washington, DC 20530 WAR 8 2007

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE FINAL ORDER

in the matter of

v. Federal Bureau of Investigation . P°

Based on a review of the record in the above-referenced
matter the Department of Justice accepts the Administrative
Judge’s decision that complainant was not discriminated against
based on disability or reprisal.

Mark L. Gross
Complaint Adjudication Officer
Department of Justice




U.S. Departy.. .nt of Justice

Complaint Adjudication Office

Agency Complaint Number | |
DJ Number

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Patrick Henry Building, Ste. 5300 4
Washington, DC 20530 WAR 8 2007

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE MEMORANDUM
Explaining the Final Order

in the matter of
b6

| | v. Federal Bureau of Investigation

Under the EEOC regulation at 29 C.F.R. 1614.110, when an
Administrative Judge has issued a decision, the agency shall
issue a final order notifying the complainant whether or not the
agency will fully implement the Administrative Judge’s decision.
In this case, the Administrative Judge’s decision is fully
supported by the record and will be fully implemented. In
explaining how the decision was reached, the Administrative Judge
identified the proper issues, focused on the relevant facts and
referred to the correct legal standards. The Administrative
Judge’s decision is sufficiently thorough and there is no need
for further clarification or elaboration. For these reasons, the
Department of Justice adopts the findings in the Administrative
‘Judge’s decision and enters a final order acknowledging that the
Administrative Judge’s decision will be fully implemented. =

=Y/

Mark L. Gross
Complaint Adjudication Officer

- Attornsy
Complaint .Adjudication Office
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\ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA )
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE
1801 L Street, N.W. S. 100
Washington, D.C. 20507

) -
) be
Complainant, ) EEOC Case. No.
) I
, )
. ) Agency Case No.
TR —
)
Alberto Gonzales, )
United States Attorney General, )
United States Department of Justice, )
(Federal Bureau of Investigation), )
Agency. )
) January 31, 2007
)
ORDER ENTERING JUDGMENT CT

For the reasons set forth in the enclosed Decision, judgment in the above-captioned
matter is hereby issued for the Agency. A Notice To The Parties explaining their appeal rights is
attached to the Decision. .It is further ordered that the Agency shall provide this office with a -
copy of its decision in this matter. ’

This Office is also enclosing a copy of the hearing record and the Report of Investigation
for the Agency.

It is so ORDERED.

Gerald M. Goldstein
Administrative Judge :
202.419-0747; Fax 202.419.0739

For the Commission:




By U.S. Mail First Class:

|
Mark Gross
Complaint Adjudication Officer
U.S. Department of Justice
Civil Rights Division
Patrick Henry Building
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530
[Hearing Record and Report of Investigation]

By Facsimile: ':,
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE
1801 L Street, N.W. S. 100
Washington, D.C. 20507

)
| ) -

Complainant, ) EEOC Case. No.
) I |
) .

V. ) Agency Case No.

) [ _y:
)

Alberto Gonzales, )

United States Attorney General, )

‘United States Department of Justice, )

(Federal Bureau of Investlgatlon), )

Agency. )
) January 31, 2007.
) :

DECISION

This is a Decision issued pursuant to 29 C.F.R. § 1614.109(g) (2006). On August 23,
2006, the United States\ Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation, (“FBI” or—
“Agency”) submitted a Motion for Findings and Conclusions Without a Hearing in Favor of the -
Agency (“Motion” or “Motion for Summary Judgment”). Complainant filed an Opposition
(“Opposition”), which the Agency filed a Reply thereto.'

ISSUES ACCEPTED FOR INVESTIGATION
The allegations accepted fbr investigation were:
~ Whether the Complainant was discriminated against based on mental dlsablhty

and 1epnsa1 for his EEO activity, when by letter dated Nove ‘
conditional offer of employment for thel | b

vacancy announcement number| |was rescinded as a result of his

! Complainant’s subsequent filing afte1 the submission of the Agency’s Reply will not be considered in
this proceeding.




failure to pass a polygraph examination.
Report of Investigation (“ROI”), Tab. 6.

BACKGROUND AND FACTS

In Jate June 2005, the Complainant, or “Complainant”),

submitted an application for o [with the FBI in response to Vacancy

Anno,uncementlZl("Vaeancy Announcement”). ROI, Complaint of Discrimination,

Tab 2, and Vacancy Announcement, Tab 14. The Vacancy Announcement indicated that the

|required Top Secret and Sensitive Compartmented Information

(“SCT”) clearances.? ROI, Tab 14. The Vacancy Announcemenf stated that applicants must
“consent ‘to a complete background investigation, urinalysis, and polygraph.” Id. In addition,
the Vacancy Announcement advised disabled applicants who needed a reasonable
accommodation to contact the FBI to request such an ‘accommodation. [d.

Complainant submitted an application for the Vacancy Announcement and was given a
conditional offer of employment from the FBI. Amended Complaint of Discrimination, ROI, Tab
2 The offer of employment was condmonal on Complainant’s successful completlon ofa
background check and his passing of a polygraph examination. ROI, Tab 2; Manual of
Investiéative Operations and Guidelines (“MIOG”) Pamt 1, Section 67-8.2 et seq., ROI, Tab 27.
The Pf‘BI requires that all applicants for permanent employment pass a polygraph examination. '
MIOG Part 1, Section 67-8.2.1, ROI, Tab 27.

As part of the process of obtaining a Top Secret clearance, Complainant submitted a

* Top Secret and SCI clearances are separate clearances as explained in Executive Order 12958 ~ Classified National
Security Information, as Amended, attached to the Motion as Exhibit 1 and Director of Central Intelligence
Directive 6/4 Personnel Security Standards and Procedires Governing the Eligibility for Access to Sensitive
Compartmented Information (“DCID 6/4™), Exhibit 2, Motion. All FBI employees must have a Top Secret
clearanice, and only those employees exposed to SCI must also have SCI clearance.
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Questionnaire for National Security Positions (“SF-867) to the FBI. SF-86, ROI, Tab 15.

Complainant indicated in the SF-86 that he had been previously diagnosed

Id. He stated

Id. On October 12, 2005, the FBI conducted a

security interview and reviewed the SF -86 with ROI, Tab 2.

On October 24; 2005, Complainant took a polygraph examination with the FBI. Icz’.- Prior
to the polygraph examination, Complainant signed a &ocument, “Applicant‘ Agreement to
Interview wit,h'Polygr@h” (“Polygraph Agreement). Polygraph Agreement, ROI, Tab 20.
Complainant signed the following rstatement in the Polygraph Agreement:

I'understand that I am being requested to undergo a polygraph examination
regarding information I have provided in my application for employment or in
interviews relating to my suitability for employment. '

I further understand that the results of the examination, my refusal to undergo a
polygraph examination, or my failure to cooperate during a polygraph
examination will be considered along with the other factors in evaluating my
suitability for employment.

I'understand that, should deception be indicated during the course of this
examination, I will not be eligible for further consideration for the position for
which I am applying.

Id.

Complainant did not request any accommodation from the FBI due to any alleged

disability prior to taking the polygraph; test. Swom Statement, 2, ROI, Tab 1 l;l:l

(o))

Sworn Statement, 5, ROI, Tab 9. ; ' b

During the polygraph examination, Complainant answered two series of questions —

Series I and Series I1. Polglgfaph Report, ROI, Tab 20. responses during Series I

3




were not indicative of deception. Complainant’s respénses during Series II were “indicative of
deception.” Id. Series II inclﬁded questions about the use and sale of illegal drugs and whether
Complainant had wi’ghhe@ any important infoimation from his application. Immediately after
Series II, the FBI pol:ygrapher told Complainant that he had “failed” the polygraph examination
and that he would be! disqualified from any further consideration for the position with the FBI.
Complaint of Discrhilination, ROI, Tab 2.

On October 26, 2005, at 4:04 p.m., Complainant contacted an EEO counselor from the
FBI’s Office of Equal Employment Opportunity Affairs (‘OEEOA”). Exhibit 3 of Agencii’s
Reply Brief. The Complainant’s first contact was in the form of a letter sent via facsimiile to
- OEEOA.

As part of the FBI’s processing of Complainant;s polygraph examination, the FBI’s
Applicant Program Manager, Polygraph Unit, Security Division, independently reviewed the
results of his polygraph. |:|Sworn Statement, 2, ROI, Tab 11. This review also occurred on
October 26; 2005, the same day that Complainant faxed his letter to OEEOA. ROI, Tab 20. The
Applicant Program Manager agreed with the polygrapher’s conclusion that Complainaﬁt_’;
responses during Series II were indicative qf deception. /d.

On Novembeir 28, 2005, the FBI’s Security Division sent a letter to Complainant

indicating that the conditional offer of employment was rescinded because the results of his

polygraph examination were not within acceptable parameters Letter, ROIL, Tab 21.

On Decembef 2, 2005, Complainant sent a letter to the Assistant Director of the Cyber

Division| __ |Létter, ROI, Tab 22.
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Id. He stated he was willing to take more

polygraph examinations but that he felt they would “‘generate unreliable results” and only “waste

the FBI’s time and money.” /d. Complainant did not submit any medical documentation to

support his request for a waiver.
. : i

On January 24, 2006, Chief Personnel Adjudicatio'ns Section, of the

FBI’s Security Division sent a letter denying Complainant’s request for a waiver of the
polygraph examination requirement. I:lLetter, ROI, T:ab 23. Chief] I:lstated that
Complainant had failed to submit any medical documentatign‘ supporﬁng his request for a \;vaiver
of the polygraph tests. ,
| ANALYSIS | |

Summary judgment is appropriate if the record and the pleadings establish no genuine
issue as to any material fact and the moving party is entitled to judgme1.1t ais a matter of law. 29
C.FR. § 1614.109(g); See also, Murphy v. Dep 't of the Army, EEOC Appéal No. 01A04099 (July
11, 2003) (noting that the regulation governing decisions without a hearing is modeled after Fed.
R. Civ. P. 56). Only disputes ove1: facts that might affe;:t the outcome of t%w suit under governing
law, and not irrelevant or uﬁnecessary factual disputes, will preclude the entry of summary
judgment. Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242,248 (1986).2 :_In opposing summary
judgment, Complainant may not rest upon mere allegations.z;’ Fed. R. Civ. !P.. 56'(e)‘ Instead,

Complainant “must set forth specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue” that requires a

>. There is no genuine issue of material fact if the relevarit evidence in the record, taken as a whole, indicates that a
reasonable fact-finder could not return a verdict for the party opposing summary judgment. Anderson v. Liberty
Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 248 (1986); Martsushita Elec. Indus. Co. v. Zenith Radio, 475 U.S. 574, 587 (1986); Aka v.
Wash. Hosp. Ctr., 156 F.3d 1284, 1290 (D.C. Cir. 1998) (en banc) (adjudicator must assess all evidence in its full
context to decide whether sumimaiy judgment is appropriate). For purposes of deciding the Motion for Summary
Judgment, all facts are construed in the light most favorable to the nonmoving party, the Complainant.
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hegring. Id. To establish a factual dispute, affidavits must “be made on personal knowledge, ...
set[ting] forth such facts as would be admissible in evidence.” Id. See also Greene v. Dalton, 1.64
F.3d;671, 675 (D.C. Cir. 1999).

‘ In this adllninistrative process, summary judgment may only be granted when the record
is su’gfﬁciently developed to support a decision without a hearing, keeping in mind the quasi-
investigativ‘e ﬁature of these proceedings. Petty v. Dep 't of Def., EEOC Appeal No. 01A24206
(July 11, 2003); See also Murphy at 3.

| JURISDICTION

The Commission does not have t11é authority to review the substance of security
clearance determinations or the validity of an employer’s national security requirements. See
Lau V. Dept. of Justice, EEOC Appeal No. 01A10538 (March 28, 2001); Galbreath v. Dept. of
Nav;i EEOC Request No. 0548927 (November 4, 1999); Schroeder v. Dept. of Defense, EEOC
Requ!est No. 05930248 (April 14, 1994); Lyons v. Dept. of Navy, EEQC Request No. 05890839
(March 22, 1990) (The Commission has.il_ldicated it is precluded from reviewing the éubstance
of security clearance decisions and the validity of the security requigement itself). The ~
Commission is also precluded from rcvi.ewing the credence and/or the pretextuality of an
agency’s articulated reason of a national security interest. Lau, supra.(A complainant who
challenges the validity of an agency’s nétionaf security requirements . . . fails to state a claim

I
over which the Commission has jurisdiction.”).

" The Commission does not have jurisdiction to review either the Agency’s requirement
that all employees pass a polygraph examination or the issue of whether the Complainant’s

! - )
polygraph examination results support the Agency’s decision to rescind the offer of employment.

However, the Commission does have Jurisdiction to determine whether the grant, denial, or
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revocation of a security clearance was conducted in a nondiscriminatory manner. /d. The
Commission h:as jurisdiction over claims that the Complainant was subjected to disparate
treatment duril;g the Agency’s application of a national security requirement. Lyons, supra.
: CLAIMS OF DISABILITY DISCRIMINATION

To estabhsh a case of disability discrimination, Complamant must initially establish that
he is a qualified individual with a disability. 29 CE.R. § 1614.203(a)(6). A "qualified
individual with a disability" is an individual with a disability who, with or without reasonable
accommodation, can perform the essential functions of the position in queétion. 29 C.F.R.'§§
1614.203(6)- anjd 1630.2. An "individual with a disability" is defined as one who: "(i)hasa
physical or mental impairment which substantially limits one or more of such person's major life
activities; (ii) has a record of such an impairment; or (iii) is regarded as having such an
impairment." 29 C.F.R. §§ 1614.203(a)(1) and 1630.2(g). The term "maJ'"or life activities:" refers
to such functions as caring for one's self, performing manual tasks, walking, seeing, hearing,
speaking, breathing, learning, and working. 29 C.F.R. §§ 1614.203(a)(3) and 1630.2(j).

If Complainant meets the thresheld definition. of é person with a disability, the next stage
of inquiry is whether he is a “qualified” individual with a disability. 29 C.F.R. § 1614.203(c) (2).
A qualified 111d1v1dua1 1s one who can perform the essential functlons of the position in question
7 with or w1thout reasonable accommodatlon 29 C.ER. § 1614.203 (a)(6). In-order for the
Agency to hgve; a duty to accommodate a disability, Complainant must show that he/she is a
qualified individual with a disability. See Toyota Motors Manufacz‘uri#g, Kentucky, Inc. v.
Williams, 534 US 184, 122 S. Ct. 681, 693-94 (200}?; 29 C.F.R. § 1614.203(c) (2004).

If Complainant proves that hé isa quaIliﬁed individual with a disability, the analysis may

continue along traditional Title VII lines (see St. Mary '.S‘.HOI’I.OIf' Ctr. v. Hicks, 509 U.S.‘r 502
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(1993)), or, if reasonable accommodation is at issue, then the Agency must demonstrate that it
was not possible to accommodate the handicap without undue hardship on the operation of its
program. 29 C.F.R. § 1630.9; Carter v. Bennett, 840 F. 2d 63, 65-66 (D.C. Cir. 1988).
POLYGRAPﬁ EXAMINATION REQUIREMENT

The Agency requires that all applicants ioass a polygraph examinatic;n. Consequeutiy,
the circumstances surrounding the polygraph examination requirement do not give rise to an
inference of discrimination. See Ward v. Dept. of Justice, EEOC Appeal No. 01973627 (April
20, 2000) (holding that disparate treatment claim failed as a matter of law because the ageﬁcy
réqﬁired all applicants to take and pass a polygraph examination.) Therefore, Complairiant’s
claim that he was éubj ected to disparate treatment because he was required to pass a polygraph
examination fails as a mgfter of law.

LACK OF SECOND POLYGRAPH EXAMINATION

Complainant implies that he was treated differently than the complainant in Ward and
other applicants whom he claims were given reasonable accommodations during the polygraph
process. In Ward, the complainant was given a second opportunity at a polygraph examifiation
and questions were altered by the agency in an effort to accommodaée the complainant’s
disability. In the present case, the Agency admitted that it had “changed the rele\}ant questions
for certain applicants.” RQI, Tab 12, 4.

Complainant articulated his theory of disparate tréatrnent for the first time in his
Opposi’;ion. The accepted issue was whether the Agency discriminated against him when it
rescinded his conditional offer of employment, not vs_z_l}ether the Agency discriminated against

him by failing to offer a second polygraph examination. ROI, Tab 3.

“ Although this new allegation is dismissible as Complainant failed to exhaust his administrative
‘ 8




The Complainant’s claim of disparate impact on the grounds that he was not given

reasonable accommodations during the polygraph examination process fail as a matter of law

because he cannot establish his prima facie case. !

The Complainant has not established that he is “‘qualified” for a position with the Agency.

According to 29 C.F.R. § 1614.203(a)(6), a “qualified individual with a disability” is a disabled
person who, with or without feasonable accommodation, can perform the! essential functions of
the position in question. Zimmerman v. National Archives, EEOC Appeal No. 01941377 (May
18, 1995). The Agency requires that all applicants pass a polygraph examination as a cond.ition
of employment. . Ward, supra. An applicant who fails the polygraph examination is precluded
from eméloyment. Id. According to the Complainant, his purported disability deprives him of
the ability to provide reliable polygraph eJ.(amination results. Without the ability to provide
reliable polygraph examination results, the Complainant is unable to mee% the necessary .
requirement of p.assing a poly;graph examination.

Also, the circumstances of the Complainant’s polygraph examination do not give rise to

N\ -

.an inference of discrimination. The Complainant attempts to create an inference of
discrimination by showing that he was treated differently than other allegedly similarly situated
applicants.

| Assuming arguendo that the agency in Ward was the FBI, there are enough differences
such that the Complainant is not s.imilarly sitnated to Ward.” In Ward, th;e applicant sought

employment in August 1994. Ward applied for a position as a Litigation ;Suppofc Attomey,

while the Complainant sought a position as [Ward only required a Top

i
. |
remedies, it will be discussed infra. I

>The published decision in the Ward case does not identify the agency within the Department of Justice to which

that complainant applied for a position.
9
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Secret clearance not an SCI clearance. Ward attributed his polygraph examination results to his

inability to recall certain events due to alcohol-induced blackout periods, whereas the

Complainant attributes his polygraph examination resu]ts| | ROL,

Tab 22. These differences are sufficient to conclude that the Complainant and the applicant in
Ward were not similarly situated.

Assuming arguendo that the Complainant and the applicant in Ward are similarly situated,
as explained below, there is no basis to infer discrimination in these circumstances. Ward was
permitted to take a second polygraph examination after he sought EEO counseling. Ward '
complained of discrimination before he was permitted a second polygraph examinatior and that
the offer of a second polygraph occurred during the informal counseling period. There is nc
reason to infer that Ward was given preferential treatment compared to the Complainant.

As stated previcusly, Complainant never requested that he be given a second polygraph
examination. Instead Complahmnt requested that the Agency waive the entire polygraph
requiremc;'lts, without submitting any medical evidence to support his request. ROL Tab 22. In
the absence ofa r'equest for a second polygraph, it is even more difficult to infer discrirhiﬁation_
based upon the Agency’s failure to give the Complainant one. Additionally, the Complainant
stated on several occasions that the results of any po’iygraph examination that he might take
would be unreliable. According to the Complainant, he is willing to take additional polygraph
examinations but that they would “generate unreliable results and only waste the FBI’s time and
money.” ROI, Tab 22. Based upon of these circumstance, there is no reason to infer that the
Agency’s failure to offer the Complainant a second'p_clygraph examination was motivated by a

discriminatory animus against the Complainant.

10
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REASONABLE ACCOMMODATION

The accommodation that the Conuﬂainant seeks is a waiver of the requirement that he
pass a polygraph examination. The Complainant’s reasonable accommodation claim involves
the Commission’s jurisdiction with respect to the FBI’s security clearance measures. In this case,
the Complainant seeks to have the Commission order the Agency to eliminate a national security
requirement, i.e., passing a polygraph examination, which the A gency has deemed necessary to
determine who will be granted access to classified information. If Complainant’s request were
granted, it would permit the Commission, not the FBI, to have the final say in deciding whéther
to repose trust in an employee who seeks access to _&;lassi,ﬁed information, which is coritrary to
existing precedent. See Dept. of Navy v. Egan, 484 U.S. 518, 529-30 (1988). The Commission,
therefore, has no jurisdiction over the Complainant’s claim seeking that specific reasonable
accommodation under the Rehabilitation Act.

The Complainant argues that the Agency’s polygraph examination requirement is a
sﬁitability requiren.lent rather than a national secuﬁty-requirement. According to the Agency, the
ioolygraph exaniination requirement is both. Assuming arguendo that the Complainant i.s‘éorrect
and that the Commission has jurisdiction over the Complainant’s rgasonable accommodation
claim, Complainant must show, inter a-lia, that he 1s a “qualified” individual with a d’isability.‘
Terry v. Dept. of Agriculture, EBOC Appeal No. 01A41609 (Aug.'25; 2006) aff’'d EEOC
Request No. 052007 (Nov. 9, 2006). As stated above, the Agency requires that ai] apfalicants
pass a polygraph examination as a condition of employment, and any applicant who fails the
polygraph examination is precluded from employment. Egan, supra. The Complainant failed
his polygraph examination. An essential requiremeﬁt and perquisite of obtaining employment
with the FBI, was passiné ﬂ-]e polygraph exa1ninati6n. ;&.bsent meeting one of the basic and

11




essential perquisites for employment with thcAgenc&, Complainant was not qualified for a
position with the Agency.

Moreover, the Complainant admitted that tlle;e is no reasonable accommodation
available for his purported disability. ROI, Tab 22. The Complainant asserted that the results of
any polygraph examination would be unreliable; thefefore, he has requested that he be excused
from passing a polygraph examination. As stated pr(:aviously, passing a polygraph is an essential
requirement for the position at issue in this proceediflg. Because this requirement is necessary
for national security reasons, the Agenéy cannot be f:onlpelléd to waive it. Egan, supra. ]En the
i ab'sencé of any alternative, no accommodation exists.. Ifno accommodation exists, then the
Complainant is not a “qualiﬁed” individual. Terry, s;upra. (“Upon review of the record, we find
that complainant did not show that there was an accommodation available that would have‘
allowed her to perform the duties of [the] position. Therefore, complainant has not shown that
she [is] a qualified individual with a disability.”). |

REPRISAL CLAIM

To establish a prima facie case of reprisal Complainant must demonstrate: (1) he
engaged in a protected activity; (2) the Agency was dware of the protécted activity; (3) he was
subjected to adverse treatment by the Agency; and (4) a nexus existed bétween the protected
activity and the adverse treatment.” Id. “A nexus may be shéwn by evidence that the adverse
treatment followed the protected activity within suchia period of time and in such manner that a
reprisal motive is inferred.” Grier, Jr. v. Dept. of Transportation, EEOC Appeal No. 01A53088
(Aug. 7, 2006). As stated previously, the Commission does not have the authority to review the
substance of the Agency’s national security determination. Assuniing arguendo that the

Commission has jurisdiction over the claim for reprisal, the timing and the nature of

12




Complainant’s disqualification for employment do not create an inference of reprisal.
The record established that the Complainant first notified the Agency of his claim of

discrimination on October 26, 2005, at 4:04 P.M. Exhibit 3 of the Agency’s Reply Brief. The

Complainant notified the Agency via a facsimile to OEEOA. On that same day,

reviewed the results of the Complainant’s polygraph examination

and concurred with the polygrapher’s conclusion that the Complainant had failed. Based upon
the time of day the Agency received the Complainant’s leﬁter and that the letter was sent via
* facsimile to OEEOA rather _than:lor the Agency’s Polygraph' Unit, there is no basis to infer
tllét:lconcurrence was motivated by reprisal.

The Agency’s own regulations require that an applicant who fails the p_olygraph
examination be precluded from employment with the Agency. The Complainant signed a
- statement that his that his conditional offer would be rescinded if he did not pass a polygraph
examination. ROI, Tab 20. The rescission of the Complainant’s conditional offer of
employment based upon the polygraph examination results, does not reasonably give rise t6 an
i'nferénce of discrimination. Based upon the circumstances here, including the ' timing and nature
of the rescission of the Complainant’s conditional offer of employment, Complainant’s claim for
reprisal fails as a matter of law.

CONCLUSION

Conclusory assertions that the Agency’s intention and motivation are questionable are not

enough to withstand a sﬁmm’ary judgment motion. Goldberg v. Green & Co., 836 F.2d 845, 848

(4th Cir. 1987); Ross v. Communications Satellite Corp., 759 F.2d 355, 365 (4th Cir. 1985).
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For the reasons set forth above, I conclude that Complainant has raised no genuine issues
of material fact or credibility that would require a hearing. See Barbour v. Merril, 48 F. 3d 1270,

1277 (D.C. Cir. 1995). Accordingly, the Agency’s Motion For Summary Judgment is

GRANTED.

It is so ORDERED. .

Gerald M. Goldstein
Administrative Judge

For the Comumission:

-
[o)
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NOTICE

This is a decision by an Equal Employment Opportunity Commission Administrative Judge
issued pursuant to 29 C.F.R. § 1614.109(b), 109(g) or 109(I). With the exception detailed
below, the complainant may not appeal to the Commission directly from this decision.
-BEOC regulations require the Agency to take final action on the complaint by issuing a final
order notifying the complainant whether or not the Agency will fully implement this decision
within forty (40) calendar days of receipt of the hearing file and this decision. The complainant
may appeal to the Commission within thirty (30) calendar days of receipt of the Agency’s final
“order. The complainant may file an appeal whether the Agency decides to fully implement this
decision or not.

The Agency’s final order shall also contain notice of the complainant’s right to appeal fo the

- Commission, the right to file a civil action in federal district court, the name of the proper
defendant in any such lawsuit and the applicable time limits for such appeal or lawsuit. If the
final order does not fully implement this decision, the Agency must also simultaneously file an
appeal to the Commission in accordance with 29 C.F.R. § 1614.403, and append a copy of the
appeal to the final order. A copy of EEOC Form 573 must be attached. A copy of the final order
shall also be provided by the Agency to the Administrative Judge.

If the Agency has not issued its final order within forty (40) calendar days of its receipt of
the hearing file and this decision, the complainant may file an appeal to the Commission directly
from this decision. In this event, a copy of the Administrative Judge’s decision should be
attached to the appeal. The complainant should furnish a copy of the appeal to the Agency at the
same time it is filed with the Commission, and should certify to the Commission the date and
method by which such service was made on the Agency

All appeals to the Commission must be filed by mail, personal delivery or facsimile to the
following address:

Director

Office of Federal Operations

Equal Employment Opportunity Commission
P.O. Box 19848

Washington, D.C. 20036

Facsimile (202) 663-7022

Facsimile transmissions over 10 pages will not be accepted.

COMPLIANCE WITH AN AGENCY FINAL ACTION

15




An Agency’s final action that has not been the subject of an appeal to the Commission or
civil action is binding on the Agency. See 29 C.F.R. § 1614.504. If the complainant believes
that the Agency has failed to comply with the terms of its final action, the complainant shall
notify the Agency’s EEO Director, in writing, of the alleged noncompliance within thirty (30)
calendar days of when the complainant knew or should have known of the alleged
noncompliance. The Agency shall resolve the matter and respond to the complainant in writing.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the Agency’s attempt to resolve the matter, the
complainant may appeal to the Commission for a determination of whether the Agency has
complied with the terms of its final action. The complainant may file such an appeal within
thirty (30) calendar days of recéipt of the Agency’s determination or, in the event that the
Agency fails to respond, at least thirty-five (35) calendar days after complainant has served the
~ Agency with the allegations'of noncompliance. A copy of the appeal must be served on the

Agency, and the Agency may submit a response to the Commission within thirty (30) calendar

days of receiving the notice of appeal.
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Memorandum

Subject: v. Federal | pate:
Bureau of Tnvestigation MAR 8 2007
Agency Comp}aint No.

To: | | From:' | VZM

Unit Chief Supervisory Attorney
Federal Bureau of . Complaint Adjudication

Investigation : Office

Enclosed is the Department of Justice Final Order and
Memorandum Explaining the Final Order in the above case. Under
EEOC regulations, complainant has 30 days from receipt of the
Order to file an appeal with the EEOC’s Office of Federal
Operations. If complainant files an appeal, the regulations
require that you be sent a copy of the appeal. Upon receipt of

any appeal, you should contact the FBI EEO Office so that the EEO

Office may timely forward the case file to the EEOC’s Office of
Federal Operations. If you have anv guestions about this
mailing, please contact me at

cc: . R

bé
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Complaint of Discrimination

(See instructiony on reverse)

PRIV, ACT STATEMENT: 1. AUTHORITY- The authority to collcet this ink K The signed statement will scrve as the recond y to initistc an i igation sod will
s deriyed from 42 U.S.C. Scction 2000c-16; 29 CFR Scctions 1614 106 md 1614.108. become part of the complaik file dunng the i mv:u(xgmom benruu. ll'ny; adjudication;
2 PURPOSEANDUS&nulnfuumnmllhnmdmdu:unm mddlr.gum and appesl, if onc, to the Equal E: 3, EFFECTS OF
af 2 camplaint of discrimination based on rece, color, scx (mcludmg NON-DISCLOSURE-Submissi of this information is MANDA‘IURY Failurc to famish
rcligion, netional oxigin, age, disability (physical o mnm!), scxual o rqnul this informatioa will rcault in the complaint being retumcd without action,
1. Complainant's Full Narge 2. Your Telenhane Number finciuding srea codel i
—l | Home I_
Strect Address, RD Number, or Post Office Box Numb I : b6
f B po
- Work
City, State and Zip Cod - |
— |
3Wh1ch Department of Justice Office Do You Belicve 4. Curreat Work Address
Discriminated Against You? ; B .Z
A/ e }/ e // OFL /oL A. Name of Ageacy Where You Work
B. Strect Address of Office B. Strect Address of Your Agency

A00 /V)c[ér/y /d(/ﬂ . C. Cay, Stato and Zip Code

C. City, State and Zip Code

/-J/bGz/u/ W.5% /3220? D. Title and Grade of Your Job

5. Date on Which Most Recent 6. Check Below Why You Belicve You Were Discriminated Against?
Alleged Discrimination Took Place
O Rece or Color (Give Race or Color)- {0 Scxual Oricntation
Month Day Year O Recligion (Give Religion) .
' ' [l Sex (GiveSex) 1 Male D1 Female " “’::'E; Reprisal
0O Scxual Harassment v,
%_HE A7 0 O Age (Give 2ge) "o ﬂmugmms -
B Netional Origin (Give Nafianal Origin) | |
) Disability O Physical O Mental A o. Class égmpmm(

7. Explain How You Belicve You Were Dumxmamd Agginst (maddﬂ'auuly  from other emplayees or applicants) Because of Yoar kuc CM Sex (Jx:hdma sexual
barassment), Religion, National Origin, gbysul or mental), Sexual Orientation, Parcatal Status, or Reprisal. Do not e * issued or incldents
that you have not discussed with your Counsckn: wmaymbummmwmmhertheewfpaperdwuueedm
>

Plenae see Abfachiment #/ ¥
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«
f
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8. What Corrective Action Do You Want Taken on Your Complamt?
Com ,0/11/2/ ree. yvq /uai’/dyt of [0 /}/7”1/0? resulits gngd Ex arminers.

QO)"(/C(Cnlé éy V¥V Uﬂblﬂ&c/ expert cith no neenda

b6
9. A) I have discussed my complaint with an Equal Employment Opportunity Counselor and/cr other-
EEO Official.
DATE OF FIRST CONTACT WITH DATE OF RECEIPT OF NOTICE OF FINAL 0O I Have Not
EEO OFFICE: INTERVIEW WITH EEO COUNSELOR: Coatzcted an
e 1
July |37 |&es0 \iug|/3 | 2000 =
10. Dale ufThxs Complaint: {11, Sizn Your Name Hon: - St .
Day Year bhé
3 Ao/0
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NOTICE OF RIGHT TO FILE A DISCRIMINATION COMPLAINT

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF RIGHT TO FILE A DISCRIMINATION
COMPLAINT : : '

FROM: EEO Counselor . DATE:
8/ 13/_2010

TO: | |
(Name of Person Counseled)

This is to inform you that because the matter you brought to my attention has not been
resolved to your satisfaction, you are now entitled to file a discrimination complaint
based on race, color, religion, sex, national origin, physical or mental handicap, age,
sexual orientation and/or reprisal. If you file a complaint, it must be in writing, signed,
and filed, in person or by mail within 15 calendar days after receipt of this notice.

You will be provided a form (DOJ 201-A) for filing your complaint. If filed by mail,

it must be done through the U.S. Post Office Department since the postmark is used to .
determine the date filed. The internal FBI mailing system is not acceptable. The
complaint is to be filed with the FBI’s Equil Employment Opportunity” Officer at the

following address: ) Com
: - R 4
xR
Equal Employment Opportunity Officer T i3 ?_
Federal Bureau of Investigation = 1
Room 7901 : i p
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest 2 U N
Washington, D.C. 20535-0001 3 \; T

The complaint must be specific and encompass only those matters discussed with me.
If you retain an attorney or any other person to represent you, you and your
representative must immediately notify the EEO Officer, in writing. You and/or your
representative will receive a written notice of receipt of your discrimination complaint.
Regarding your contacts with your representative, ensure you comply with instructions
in the Prohibited Communications form. :




Attachment No. 1

Note: Answer to question No. 7 of Form DOJ-201A (Complaint of Discrimination)

The combination of a series of events and comments has led me to believe that I am a
victim of discrimination based on my national origin (Iran). I also believe that the fate of
the continuation of my employment application process in Albany, N.Y. Field office was
pre determined.

Job Announcement

April 6, 2010

I received an e-mail from| [which stating the
following.

“Thank you for visiting the Intelligence Commumty Virtual Career Fair on Tuesday,
March 16®. The FBI currently has immediate openings and would like to review your
resumes for considerations. Please submit your resume profile to the followmg
Database no later than Friday, April 9" for consideration to our open vacancies.”

-
[e)t

I did follow the instruction from the e-mail and submitted my apphcatnon to the FBI
database to be consndered agamst the openings.

April 10, 2010

I noticed an ad by an FBI recruiter on-line (Federalsoup.com) by| |
ho was encouragmg applicants with specific skills to forward their

resume to him to be considered agamst open vacancies for] |positions.

I also forwarded my resume to |

Application Process

. (JOB INTERVIEW) Thursday, April 29, 2010 at 11:00AM in Virginia (in-person
interview) The job interview went very well and during the interview, the
interviewer told me FBI is in need of people with language skills and regional
knowledge. She also mentioned that FBI is interested to have everyone on-board
by the end of September before the end of the fiscal year and time is of essence.




: | . | o

e  (CONDITIONAL JOB OFFER) Sat, May 1, 2010 I
received a conditional job offer and accepted the offer on Sun, May Z, 2010 via e-
mail. : ‘

° (PERSONAL SECURITY INTERVIEW (PSI)) Plattsburgh, N.Y. Tue, June 15,
2010 9:00 AM 2 hours interview regarding my SF-86 application. The Agent

took copies of my current American passport| |

Start of concern

o (CREDIT REPORT PULL) Thursday, June 17, 2010 My credit report was pulled
by Department of Justice prior to Polygraph session, possibly by Albany, N.Y.
Field Office. S

° Polygraph scheduled for June 22, 2010, cancelled by examiner and then
rescheduled by Albany FO for June 29, 2010.

. (FIRST POLYGRAPH) June 29, 2010 11:00 AM The first Polygraph process
started and lasted for a period of approximately four hours ending with this
Statement from the Examiner “I would like to thank you for being truthful
with me today” and proceeded to direct me to finger prints and drug test with HR
‘assistantl

. The HR assistant:lzommented during the finger printirig that “This is
one of the longest Polygraph that we had in a long time! But it’s a good sign e
that she sent you for finger prints and drug test. Its definitely a good sign o
(that you passed your Polygraph)”

. The Security Guard commented upon leaving the building “This is one of the
* ‘longest Polygraph that we have had in a long time. But in my experience, I
can tell you that if you have had failed, there would have been no finger
prints taken and no drug test done. She |iust would have walked you to
the door” :

. (2 days after the first Polygraph) on July 1, 2010 Albany FO called to schedule to
retest a portion of the Polygraph.

. (SECOND POLYGRAPH) Wed, July 14, 2010 at 1:00 PM. On questioning
about why the second Polygraph, examiner’s response was “D.C. says, you
results came back “inconclusive” your brain pattern clearly shows that you
where not even thinking of the questions”




. While examiner was preparing for the Polygraph session and before connecting
me to the machine, the following accusations were made; -

I:lsaid) Your counter measures are net going to help you today!
(I said) What counter measures?? I do not know even what they are!
[ ]said) The ones that you have been reading since the last time!

I:lsaid) ... Yes, if you wanted to hurt this country, you would have
done it by now. Then again (long pause) ..... good (pause) .... Later.
(what I understood was) that ( although you have not done anything to
hurt this country but maybe you are good to hide yourself and after
hiring by the FBI you will be hurting this country!)

: b6
|:|said) Don’t tell me this time like Iast time, that you are
Hypoglycemic, and this time you took pain-killers (Advil) for twisting
your ankle the day before! And this time you are in pain!

I said) How manylZIare there? Are you always so pleasant and
nice? What happens when your masks falls? How many re we
dealing with? .

[_]said) We have had people that we hired for the FB], then after we
found so many things about them!

+ [_lsaid) Some people are good all their lives and then somethmg

happens and they “snap”!

e . Afterthe first set of questions the machine was disconnected and the following
. comment was made “you clearly reacted to one question 3 times!”

. After an hour and half with two pages of notes and answering questions, after
questions, I was told session was over.

e 2 days later on July 16, 2010 Albany FO sent an unsigned letter, stating no further
processing would be done on my employment application.

) HR advised me to contact EEQ

Contacted FBI, EEO for assistance in understanding of,r why the apparent focus of the

‘AJbany FO was to find any key factors, such as pulling my credit report before
Polygraph session, to make a quxck and simple rejection without the need of the
Polygraph process.




.0 | .‘

After given the impfession that Polygraph was a positive step with a follow-up with
finger prints and drug test, it was obvious that a second Polygraph may change the result
which could be used to finally make a rejection.

When the Polygraph examiner, questions who you are and suggésting you were
looking for the job to be in a position to hurt this country, it is clear in my mind that
this person has a personal agenda which should not be tolerated in any viable

organization. The specific details of this sequence of events are available upon
request. ’
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BACKGROUND INVESTIGATION PROCESS ( CiAE C*Qut?/// )
After you raceive a conditional FBI offer of emplaymant, the next step istn begin the background
investigation process. All candidates must receive an FBI Tap Secret Clearance before they can
begin employment with the FBI. Once you have been instructad to do so, you will initiate the FBI
background investigation process by completing the appropriate EﬁLﬂag}sgmu_g_jnmmgn
Eqrms.

As soon as the FBI raceives a fully complete set of
background investigation forms {your Human Resources
point-cf-contact will provide you with an address), the FBI
will commence with your background investigation. You will
be contacted by the FBI office that is processing your
_background to schedule your interview, drug test, and
polygraph examination. The:polypraph witl check the:
eiivisiness.of all ofyqurmspomeoﬁfh e
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, professors, eto,
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Complaint Adjudication Office
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Agency Complalnt No.
DJ Number| |
anyn :ﬂn l._i /\ Q 1\
- Loid arsv s 601 D Street, NW
CFFICE OF EEO AF FARRtsick Henry Building, Room 44810 MAR?2 8 2012

Vashmgtan DC 20530

b6

Dear

This is in reference to the complaint of discrimination
that you filed against the Federal Bureau of Investigation.
Under the Department of Justice’s equal employment opportunity
regulations, the Complaint Adjudication Officer renders the
final Department of Justice decision on such complaints.

Enclosed is the final Department of Justice decision. < %i i
N ey
. C/" ';:O- ’ «
Rights of Appeal L~
QX A "
First, you have the right to appeal any part of this Tn - ol

decision to the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (Eﬁbcﬁ?
You.may do so by filing your appeal within 30 days of the d&te®
you receive this decision. If you are represented by an 2% ;3
attorney of record, the 30-day appeal period shall begin to @un
the day your attorney receives this decision. The appeal must
be in writing. The Commission prefers that you use EEOC Form
573, Notice of Appeal/Petition, a copy of which is attached, to
appeal this decision. The notice of appeal should be sent to

the Director, Office of Federal Operations, EEOC, Post Office

Box 77960, Washington, D.C. 20013, by mail, personal delivery,

or facsimile. You must also send a copy of your notice of

appeal tol | Acting EEO Officer, Federal Bureau of bs
Investigation, 935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Room 7901, Q/
Washington, DC 20535, '(202) 324-4128. You must state the date %§?
and method by which you sent the copy of your notice to th

agency's EEO Director either on, or attached to, the notice of
appeal you mail to the EEOC.

Second, you have the right to file a civil action in the
appropriate United States District Court within 90 days of the
date you receive this decision. In filing your federal
complaint, you should name the Attorney General, Eric Holder
Jr., as the deféndant. Even if you appeal this decision to the
EEOC, you still have the right to go to federal court. You may

flle a civil act$Bh. 1Q:E®®IU%%§%% States f:z@JEEF Court within
3 53 '
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receive the Commission's final decision
r 180 days from the date you filed your
ion, if the Commission has not made a
time.

rd to file a civil action, you can ask
to file the action at no cost to you.
ttorney if you cannot
your civil action.

le a waiver of costs

epresent you in

Sincerely,

Mark L. Gross
Complaint Adjudication Officer




U.S. Department of Justice

Complaint Adjudication Office

Agency Complaint No. | |
DJ Number| |

601 D Street, NW MAR 2 8 2012
Patrick Henry Building, Room A4810
Washington, DC 20530

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE FINAL DECISION

in the case of

lv. Federal Bureau of Investigation
[

On August 23, 2010, complainantl | an applicant
for a position[ _ — |, filed an employment
'discrimination complaint against the -Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI). Complainant claimed he was discriminated
against based on his national origin (Iranian) when on July 16,
2010, he was notified that there would be no further processing of
his employment application. As relief, complainant seeks a
complete reevaluation of his polygraph examination and/or an
examination by an unbiased polygraph examiner. ”

Factual Background

1. Complainant's allegations

Complainant said that he applied for the \ AJ b6
position via an FBI employment database. Complainant interviewed
for the position on April 29, 2010, in Virginia. Complainant said
that the interviewer informed him that the FBI needed individuals
with foreign language skills and regional knowledge. Complainant
also.said that the interviewer winformed [him] that the FBI may
not hire individuals from Iran” (BEx. 9 at 2)."

Complainant received a conditional offer of employment on May
1, 2010, “which was contingent upon results of a background
investigation. Complainant accepted the.conditional offer the
next day”. (id. at 2-3). On June 15, 2010, an FBI Special Agent
from the Pittsburgh office conducted a two-hour personal security
interview based on complainant's application. Complainant said
that on June 29, 2010, Special Agent Albany Division, be -

'wgx.  at _ " refers to exhibits in the record of
investigation and their corresponding page number (s) .




administered his polygraph examination. Complainant said that he
wrecallled][___Jasked [him] a lot of questions” (id. at 3).
Complainant said that he w[felt] like he was already under
suspicion and was required to defend [himselfl” (ibid) .
Complainant said that the polygraph examination “lasted
approximately three and a half hours” (ibid). Complainant said
that after the examination concluded, [:::::][thanked] him for
being truthful and directed [him] to get [his] fingerprints and
drug test completed” (id. at 3-4). Complainant said that because
of the duration of the examination | '
| | he felt “light headed” after the examination 1id. at
4)

Complainant said that the Albany Division contacted him on
July 1, 2010, and told him that he would have to take a second
polygraph examination on July 14, 2010. Complainant said that
also administered the second polygraph examination” (id. at
4) . Complainant said that[:::::]told him that in reviewing the
first examination, “FBI Headquarters determined that the results
were inconclusive and noted that [complainant's] brain pattern be
showed .signs that [complainant] was not thinking of the questions”
(ibid) . Complainant said that [___]told him before beginning the
second examination that “countermeasures would not help [him]”
(ibid) . Complainant said that | | also told him “not to state
that [he] was| 4]
as he had done during the previous examinatlon
(ibid). Complainant said that [ ]implied that [complainant] .
could be a mole who would harm this country after [hel was hired”
(ibid) . Complainant said that he “believe [d] [:::::]set the stage
for failure even before she began the second polygraph
examination” (id. at 4-5). .

Complainant recalled that he was asked “six or seven
questions all dealing with National Security, and then the session
was ended” (id. at 5). Complainant said that after the
examination ended, | |informed [complainant] that [he] clearly
showed deception on the.question ‘Have you ever been a member of a
terrorist group?’” (ibid). Complainant said that he answered, b6
wNo” (ibid). Complainant added that he also explained to

that \

~ [(ibid). Complainant said that
he had “never been a member of any groups” (ibid) . Complainant
said that [




/Kibid). Complainant said that his
knowledge that this group| A_X“may have
caused an abnormal reaction with simply ‘yes’ or ‘no’ answers”
(ibid) . Complainant said that he vresponded ‘No’ because at that

time,- I
’ [ nor was [complainant] ever a member” (ibid).

Complainant said that he spent “the next two hours discussing the.
. above point with]| | (ibid) . Complainant said that “it was bé
j during this discussion that | |indicated the purpose of that
3 line of guestions was to clarify the reasons for any abnormal
readings indicated in polygraph results for her management”
(ibid) . Complainant said that he “further undex [stood] that the

| and [complainant has] never had any affiliation with
this group” (id. at 6).

Complainant received a letter from the Albany Division on
July 16, 2010, informing him that his application would not be -
processed further. Complainant said that on July 22, 2010, he

cent a letter to.Polygraph Unit Chief | | requesting |
that his polygraph results be reevaluated. Complainant said that Do
Albany Division Section Chief | | sent him a letter on

October 18, 2010, stating that complainant's request for a
reevaluation of his polygraph results had been rejected, and there
was no further recourse. ' )

Complainant said that he believed that his vintegrity as a
U.S. citizen is being questioned based on a personal agenda and

not facts” (ibid). Countering]| | alleged comment implying b6
that complainant may be a “mole” |
L and this

“was not mentioned in any document” (ibid).

2. FBI Witnesses

Polygraph Unit Chief | |explained that
complainant was administered a full-scope polygraph examination
consisting of two separate areas of testing: national security
matters and suitability/lifestyle issUes." |said that “the
relevant questions on the applicant olygraph examination are the
came. for all candidates” (ibid). [ | explained that
vpolygraph examinations are based on the concept that when an

% ‘ _ 3

b

(o))




individual tells a lie, it creates stress [that] manifests itself
in physiological changes which cannot be controlled” (id. at 3).
[::f:f:]said that the “polygraph instrument monitors and charts
changes in heart rate and blood pressure,- respiration, and
perspiration, [and that] polygraph examiners study and evaluate
the physiological changes from homeostasis (baseline)” (ibid).

said that after complainant's first polygraph
examination, Special Agent| |rassessed the results as No
Deception Indicated (NDI)” (ibid). | |said that[___ |then
submitted the results and her conclusion to Regional Polygraph
Program Manager Supervisory Special Agent | | for
“quality control (QC) review” (ibid). | kaid that FBI
“security practices dictate that a blind QC is conducted of all
polygraph examinations to ensure accuracy and defensibility of the
results” (ibid). | |said that the QC involved conducting an
independent analysis and assessment of the results “before seeing
the examiner’s conclusions” (ibid). | |added that the
“Regional Polygraph Program Manager does not have any knowledge of
the examinee’s protected class status, including national origin

information” (id. at 3-4). | | said that with reSﬁect to the

QC review of complainant's polygraph examination,

assessed the results as inconclusive and subsequently reversed
E::::::]NDI call” (id. at 4). | | said that he subsequently
reviewed the documentation associated with complainant's first

polygraph examination, and[ ___ |agreed with | |
assessment that the results were inconclusive.

[ ]said that “all FBI applicants whose polygraph results
are inconclusive are automatically rescheduled for retesting” (id.
at 4). [_ ]said the results of complainant's second polygraph
examination “were indicative of deception with timely, clear
responses to.the terrorism question” (ibid). | |said that
during the post-test discussion, complainant vprovided additional
information, previously unknown, which [wags] clearly relevant to
the topic of terrorism support and corroborated the deceptive test
results” (ibid). | |said that [:::::]documented the
additional information in the polygraph report” (ibid). |
said that[_____ Jalso concluded that the results of
complainant 's second polygraph examination indicated deception.
[::f%::]'noted that part of the QC review process irivolved
reviewing the pre-/post- test interview summaries “in order to
determine a possible reason for the test result” (Ex. 10A at 3).
[::::::]said that he reviewed all the relevant documents and

4
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agreed witﬂ |and| |that the test results indicated

deception.

[:::::::]said‘that on July 16, 2010, the FBI sent complainant
a computer-generated letter notifying him that it would not
process further his employment application. [:::::::]said that
complainant sent a letter objecting to the polygraph results and
requesting a reevaluation. [ ]said that “upon review of the
letter and all relevant documents, [complainant 's] case did not

warrant reevaluation and was subsequently denied” (id. at 5) .

E::::::]said that “the Deception Indicated conclusion reached
on [complainant's] polygraph examination was based solely on the
technical analysis of his physiological reactions to the guestions
presented” (Ex. 10 at 6). T:f:::::ialso noted that “based on the
failed polygraph examination and in accordance with FBI corporate
policy, ..further processing of [complainant's] employment
application was strictly prohibited” (ibid) . | | “Eirmly
den[ied] that [complainant's] national origin had any bearing on
the decision that there would be no further processing of his
employment application” (ibid). .

be

. Special Agent |said that there were three phases to
FBI polygraph examinations: 1) pre-test, 2) test, and 3) post-
test. [:::::]recalled that during the pre-test phase for the
polygraph .she administered to complainant on June 29, 2010, she b
discussed with complainant “national security and suitability
issues including prior drug usage, involvement in serious crime,
and terrorism” (Ex. 11 at 3). [__ |said that “with regard to the
terrorism question.. [complainant] responded that in his youth he

1 | (ibid) .

[ ]said that during the actual polygraph portion of the
examination, she “believed [complainant®'s] responses were
forthright and [she]l had no cause for concern” (ibid). | |said
that during the post-test phase, complainant “elaborated on the bé
issues that had been previously discussed” (ibid) . [ |said
that she “believe[d] that [complainant] is a social talker with
whom [she] had established good rapport” (ibid) . | |said that

complainant told her| \\

[e)}

(ibid) .| Said that “the entire examination lasted
approximately two and a half hours, which is within the standard
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time frame for polygraph examinations” (ibid). [ ]did “not
recall any unusuél circumstances occurring during any phase of the
examination process” (ibid). '

said that her initial assessment of the polygraph
examination was that complainant had passed it and that “to
minimize additional travel,” che referred complainant “to the next
step in the pre-employment screening process” (id. at 4).

[:::::]said that she then submitted the polygraph results to
the Polygraph Unit for a QC review as was the standard operating
procedure. T:::::]said that the QC polygraph expert and supervisor
deemed complainant's polygraph results to be inconclusive, and
complainant was offered a gsecond polygraph examination.
said that “most applicants are concerned or disappointed when they
receive inconclusive results on a polygraph examination” (ibid) .

said that “some individuals have been known to obtain
Tnformation from publically available sources regarding certain
countermeasures that can be used to defeat polygraph examinations”
(ibid) . | |said that “in order to address this issue,
examinees are provided a standard warning against the use of
countermeasures during the test” (ibid) . | |said that she gave
complainant this warning to complainant before both examinations.
[:::::]said that she “did not accuse.. [lor imply that there was a
possibility of [complainant] being a mole who could harm this
country once he was hired” (id. at 5). :

csaid that the second polygraph examination “focused on
national security and suitability issues” (ibid) . | |said that
during the polygraph phase of the second examination, complainant
“displayed a strong reaction to the terrorism guestion” (ibid) .
said that “based on [complainant's] reaction,” she concluded
that complainant “failed the second polygraph examination” (ibid) .

said that during the post-test phase, complainant
velaborated on the terrorism issue and his reaction” (ibid).
| ] said that complainant vexplained that_in his youth,

A_X(ibid). | | said that

complainantc.y
—
(ibid) . | [said that complainant also explained that arter the
[ (ibid) . | [said that complainant said that he
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(ibid) . | |said that “the information [complainant] provided
during the post-test phase did not alter the overall assessment”
(ibid) .

[___]said that she forwarded the results of the .second

polygraph examination to the Polygraph Unit for a QC review.
said that her assessment that complainant had failed the

examination were upheld. [:::::]said that “the outcome of the
polygraph examination was based solely on [complainant's] reaction
to the questions posed him” (id. at 6) . [:::::]said that as a
result, complainant's application for employment was not processed
further. :

:ladded that on April 25, 2010, she conducted a polygraph
examination for another applicant of Iranian national origin. B
said that she determined that this applicant passed the b6
polygraph examination, and her assessment was subsequently
confirmed by the QC review. '

Polygraph Unit Regional Program Managerl |said
that he conducted a “blind review” of complainant's polygraph
examination as he does for all QC reviews, meaning that he did not
know the results of the initial assessor before conducting his
review (Ex. 12 at 3). [:::::::]said that after conducting the QC bé
review, his assessment was that complainant's polygraph was
inconclusive, which was diffeﬁent from[::::::] conclusion of NDI.

[::::::::]said that based on this discrepancy, he “requested a
second opinion from ssal | a Polygraph Examiner at
FBI Headquarters” (id. at 4). [ [ said that| | '
confirmed his assessment, and the final determination.was that
complainant's polygraph examination was inconclusive.

said that he also performed a QC review of
complainant's second polygraph examination and compared the
results with[______ |assessment. said that “this time
our results were consistent with both of us assessing the call as
vindicative of deception’ with timely, clear responses to the b
relevant issues on the exam” (id. at 5). [::::::ﬁ:]said that in
“the post-test discussion with[ | [complainant] made
admissions and provided more detail on his reaction to the
relevant questions” (ibid). said that he “believe [d]
[complainant's] admissions explaln his reaction to these
questions” (ibid). '

(o)




E:::::::]said that “the conclusions ..reached during [his] QC
reviews [were] based solely on a technical analysis of
[complainant's] reactions to the questions posed to him” (id. at
6) . also noted that “at no time was [complainant's]
protected class status, to include his national origin, considered
during | | oC review of [complainant's] polygraph
examinations” (ibid).

Professional Support Clearance Unit Chief| |said'
that “on average, approximately twenty-five percent of applicants
are disqualified based on the results of their polygraph
examination, almost all due to Deception Indicated” (Ex. 13 at 5).

Analysis

Complainant claimed that he was discriminated against based
on his national origin when the FBI advised him that his
application for employment with the Bureau would not be processed
further. Section 717 of Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C. §2000e-16, prohibits a federal
employer from discriminating against employees based on national
origin.

As part of the hiring process, the FBI requires potential
employees to take and pass a polygraph examination. In this case,
the Special Agent administered a polygraph examination to
complainant, and initially assessed that complainant had
passed the examination. Upon further review, which was in
accordance with established FBI procedures and policies, Polygraph
Unit Regional Program Manager'[:f:::::]concluded that the results
of complainant's polygraph examination were inconclusive as
opposed to not indicating deception.

The FBI offered, and complainant accepted, an opportunity to
take another polygraph examination. | testified that during
this examination, complainant's response to a question relating to
terrorism indicated deception. Both[ ] and complainant
acknowledged that there was some discussion during the post-test
phase of the second polygraph examination about complainant's

|
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their testimonies regarding this discussion differed considerably,
[ Jtestified that the information complainant provided during
the post-test discussion did not alter her overall assessment that
complainant's response to the terrorism question indicated
deception. [::::f%:]'testified that he agreed with

assessment that complainant’s responses indicated deception during
the second polygraph. Polygraph Unit Chlefl

reviewed both | |and| | agssessments of complainant's
second polygraph and agreed with their conclusions of Deception
Indicated. [ ] | and | |denied that complainant's
national origin played any role in their conclusions about his
polygraph examination. They each testified that the Deception
Indicated conclusion reached ‘on complainant's polygraph
examination was based solely on the technical analysis of his
physiological reactions to the questions presented.
testified that FBI policy prohibited the Bureau from continuing to
process complainant's application once complainant failed the
polygraph examination.

The record did not contain any evidence other than
complainant’s own testimony to support complainant’s allegations
that he was discriminated against based on his national origin.
Complainant complained that Special Agent[::::] implied that he
could be a “mole” working to harm the United States. [:::::]denled
ever making or 1mply1ng any such thing, and the record did not
contain any supporting evidence that she had done so. The record
evidence established that the FBI determined that complainant’s
responses during a portion of the required pre-employment
polygraph examination indicated deception. Specifically,
complainant’s responses to a question or questlons relating to the
issue of terrorism were deemed indicative of deception. FBI
policy states that “a lack of candor displayed by an applicant
during ANY PHASE OF THEIR processing warrants their
disqualification” (emphasis in original) (Ex. 30, Manual of
Investigative Operations and Guidelines, Section 67-82.1(4)).

From the FBI's perspective, complainant’s polygraph
examination indicated that complainant was deceptive about the
terrorism issue. The FBI concluded that complainant was being’
less than candid and truthful. As noted above, the FBI's internal
guidelines provide for disqualification of applicants who display
a lack of candor. The record evidence failed to show any
irregularities with respect to how the FBI handled complainant’s
polygraph examinations or its decision to rescind its conditional

9




offer of employment. The FBI’'s actions in this -case did not raise
any inference of discrimination. _The record contained no evidence
of discriminatory animus based on complainant's national origin on
the part of any FBI officials involved in either the
administration of the polygraph examinations, the analysis of the
results of those examinations, or the decision to rescind the
conditional offer of employment. Finally, the record did not
contain any evidence to suggest that the legitimate,
nondiscriminatory reasons FBI officials proffered for their
actions in this case were pretext for illegal discrimination.

Decision

For the foregoing'reasons, the record evidence fails to
support complainant’s claims that the FBI discriminated against
him based on his national origin when on July 16, 2010, he was
notified that there would be no’ further processing of his
employment application. Relief is denied.

7

7 Mark” 1Y Gross
. Complaint Adjudication Officer

) Attorney
Complaint Adjudication Office
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Continuation on questions 7

I am an applicant for a| |I was discriminated based on my
race, religion and national origin. The interviewer asked if I was raised in Hebrew faith.
and I am Jewish when I said yes, as a result he was discriminatory against me .First he is
not supposed to asked about my religion since I did not volunteer the information.
Secondly I am not subject to discrimination and disrespect based on where I was born,
my ethnic back ground and my reiigion.

I believe that interviewer has a track record of dlscnmmatmg against minority groups. I
would like an internal investigation takes place agamst this individual and official
charges to be filled against him. I would like to be given a fair chance to continue with

my employment Regardless I would continue with my complaint against the interviewer

because I believe that if T don’t, he will continue his discriminatory practices against
other minority applicants.

- It is a shame that this 1nd1v1dual abused the power and authority givén to him by the .

federal government and discriminates based on the race, religion, and national origin. He
violated the Title VII of civil rights acts which prohibits employment discrimination
based on the race, rehglon and national origin.

b6

1’5\"’4

(o]




U.S. Department of Justice
Complaint Adjudication Office
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Agency Complaint Nunlb_ar:I
DJ Numberl

OFF femsgRmEEQehE MURS

Patrick Henry Building, Suite 5300 cEn 6 A
Washington, DC 20530 FED 18 200

b

[

Dear

This is in reference to the complaint of employment
discrimination that you filed against the Federal Bureau of
Investigation. Under the Department of Justice’s equal
employment opportunity regulations, the Complaint Adjudication
Officer renders the final Department of Justice -decision on your
complaint. Enclosed is the final Department of Justice decision.
Your rights of appeal are outlined below.

Rights of Appeal

First, you have the right to appeal any part of this
decision to the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC).
You may do so by filing your appeal within 30 days of the date
you receive this decision. If you are represented by an attorney
of record, the 30-day appeal period shall begin to run the day
your attorney receives this decision. ' The appeal must be in
writing. The Commission prefers that you use EEOC Form 573,
Notice of Appeal/Petition, a copy of which is attached, to appeal
this decision. The notice of appeal should be sent to the
Director, Office of Federal Operations, EEOC, Post Office Box
19848, Washington, D.C. .20036, by mail, personal. delivery, or
£ i ust also send a copy of your notice of appeal to
EEO Officer, Federal Bureau of Investigation,
10 and Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Room 7901, Washington, DC 20535,
You must state the date and method by which you sent the copy of
your notice to the agency's EEO Officer either on, or attached
to, the notice of appeal you mai : EREOC

Second, you have the righT £o file & civil action 1inm the /
appropriate United States District Court within 90 days of the
date you receive this decision. In"filing your federal
complaint, you should name the Attorney General, Eric H. Holder,
Jr., as the defendant. Even if you appeal this decision to the
EEOC, you still have the right to go to federal court. You may
file a civil action in the United States District Court within 90

. LCKIER TO ol 5 AW 1F NG
ALPEAL Ok, CIVIC ALTION FILED. @)




-

days of the day you receive the Commission's final decision on
your appeal, or after 180 days from the date you filed your
appeal with the Commission, if the Commission has not made a
final decision by that time.

If you cannot afford to file a civil action, you can ask the
court to allow you to file the action at no cost to you. The
court may also provide you with an attorney if you cannot afford
to hire one to represent you in your civil action. Questions
concerning when and how to file a waiver of costs should be

.directed to your attorney or the District Court clerk.

Sincerely,

Mark L.” Gfoss
Complaint Adjudication Officer
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U.S. Departn...  f Justice

Complaint Adjudication Office

Agency Complaint No.l | bé

DJ Number | |
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Patrick Henry Building, Ste. 5300
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE FINAL DECISION
in the matter of
| |v. Federal Bureau of Investigation
On September 11, 2006, complainant| |filed an

employment discrimination complaint against the FBI. The issue
the FBI accepted for investigation was whether complainant was
discriminated against based on his race (white), national origin
(Iranian), and religion (Jewish) when, on July 31, 2006, he
learned that he was denied an opportunity to take a second
polygraph examination. As relief, complainant requests a

position| | with the FBI, expedited processing of
his application, disciplinary action against polygrapher
and second polygraphs for‘E&]applicants who have

failed due to actions. This office received this file
on July 10, 2008.

This case raises claims of discrimination based on race,
religion, and national origin. Section 717 of Title VII of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, makes it unlawful for a
federal employer to discriminate against an applicant because of
that person's race, religion, or national origin. 42 U.S.C.
§2000e-16.

Facts

=)

Complainant, took a polygrapl
examination as part of the application process to become an
He failed the polygraph according to FBI standards and the FBI
rescinded his conditional offer of employment. He requested a
second polygraph, which request was denied. Complainant alleges
that the polygraph was intentionally misapplied by who
complainant claims commented on his religion and national origin
in an inappropriate way during the polygraph process.

[;::;:;;]denied making any improper comments, and insisted
that he followed all FBI regulations concerning complainant’s

polygraph.
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Other FBI officials confirmed the accuracy of the polygraph
reading and that FBI policy rarely allows a second polygraph
under the circumstances here. Specifically, complainant failed
questions having to do with espionage. According to FBI
officials, it is rare that someone who fails those questions is
afforded a retest. In addition, complainant had trouble with the
other questions on the test, and failed to fill out another form
properly that concerned residences and foreign travel.

A. Complainant’s Allegations

In December 2004, complainant applied for anr__1position
with the FBI through their | [ Field Office.
(Ex. 9, p. 2). Complainant passed Phase 1 of the application .
process and moved on to Phase 2, which required a polygraph. By

that time, complainant had moved to and reported
to ‘the Field Office on May 11, 2006, for his polygraph.
(Id.)

Polygraph examiner[ ] came to the lobby and escorted
complainant to the polygraph examination room. (Ex. 9, p. 3).
After asking several background questions, including whether
complainant was born in Iran,[:::::::]asked whether complainant
was raised in the “Hebrew faith.” (Id.) Complainant said he
thought it was an inappropriate question. also asked
complainant, in what complainant described as a “derisive” tone,
when he immigrated to the United States. (1d.) [::::::]asked
several questions about intelligence agencies, including Mossad,
and complainant believes was implying that complainant
was a Mossad agent trying to infiltrate the FBI. (Ex. 9, pp. 3-
4) .

Complainant said[::::::;]also asked complainant whether he
drank. When complainant replied that he did during Christmas,

asked why complainant would drink durlng Christmas 1if he
was Jewish. (Ex. 9, p. 4).

then began the polygraph and attached, then
reattached, the equipment several times during the examination.
(Id.) . eventually removed the equipment for the last
time, made a telephone call, and left complainant in the room for
15-20 minutes. When he returned | asked, “So you have
never had any encounter with anyone in a foreign 1nte111%ence

agency?” Complainant responded, “no.” (Ex. 9, p. 5)

continued to press complainant on hig answers concerning foreign
intelligence, and eventually told complainant that he did
not answer the foreign intelligence questions truthfully. (Ex.
9, p. 6). '
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In May 2006, complainant received a phone call from[_____ | b
in FBI Human Resources, who told him he had failed the
polygraph and needed to request a retest. Complainant did so the
next day. (Id.). 1In May or June 2006, complainant received a
letter from the FBI rescinding his conditional offer of
employment. (Id.). 1In July 2006, he received a letter stating
that his request for a retest had been denied. (Ex. 9, pp. 6-7).

B. Management’s Response

sa | | stated that bé
there are two portions of the polygraph test; 1) Series I - a
counterintelligence (CI) series, and, 2) Series II - a drug and
completeness of the application series. The CI series tests
truthfulness concerning issues pertaining to espionage. (Ex. 10,
p. 2).

[::::::]explained that he goes through an extensive pre-
olygraph interview with each applicant. During that interview,
| covers a number of topics having to do with how the bé
applicant is going to respond on the polygraph. (Ex. 10, pp. 3-
5). [_____]then conducts the examination. Once finished, he
makes an evaluation and decides whether a further interview is
required. (Ex. 10, p. 6). ’

[:;;:::]conducted the polygraph of complainant on May 11,
2006. e said he followed the procedures outlined above. Upon

completion of the CI series, he said, it appeared that
complainant had been deceptive. (Ex. 10, p. 7). said he
explained to complainant that complainant was having problems™
with the questions, and that [:::f%:] needed to interview him
further. It was during this intexvi at complainant
volunteered that he was Jewish. [::iff:chlaimed to have had “no
knowledge that he (complainant) was Jewish” prior to
complainant’s statement. (Ex. 10, p. 8). [f%::::] asked
complainant whether, in any of his travels, which were extensive,
he may have met a representative of a foreign embassy or a
foreign intelligence organization. According to[:::f::::]
complainant said he did not. (Id.).

[:;;:::]asserted that he behaved toward complainant the same bé
way he behaved toward all applicants. He did mention Mossad to
complainant, as he typically discusses foreign intelligence

services with applicants. He denied manipulating the polygraph

in any way. (Ex. 10, p. 9).




C. Other wiﬁnesses

| l Supervisory Special Agent
in the polygraph unit at FBI Headquarters, said that examiners
regularly adjust the polygraph machine to improve the quality of
the tracings or to better position them on the examinee’s body.
(Ex. 11, p. 3). | | said he made an independent review of
complainant’s test and found that the Series I answers were
deceptive and the Series II gquestions were inconclusive. (Ex.
11, pp. 3-4.)

bé

| | Unit Chief, Personnel
Security Adjudication Section/Applicant Adjudication Unit,
explained that if an applicant requests a retest, the request is
sent to her unit. The request is then reviewed by AAU. (Ex. 13,
p. 3). The decision not to retest com%lalnant was made after

review of all relevant materials. stated that it is more
difficult to get a retest when Series I answers have been found
to be deceptive. (Id.).

(%3}

| supervisory Special Agent who was b
assigned to the Security Division at FBI Headquarters, had the
authority to grant another polygraph. She said it is very rare
that a retest is granted when a person fails the Series I
questions. (Ex. 14, p. 3). Further, based on a revieéw of
complainant’s lack of admissions, the fact that he had not been
entirely accurate on another form regarding foreign travel and
residences, and the fact that he had difficulty with the Series
II questions, she determined that the chances he would pass a
second test were unlikely, and thus denied his request for d ~
second examination. (Id.)

2. Analysisg

Title VII requires that “[a]ll personnel actions affecting

employees or applicants for employment . . . in executive
agencies . . . be made free from any discrimination based on
race, religion, or national origin.” 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-16(a).

Since, in this.case, there is no direct evidence of
discrimination in the record, such as slurs or any other evidence
that, if believed, would require a conclusion that FBI off1c1als’
actions were motivated by complainant’s race, religion, or
national origin, this case must be analyzed to see if there is
indirect evidence of discrimination. See Price v. Federal
Express Corp., 283 F.3d 715, 720 (5t° Cir. 2002), citing McDonnell
Douglas Corp v. Green, 411 U.S. 792, 802-05 (1973). The focus
of the analysis is whether the record demonstrates that FBI




U.S. 502, 506 (1993).

A. Discrimination Claims

Management officials articulated legitimate, non-
discriminatory reasons for denying the second polygraph. See
Texas Department of Community Affairs v. Burdine, 450 U.S. 248,
254-256 (1981). Specifically, management has pointed to
complainant’s polygraph failure and FBI policies concerning
failures as justification for the actions they took. Those
policies generally do not provide for a when a person
fails the Series I questions. Further,Efffffjp@inted to
complainant’s failure to properly £fill out another form as
additional justification for denying a second polygraph.

With regard to his racial discrimination claim, the record
has- produced no evidence that he was subjected to discriminatory
treatment because he was white. 1In fact, other than i
race being different from complainant’s, complainant has pointed
to no factor that would suggest[:::::::jor anyone else
discriminated against him because he was white.

o

With regard to his religion, the only evidence complainant
has produced is _the alleged statement by[ | about “the
Hebrew faith.” denied making the statement.. In these " b6
circumstances, in a Title VII case, the burden of proof remains
at all times with the complainant. See e.g. Fallon v. State of
Illinois, 882 F.2d 1206 (7 Cir. 1989); St. Mary's Honor Center
v. Hicks, 509 U.S. 502, 507 (1993). Regardless, even ifl |
knew complainant was Jewish, and did make the statement about™
complainant being Jewish, a mere reference to a person’s

religious background does not suffice to impute religious animus
sufficient to implicate Title VII.

Finally, with regard to national origir, the only acts
complainant could point to were gquestions byt:::::::]about ‘
complainant’s national origin. Questioning a candidate for an[::] bé
position about his national origin, travels, etc., is within the
realm of reasonable inquiries for such a sensitive position, as
the executive branch is given considerable deference in matters
involving national security, including the hiring of | |
See e.g. Molerio v. F.B.I., 749 F.2d 815 (D.C. Cir. 1984).
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Decision

In sum, given the totality of the record, there is
insufficient evidence to suggest that management’s explanations
for not providing a second polygraph were pretext for some other
agenda, and there is insufficient evidence that complainant was
singled out for adverse treatment because he was white, Jewish,
and Iranian by birth. Relief is denied.

2t —

Mark L. Gross
Complaint Adjudication Offlcer

Attorney _
Complaint Adjudication Office
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I had a job interview for|

4/13/2010. On June 4, 2010, I had a phone call from| | (FBI-HR) regarding
conditional job offer. I accepted and investigation process started. I went to Baltimore Field
Office for fingerprint and drug test on June 18, 2010. On June 25, 2010, I went to same field
office for polygraph.

My polygraph exam was conducted by] lon June 25, 2010 and took about 45
minutes.bread the routine disclosure statement about polygraph and I signed the
paper on the computer. He stated that he does not care about anything but “espionage”. This was
the first time that I heard this word. I was glad that he explained what the espionage mean. I
never heard because, I never had interest to do this kind of thing. He also said that he does not

care if I steal over $500 valued properties or anything, He said that he reviewed my SF-86 form

He wanted me to write 2 number on a piece of paper and I wrote number 4. He wanted me to sit
that chair for test. He taped that number on the wall in front of me. He asked the questions and he
wanted me to say “no” when he asked if this number is 4. He wanted me to lie to him to test his
computer and I did whatever he said. I was expecting that he will interview with me to
understand what kind of person I am. However, he continued asking his main questions 3 times.
He wanted me to answer “yes” these set of questions such as “Do you live in Maryland?” which
is irrelevant questions. He also wanted meto answer “no” these questions such as “Have you lied
to any officials?” “Have you ever thought to harm US?” etc. and espionage and terrorism related
questions.

After he repeated 3 times to same questions and he told me that he could not read my mind. He
wanted to know what was I thinking when he asked me questions about espionage. I told him
that I was not thinking anything other than focus on the questions. I told him truth and I never
lied to any officials. He also turned the chair- and sit backward, He seems that he was
investigating or questioning criminal person. When I said I did not lie to him, he said that this is
over and took me from the chair and took me to lobby and he said I can go. After all of these, I
was still positive that I passed this polygraph because I did not lie to him.

Here are the summary of the points that I feel discriminated:

First of all he came to this polygraph exam with pre-convinced idea about my country of origin.
He was very negative like he was doing criminal investigation that he is questioning guilty,
criminal or terrorist person.

Secondly, he did not interview me before sitting the chair. His job is determining or
understanding to see if I am a liar. To do so, he should talk to me for better understanding of me.
The polygraph computer cannot tell if that person is liar or not. That job is for human that means
someone understand other human, This iai_':hob which he did not want to understand
what kind of person I am.

[e)}
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Finally, he forced me to answer “no” to his certain questions and “yes” to other questions. He did
not give me an option and chance to answer these questions truly. It looks like he pushed me to
fail or something. His job is not to “”read my mind” but understand if I am a liar. He should not
act like I am criminal. I have been selected for the position and I will be the future FBI employee
not criminal. He should act positively.

I knew myself that I am not a criminal or a terrorist. So, I requested 2" polygraph when I

received a letter fro |Polygraph Unit Chief on July 8, 2010. I have recelved
a letter fro Section Chief of Security Division, stated that my fequest for 2™ poly

has not been authorized.

In summary; I did not understand how he came up with his conclusion in less than 45 minutes
without an interview with me. Why he act like questioning criminal person? Why he is only
interested in “espionage or terrorism” related questions? Why he was trying to read my mind
instead of trying to understand what kind of person I am‘7 Why I1did not get a 2™ polygraph with
another polygraph examiner? _

Please check my SF-86 form| |
My background was investigated several times by the different agencies. I have a proven
background and job history that I always be a good citizen of US.

Please feel free to call me at | if you need more detail about this matter.

4-02-(0
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CRONOLOGICAL DATA REGARDING FBI EMPLOYMENT AND POLYGRAPH

DOCUMENT
DATE
4/8/2010
411312010
6/4/2010

6/9/2010
611612010
6118/2010
61262010
6/28/2010
71812010
112212010
842010

8/9-8/18

DOCUMENT ~EXPLANATION

TYPE
e-mail
office
phone call

emall
email
office
office
leter
lefter
emall
letter

phone call

Email from |for interview confirmation on April 13, 2010

‘[ went to for an interview

Phone cal on [FBEHR)oboflerfor[___posion
Emall from FBI-Baltimore) regarding form SF86
Emal fro {FBI-Baltimore) for Iitial PSI on June 18, 2010

| went to Baltimore offie for fingerprint and drug tast
| went to Baltimore office for polygraph exam (Examiner name was:|

Letter ﬁon:lFBl Polygraph Unit Chief, regarding faling fo polygraph
| sentaletterto]_bnd requestfor 2nd polygreph with explanalions

| emaled to for follow up to my request letter to:|
Letter from ecurity Division Section Chie, stated 2nd poly will not authorized:

{ have called several EEO Counselor to complaint about the discrimination issue.
| have contacted and left messages to: ‘ '
loft a message on 8/40/2010 and no response
she s out of the office unti 8/29/2010
| spoke with her and she was so busy and did not take the complaint
[eft a message and also spoke with her, she was busy and did not take the complaint
EEO Program Manager, spoke with her on 8/13/10 and she gave me the 3 contact name.

Called llft a message on 8/13/2010 and no response
Called on §/18/2010 and she.took the complaint,

be
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10. Date of This Cam’plaim' 11. Sign Your (Complainani’s) Name Here:

Month Dal -
l /,2‘; [ lzozo ;

‘ FORM DQJ-201A
I

READ CAREFULLY
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& This form should be used only if you, as an apphcam for Federal Employment or as a Federal Employee, think you have been discrimi-
nated against blccausc of race, color, sex (including sexual harassment), religion, national origin, age, disability (physical or mental), sexual
orientation, palrcnml status or reprisal by a FEDERAL agency, and have presented the matter for informal resolution to an Equal
Employment Opgor(umly (EEQ) Counselor within 45 calendar days of the date the incident occurred or, if a personnel action, within 45
calendar days (';f its effective date.

® Your complaint must be filed within 15 calendar days of the date of your receipt of the Notice of Final Intervicw with the EEO Counsclor.
If the matter his hot been resolved to your satisfaction within 30 calendar days of you contacted the EEO Office and the final counscling
interview has not been completed within that time, you have the right to file a complaint at any time thereater up to |5 calendar days after
your receipt of‘thc Notxcc of Final Interview. These time limits will only be extended under limited circumstances.

® The EEO C:m!nsclor or the EEO Officer will assist you in preparing your complaint, upon request.

® Your wrim-:n (;:or!nplaint should be filed by you with the EEQ Officer for the Bureau wheré the alleged discrimination occurred,

1l . : . .
& You may have alrepresentative at all stages of the processing of your complaint.

® You will havé an opportunity 1o talk with an impartial investigator and present all the facts which you believe support your complaint-

of discrimination,

o After the m‘vc‘stlgatlon of your complaint has been completed, you will be furnished a copy of the investigative file. You will then be
given an opponumly to request a final agency decision by the Department of Justice’s Complaint Adjudication Officer (CAO) or a hearing
before the Equal Employmcnt Opportunity Commission (EEOC), which will be conducted by an Administrative Judge of the EEQC. Atthe
hearing, whxchwﬂl be held at a convenient time and place, you may present witnesses and ather evidence in your behalf.

® If your covlnplai;m is based upon sexual orientation or parental status, your investigative file will be reviewed by the Department of
Justice's CAO anid a final decision will be rendered with no entitlement for further administrative review,

° If a hcanng |sl h(l:ld on your complaint, the CAO will take final action on your complaint by issuing a final order. The final order will
notify you whcthfr ér not the agency will fully implement the Administrative Judge's decision and it will explain your appeal rights. If you
elect to have an immediate final agency decision without having a hearing, the CAO will take final action on your complaint by issuing a
final agency decision which consists of ﬁndmgs an the merits of each issue in the complaint. The final agency decision will also include
an explanationfof your appeal rights.

¢ If you are nol sa'tisf' ied with the final order or agency decision, you have the right to file a written appeal with the EEOC, Washington,
DC, within 30 calcz}dar days after your reccipt of the final order or final agcncy decision. A copy of your appeal must be provided to the
agency at the samc time it is filed with the EEOC,

® If your complaint is based on race, color, sex (including sexual harassment), religion, national origin, age, disability (physu:al or mental)
or reprisal, you alsofhave the right to file a civil action in the appropriate Federal District Courl:

/

(a) Within 90)days of receipt of the final action on an individual or class complaint if no appcal has been filed;
(b) Within 1180 days of filing an individual or class complaint if an appeal has not been filed and final action has been taken;
(c) WiTin 306d s of receipt of the Commission's final decision on appeal; or

(d)-After 180‘Idays from the date of filing an appeal with the Commission if there has been no final decision by the Commission.

NOTE: Special statutory provisions (PL 93-259) relating to the right to file a civil action apply to age discrimination complaints.

[}




U.S. Departmen’ ~f Justice

Complaint Adjudication Office
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This is in reference to the complaint of employment PR

discrimination that you filed against the Federal Bureau of
Investigation. Enclosed is the Department of Justice’s Final
Order and Memorandum Explaining the Final Order. The Department
agrees with the Administrative Judge’s decision that found no
discrimination in your complaint.

Rights pf Appeal

You have the right to appedal any part of the Administrative
Judge’s decision to the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission
(EEOC) * You may do so by filing your appeal with the EEOC’s
Office of Federal*Operatlons within 30 days of the date you -
receive this decision. If you are represented by an attorney of
record, the 30-day appeal period shall begin to run on the day
your attorney receives this decision. The EEOC requires that you
use EEOC Form 573, Notice of Appeal/Petition, a copy of which is
attached, to appeal this decision. The Notice should indicate
what is being appealed. Please attach a copy of the Final Order
to the Notice of Appeal. The Notice of Appeal should be sent to
the Director, Office of Federal Operations, EEOC, Post Office Box
77960, Washington, D.C. 20013, by mail, personal delivery, or
facsimile (202-663-7022). A copy of your notice of appeal must
be sent to | [ tnit Chief, Room PA-400, JEH
Bldg., 935 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20535.

The Notice of Appeal that you file with the EEOC must contain, or
must have attached to it, the date and method by which you sent
the copy of your notice to the agency's representative. You have
the right to file a brief or statement in support of your appeal,
and any such document must be filed with EEOC within 30 days of
filing the notice of appeal, in the manner of submission
specified above. If you submit a brief by facsimile, the EEOC
requires that the brief be limited to no more than 10 pages.
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You also have the right to file a civil action in the
appropriate United States District Court within 90 days of the
date you receive this decision, provided you have not already
filed an appeal with the EEOC. In filing your federal complaint,
you should name the Attorney General, Eric H. Holder, Jr., as the
defendant. If you have already filed an appeal with the EEOC,
you may file in federal court only after 180 days have passed
from the date of filing an appeal with the EEOC with no final
decision by the Commission.

If you cannot afford to file a civil action, you can ask the
‘court to allow you to file the action at no cost to you. The
court may also provide you with an attorney if you cannot afford
to hire one to represent you in your civil action. Questions
concerning when and how to file a waiver of costs should be
directed to your attorney or the District Court clerk.

Singerely,

Mark I~
Complaint Adjudication Officer

cC:

Stephanie L. Merkel
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* The U.S. Equal Employment Upportunity Commission

OFFICE OF FEDERAL OPERATIONS
P.O. Box 77960
‘Washington, DC 20013

Complainant Information: (Please Print or Type)

Complainant's name (Last, First, M.L):

Home/mailing address:

City, State, ZIP Code:

Daytime Telephone # (with area code):

E-mail address (if any):

Attorney/Representative Information (if any):

Attorney name:

Non-Attorney Representative name:

Address:

City, State, ZIP Code:

Telephone number (if applicable):

E-mail address (if any):

General Information:

Name of the agency being charged with discrimination:

Identify the Agency's complaint number:

Location of the duty station or local facility in which the
camplaint arose:

Has a final action been taken by the agency, an Arbitrator,
FLRA, or MSPB on this complaint?

Yes; Date Received. (Remember to
attach a copy)
No

This appeal alleges a breach of settlement agreement

Has a complaint been filed on this same matter with the
EEQC, another agency, or through any other administrative
or collective bargaining procedures?

No
Yes (Indicate the agency or procedure,

Has a civil action (lawsuit) been filed in connection with this
complaint?

complaint/docket number, and attach a copy, if appropriate)

No
Yes (Attach a copy of the civil actionfiled)

NOTICE: Please attach a copv of the final decision or order from which you are appealing. If a hearing was requested, please

attach a copy of the agency's final order and a copy of the EEOC Administrative Judge's decision. Any comments or brief in
support of this appeal MUST be filed with the EEOC and with the agency within 30 days of the date this appeal is filed. The
date the appeal is filed is the date on which it is postmarked, hand-delivered, or faxed to the EEOC at the address above,

Signature of complainant or complainant's representative:

‘| Date:

%
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U.S. Department pf Justice

Complaint Adjudication Office

EEOC Docket Number ! be
Agency Complaint Number o
DOJ Number :

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Patrick Henry Building, Room A4810
Washington, DC 20530

MAR 23 2012

DELSARTMENT OF JUSTICE FINAL ORDER

in the case of

|v. Federal Bureau of Investigation

Based on a careful review of the record in this case, it is
the determination of the Department of Justice to accept the EEOC
Administrative Judge’'s decision finding that complainant

was not subjected to discrimination because of his national
origin (Turkish) when his request for a second polygraph
examination was denied on August 4, 2010.

Mafk-1,. Gross
Complaint Adjudication Officer

.....
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T U.S. Departmer of Justice
. :
’ Complaint Adjudication Office
EEOC Docket Number]| I b6
Agency Complai |
DOJ Number ‘

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Patrick Henry Building, Room A4810

Washington, DC 20530 MAR 23 2012

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE  MEMORANDUM
Explaining the Final Order

in. the case of

[ | v. Federal Bureau of Investigatibn b6

EEQOC regulatiohs require all agencies that recgeive an
Administrative Judge's decision to issue a final order within 40
days of receipt of the decision. The Department of Justice
received the Administrative Judge’s decision in this case on
February 23, 2012. The final order informs the complainant
whether the agency will fully implement the Administrative
Judge’s decision. 29 C.F.R. 1614.110(a). This office is charged
with issuing those final orders on behalf of the Department of-
Justice and has this day issued a final order in this case.
This memorandum explains, for the benefit of the parties, the
rationale behind the Department of Justice’s decision to fully
implement the Administrative Judges decision.

(%))

On September 23, 2010, complainant | | an b
applicant for filed an employment
discrimination complaint against the Federal Bureau of
Investigation pursuant to Section 717 of Title VII of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 2000e-16. The issue . i
the FBI accepted was whether complainant was discriminated
against because of his national origin (Turkish) when his
request for a second polygraph examination was denied on August
4, 2010 (Ex. 6, acceptance letter dated.December 3, 2010).%
Complainant claimed that a polygraph examiner asked him
inappropriate questions because of a discriminatory animus
against him and, as a result, he failed the required pre-
employment polygraph examination and his conditional offer of

! The record will be cited as follows: (Ex.) for exhibits

from the Report of Investigation, (CF) for the correspondence
file, and (AJD) for the Administrative Judge’s Decision dated
February 13, 2012.

ba
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employment with the FBI was rescinded. Complainant filed this
complaint after FBI officials denied his request for a second
polygraph examination.

After the FBI's EEO office investigated the issues in this
case, complainant requested a hearing and the FBI forwarded the
record to the EEOC for assignment to an Administrative Judge.
On November 30, 2011, the Administrative Judge assigned to the
complainant’s case issued a notice of intent to issue decision
without conducting a hearing (AJD at 2).

On February 2, 2012, the Administrative Judge issued a
decision finding no discrimination (AJD). The Administrative
Judge issued an Order on February 15, 2012, awarding the FBI
summary judgment (CF, Order). The Administrative Judge found
that a hearing was unnecessary because the FBI had produced
legitimate, nondiscriminatory reasons for its actions which were
not pretext for discrimination against complainant (AJD at 5-6).

A careful review of the record supports the Administrative
Judge’s finding of no discrimination. Therefore, the Department
of Justice accepts the Administrative Judge’s decision and
enters a final order acknowledging that the Administrative
Judge's decision will be fully implemented.

o

.- - Mar%/ﬁ?’Gross
Camnlaint Addiudication Office:

N

Complaint Adjudication Orrice

'?:'
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U.s. E¢ L EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY ( .IMISSION

NS llas District Office
N2 g 207 S. Houston Street, 3% Floor
-2 _ Dallas, TX 75202-4726

. (214) 253-2700
e IERN T TTY (214) 253-2710
- FAX (214) 253-2720

IN THE MATTER OF:

EEOC No. | |

-
&)

Complainant,

vs.

Agency No. | |

‘Eric Holder,
Attorney General,
U.S. Department of Justice,

Agency.“

¥
S P T e L L e L L L L

ORDER ENTERING JUDGMENT

For the reasons set forth in the enclosed Decision dated
February 2, 2012, judgment in the above-captioned matter is
hereby entered. "A Notice To. The Parties explaining their appeal
rlghts is attached.

This office is also enclosing a copy of the hearing record
- for the agency and a copy of the transcript, if applicable, for
the complainant and/or his/her representative.

This office will hold the report of investigation and the -
complaint file for sixty days, during which time the agency may
arrange for their retrieval. If we do not hear from the agency
within sixty days, we will destroy our copy of these materials.

Tt is so ORDERED.

Stephaie L. Merkel
Administrative Judge

Enclosures, X




Certificate of Service

For timeliness purposes, it shall be presumed that the
parties received the foregoing Order Entering Judgment within

five calendar days after the date they were sent via first class

mail. I certify that on
Order and/or attached documents w
to the following:

Assistant General Counsel
Federal Bureau of Investigation
935 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Rm. PA-400 North
Washington, DC 20535

\\;gfl Mark‘Gross . '_ R
‘ omplaint Adjudication Officer .

U.S. Dept. of Justice

Civil Rights Division - CAO
NALC Bldg. Rm. 409

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DG 20530

, 2012, the foregoing
e sent via first class mail

@
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BEFORE THE U.S. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
DALLAS DISTRICT OFFICE

U.S. Department of Justice,

Agency.

. }
IN THE MATTER OF: }
} bé
} EEOC No.
Complainant, -}
b
vs. }
‘ } Agency No. i
Eric Holder, Attorney General, }
3]
3
}
I

ADMINTISTRATIVE JUDGE’S SUMMARY DECISTION

Complainant:

Agency Representative:

Assistant General Counsel

Federal Bureau of
Investigation

935 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Rm. PA-400 North

Washington, DC 20535

Administrative Judge: Stephanie L. Merkel
EEQOC Dallas District Office
207 S. Houston Street
Dallas, Texas 75202

X




I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to 29 C.F.R. §1614.109(f) and §1614.109(g) of the
Regulations of the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission, it
has been determined that a summary decision is appropriate in
this case. The following summarizes the events which have led
to this decision.

On November 30, 2011, the Administrative Judge issued a
Notice of Intent to Issue a Decision Without a Hearing in this
case.’ The Agency filed a response to this Notice; the
Complainant did not. However, prior .to the issuance of this
Notice  the Complainant submitted a statement which was
considered in this decision. Upon a review of the investigative
file and the parties’ submissions, I determined that a summary
decision is appropriate.

IT. ISSUE

The issue in- this case 1is as follows: - Whether the
Complainant was.discriminated agaimst due to ‘his national origin
(Turkish) when he was -inappropriately questioned during his pre-
employment polygraph examination, and his- request for a second
pre-employment polygraph examination was denied. :

III. FINDINGS OF FACT

The following facts were:outlined in the Notice of Intent:

1. The Complainant (Turkish) applied for a position with the

Agency as | | He received a job offer conditional on
undergoing a personnel security interview and pre-employment
polygraph examination. All new hires are required to undergo

. such an examination (IF, Exhs. 9, 10).

2. Special Agent |
conducted the polygraph examination. He conducted 284 polygraph
examinations .in 2010. | stated that the questions

asked during the examination relate to suitability and security.
He stated that the same questions are asked of every applicant.
| stated that the results of the Complainant’s
examination showed deception during the security portion of the
examination (IF, Exh. 10).

3. | | examination was reviewed byl

Supervisory Special Agent. She conducted an

i‘;
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independent quality control review of the Complainant’s

polygraph examination. She stated that when she conducts her
review she is unaware of the results reached by the polygraph
examiner who conducted the ‘original examination. Ms.

| | results £from her quality control review of the
Complainant’s polygraph examination showed deception with regard
to the security series of questions (IF, Exh. 11).

4. The Complainant submitted a request - for another
examination. | | supervisory special
Agent, reviewed the Complainant’s request. | | reviewed
all of the materials related to the Complainant’s polygraph
examination. He stated that he recommended that the

Complainant’s request be denied because he found no deficiencies
or factors that could have .affected the examination results (IF,
Exh. 12).

S. A statistical analysis of  polygraph examinations
administered by | | in 2010 sShow that of 219
examinations conducted on applicants for positions, 30.59%

failed, 8.68% showed no opiniodn, -10.5% were inconclusive, and
50.23% passed (IF, ExH. 20).

The followinéf-uncqﬁtrdﬁﬁrted facts were tendered by the
parties:

6. The job announcement online application asks applicants to
provide city and state of birth (Complainant’s Submission dated
November 21, 2011).

7. Of the other applicants given pre-employment polygraph
- examinations by | | were individuals from Pakistan and
Russia who passed the examinations. | |also gave pre-

employment polygraph examinations to applicants from Korea and
Russia who failed the examination (Agency's Response to Notice;
IF, Exh. 10).

V. APPLICABLE LAW

In any proceeding, judicial or administrative, involving a

complaint of discrimination, it is the burden of the complainant

to establish initially that there is some substance to the

allegation of discrimination. ‘In order to meet this burden,
the complainant must establish a prima facie case of
discrimination. Board of Trustees of Keene State College v.

Sweeney, 439 U.S. 24, 99 S.Ct. 295, 58 L.Ed.2d 216 (1978) ;

3.

[on
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Furnco Construction Corp. v. Waters, 438 U.S. 567, 98 S.Ct.
2943, 57 L.Ed.2d 957 (1978); McDomnell Douglas Corp. v. Green,
411 U.s. 792, 93 S.Ct. 1817, 36 L.Ed.2d 668 (1973). This meéans
that the complainant must present a body of evidence such that,
were it not rebutted, the trier of fact could conclude that
unlawful discrimination did occur.

If the complainant meets the burden of presenting a prima

facie case, the agency has a burden of production to articulate

some legitimate, non-discriminatory reason for its actions.
Page v. United States Industries, 726 F.2d 1038, 1055 (5th Cir.
1984) . If the agency does so, the complainant has the burden to
demonstrate that the reason articulated is a pretext for
discrimination. Price Waterhouse v. Hopkins, 490 U.S. 228, 109
S.Ct. 1775, 104 L.Ed.2d 268 (1989). Pretext may be shown by
either direct or indirect evidence of discrimination, either by

showing-that the agency's explanation is not worthy of belief or

by showing that a discriminatory motive was more likely. St.
Mary's Honor Center v. Hicks, 509 U.S. 502, 125 L.Ed.2d 407, 113
S.Ct. 2742 (1993); Texas Department of Community Affairs v.

Burdine,'450 U.S. 248, 101 S.Ct. -1089, 67 L.Ed.2d 207 (1981);
E.E.O0.C. v. Ackerman, Hood & McQueen, Inc., 956 F.2d 944, 947-
948 (1l0th Cir. 1992); Luna v. City and County of Denver, . 948
F.2d 1144,. 114a'(}pth Cir. 1991); Kendall v. Block, 821 F.2d
1142, 1145-46 (S5th ~ Cir. 1987). The burden to ' show
discrimination remains at all times with the complainant.
United States Postal Service Board of Governors v. Aikens, 460
U.s. 711, 103 S.Ct. 1478, 175 L.Ed.2d 403 (1983); Smith v. Wal-
Mart Stores, 891 F.2d 1177, 1179 (5th Cir. 1990); Valentino v.
U.S. Postal Service, 674 F.2d 56, 61 (D.C. Cir. 1982).

VI. ANALYSIS

An Administrative Judge is authorized to render findings of
fact and conclusions of law without a hearing when there are no
disputed material facts. 29 C.F.R. §1614.109(e) (2). This
regulation is modeled after Rule 56 of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure and adopts. that rule’'s standards. Wilson v. U.
S. Postal Service, EEOC Appeal No. 01A10516 (May 8, 2001). The
Supreme Court has enunciated these standards as:

Under Rule 56c, summary judgment is proper “if the
pleadings, depositions, answers to interrogatories, and
admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any,
show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact
and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a

'k;'
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matter of law.” In our view, the plain language of Rule
56c, mandates the entry of summary judgment, after adequate
time for discovery and upon motion, against a party who
fails to make a showing sufficient to establish the
existence of an element essential to that party’s case, and
on which that party will bear the burden of proof at trial.

Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317, 322 (1986). In this
case, I find that summary judgment is appropriate as discussed
below.:

It should be recognized that each complainant's allegations
of discrimination are premised on a particular set of facts.
The evidence required to establish a prima facie case must, of.
necessity, vary from one case to the next.

In order to establish a prima facie case of discrimination
on the basis of mnational origin in .a. non-selection case, the
Complainant may show that he is a member of a protected group,
that he applied for and was qualified for the position, and that
an individual -outside of his protected group was selected,
and/or there is other information from which a prima facie case
may be found. :

However, in a case such as this, where the Agency has
articulated legitimate, nondiscriminatory reasons for its
actions, there is no.need to first determine whether a prima
facie case has been established. Instead, I will look to the
Agency’s reasons and evidence of pretext.

In order to meet its burden of production, the Agency must
do more than make general assertions. The Agency must be able
to explain the motivation for its actions and the facts that
were considered. Pitre v. Western Electric Co., 843 F.2d 1262,
1266 (10th Cir. 1988); Payne v. Travenol Laboratories, Inc., 673
F.2d 798, 817 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 459 U.S. 1038, 103 S.Ct.
452, 74 L.Ed.2d 605 (1982).

The Agency presented evidence that all applicants were
subjected to a pre-employment polygraph examination, and all

were asked the samé questions as the Complainant. The Agency
presented evidence that after the polygraph examiner reviewed
the results, the examination was sent to | a

polygraph examiner, who conducted an independent review of the
examination and did not know the results of | |
analysis or the Complainant’s national origin. The record shows

-
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that both | "] and |

|independently reached
the conclusion that the Complainant’s polygraph examination
indicated deception. The evidence also shows that after the

Complainant requested a retake, the request was reviewed by'[::]
[::f:::]who‘found no basis to grant a retake.

Thus, the Agency articulated a legitimate, non-
discriminatory reason for its actions. It was sufficiently
clear and specific to afford the Complainant an opportunlty to
show pretext.

The Complainant argued that he has worked in positions
requiring background checks, and has taken a previous polygraph
examination from another employer. He stated that he felt that
| acted like he was conducting a criminal
investigation. , 7 T

. .The record ’®ontains no evidence to show that the
Complainant was treated dlfferently from any other. “candidate
either in the requlrement for a polygraph examination, the
Guestions asked® durlng the p01ygraph examination, or the way the
results are scored. The record shows that almost one-third of
the persons taking a pre- employment examination fail the exam,
and presumably they are not of the Complainant’s national
origin. In addition, the record .contains no evidence that there
was a basis for which the Agency should have granted a retake of
the polygraph examination, or that the Complainant was treatad
any differently from any other candidate with regard to his

request for a retake.

I find that the evidence fails to support Complainant's
assertion that ‘the Agency's legitimate, non-discriminatory
reason was a pretext for discrimination.

VII. FINDINGS AND DECISION

I find that even assuming a prima facie case of
discrimination, the Complainant has failed to present oxr
identify any material facts which place the Agency's articulated
nondiscriminatory reasons for its actions in dispute or
demonstrate pretext. I therefore find no discrimination.

.ﬁ:‘,
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Ordered February 2,

2012.

AMdiy L )xute/

STEPHANIE L. MERKEL

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

Equal Employment Opportunlty
‘Commission

207 S. Houston Street

Dallas, TX 75202

Fax - I
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NOTICE TO THE PARTIES

This is a decision by an Equal Emplo?ment Opportunity
Commission Administrative Judge issued pursuant to C.F.R.

§1614.109(i). EEOC regulations require the Agency to take final

action on the complaint by issuing a final order within 40
calendar days of receipt of the hearing file and this decision.
The Agency's final order shall notify the complainant whether or
not the Agency will fully implement this decision, and shall
contain notice of the complainant's right to appeal to the
Commission, the right to file a civil action in. federal district

court, the name of the proper defendant in any such lawsuit and.

the applicable time limits for such appeal or lawsuit. With the
exception detailed in the next paragraph, complainant may- not
file an appeal to the Commission directly from this decision.
Rather, complainant may appeal' to the Commission within 30
calendar days of receipt "of the Agency's final order concerning
its implementation of this decision. If the final order does
not fully implement this decision, the Agency must also
simultaneously file an appeal to the Commission in accordance
with 29 C.F.R. §1614.403, and append a copy of the appeal to the
final order. A copy of EEOC Form 573 must be attached to the
final order. . L

The Complainant may only appeal directly from this decision
in the event that the Agency has not issued its final order
within 40 calendar days of its receipt of the hearing file and
this decision. In this event, the complainant should append a
copy of the Administrative Judge's decision to the appeal. The
complainant should furnish a copy of the appeal to the opposing
party at the same time it is filed with the Commission, and such
service was made on the opposing party. The allegations raised
in connection with a loss or harm to a term, condition or
privilege of employment must relate to alleged violations of
either Title VII, the ADEA the EPA or the Rehabilitation Act.
See, 29 CFR Section 1614.103 All appeals to the Commission must
be filed by mail, personal delivery or facsimile.

By Mail:

Director, Office of Federal Operations
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission
P. 0. Box 77960

Washington, D.C. 20013

L
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Memorandum

Subject:  Final Order in | | v. FBI, |Pate:
Agency Case No. | MAR 23 2012
- A,
o | — 177

Unit Chief
Federal Bureau of
Investigation

Supervisory Attorney .
Complaint Adjudications
Office

Enclosed is the Department of Justice Final Order and Memorandum in
Support of the Final Order in the above case. The Order accepts the
Administrative Judge’s finding of no discrimination -in this case.
Under EEOC regulations, complainant has 30 days from receipt of the
Order to file an appeal with the EEOC’s Office of Federal
Operations. If complainant files an.appeal, the regulations require
that you be sent .a copy of the appeal. Upon receipt of any appeal,
you should contact the FBI's EEO Office so that the EEO Office may
timely forward the case file to the EEOC’s Office of Federal
Operations. If you have any questions about this mailing, please
contact me at | | ”

ce: ' b6

Stephanie L. Merkel
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‘ US Department of Justice

Complaint of F ™ -crimination

(See instructions on reve..}

is derived from 42 U.S.C. Section 2000e-16; 29 CFR Sections 1614.106 an
2, PURPOSE AND USE-This information will be used to document the issues and al
of a complaint of discrimination based on race, color, sex (including sexual harassment),
religion, national origin, age, disaﬁily (physical or mental), sexual odmﬂn ogepprisal.
Jit g o

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT: 1. AUTHORITY- The authority to colle.ct HR% 1.
|

The signed statement will serve as the record necessary to initiate an investigation and will
me pirt of the complaint file during the investigation; hearing, if any; adjudication;
appeal, if one, to the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission. 3. EFFECTS OF

NON-DISCLOSURE-Submission of this information is MANDATORY. Failure to furnish

this information will result in the complaint being returned without action.

-~
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Uy 2. Your Telephone Number (including area code)
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QFFICE OF Eeg 4 FFATR
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Citv, State and Zip Code |

3. Which De}fartment'of Justice Office Do You Believe

Discriminated Against You? F BI

4, Current Work Address
|A Name of Agency Where You Wark '

B. Street Address of Office

B. Street Address of Your Adency v

C Ciry State afid Zip Code

C. City, State and Zip Code

D. Title and Grade of Your Job ,

5. Date on Which Most Recent
Alleged Discrimination Took Place

Month Year

| lq ER

Day

6. Check Below Why You Believe You WereDrsermmmmmacerres

@/l{ace or Color (Give Race or Color) A;Z‘ oA /1—/1/1 e/t AN O Sexual Orientation

O Religion ( Give.Religl‘an') '

@/Ser (Give Sex) ‘0O Male ﬁ\Female
- O Sexual Harassment

0O Age (Give age)

0 National Origin (Give National Origin)

O Disability O Priysical |

O Reprsal °

0 Parental Status

[0 Mental 'O Class Complaint

7. Explain How You Believe You Were Discriminated Against (treated differently from other employees or applicants) Because of Your Race, Color, Sex (including sexual

itlharassmel:lt). Rcligdion. Nat(iionatlh Origin, Age, Disability (physical or mental),-Sexqal'Oriem;uion, Parental Status,
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8. What Corrective Action Do You Want Taken on Your Complaint?

Hete
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9. A) I'have discussed my complaint with an Equal Employrricnt Opportunity Counselor and/or other, B) Name of Counselar
EEO Official. - N NS W A SR
DATE OF FIRST CONTACT WITH | DATE OF RECEIPT OF NOTICE OF FINAL I Have Not |
EEO OFFICE: INTERVIEW WITH EEC COUNSELOR: : ntacted an
D, }4 | g 2 - | - l EEO Counselor

10. Dat& of This Complaint:
Month Day Year
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11, Sien YourName Here:

b6

DEemeof & \fo( AN bLN 5,020'0%'6 Fostmar )C)

FORM DOQJ-201A

m C,g ~ //"/ /G?MAR. 2001




Appointment letters get hired. The basis to refuse me employment is
my race and/or gender. Black females are subjected to an entirely different level of
scruinty.:I 'was given a polygraph test in Memphis and told that I failed, which was
given by a male white. I requested a retake and was told that I passed the second
polygraph test taken in Nashville, TN., which was given by a male black. The FBI
office has disparately affected African Americans in general in their failure to hire
such. The Memphis FBI office has a disproportionate number of females to males as

- well. I believe that I have been discriminated against on account of my race and/or

gender. I have been treated unfair and unequal. The agency is still hiring.




lLS.DeparuﬁcncofJusﬁce
Complaint Adjudication Office

r~3ZIVED

Agency Complaint Number- pe 0 Y
DJ Number ‘
206-FEB—tAH—1b

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, <

rORF IS O EDSAE EAIRS

Washington, DC ”2053() FEB 2 2010

bé

Dear | |

This is in reference to your complaint of discrimination
that you filed against the Federal Bureau of Investigation.
Under the Department of Justice's equal employment opportunity
regulations, the Complaint Adjudication Officer renders the final
Department of Justice decision on your complaint. Enclosed is
the final Department of Justice decision. ’

Rights of Appeal

First, you have the right to appeal any part of this
decision to the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) .
You may do so by filing your appeal within 30 days of the date
you receive this decision. If you are represented by an attorney
of record, the 30-day appeal period shall begin to run the day -
your attorney receives this decision. The appeal must be in
writing. The Commission prefers that you use EEOC Form 573,
Notice of Appeal/Petition, a copy of which is attached, to appeal
this decision. The notice of appeal should be sent to the
Director, Office of Federal Operations, EEOC, Post Office Box
19848, Washington, D.C. 20036, by mail, personal delivery, or
facsimile. You must also send a copy of your notice of appeal to
I EEO Officer, Federal Bureau of Investigation,
10" & Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Room 7901, Washington, D.C. b
20535. You must state the date and method by which you sent the
copy of your notice to the agency's EEO Officer either on, or

(o))

attached to, the notice of appeal vou mail.ta the_TRAs

Second, you have the right to LII€ & CIVIL aCCIOII LI CTIE
appropriate United States District Court within 90 days of the:
date you receive this decision. 1In filing your federal
complaint, you should name the Attorney General, Exric Holder,
Jr., as the defendant. Even if you appeal this decision to the
EEOC, you still have the right to go to federal court. You may
file a civil action in the United States District Court within 90

>an

. SBT TICKLER TC CLOSE BVS, 0 IF NO : o be lm
APPEAL OR CIVit. ACTION FILED. '
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days of the day you receive the Commission's final decision on
your appeal, or after 180 days from the date you filed your
appeal with the Commission, i1f the Commission has not made a
final decision by that time. ' '

If you cannot afford to file a civil action, you can ask the
court to allow you to file the action at no cost to you. The
court may also provide you with an attorney if you cannot afford
to hire one to represent you in your civil action. Questions
concerning when and how to file a waiver of costs should be
directed to your attorney or the District Court clerk.

Si rely,

< Wﬂ‘\
ark L. Gross

Complaint Adjudication Officer

CcC:




NOTICE OF APPEAL/PETITION
TO THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
OFFICE OF FEDERAL OPERATIONS

P.0. Box 19348
Washington, DC, 20036

Complainaat [nformation: (Please Print or Type)

Complainant's name (Last. First. M.[.):

Home/mailing address:

Cicy, Swaate. ZIP Code:

Daytime Telephane # (with area code):

E-mail address (if any):

Attorney/Representative Information (if

any):

Attorney name:

Non-Attorney Representative name:

Address:

-City, State, ZIP Code:

Telephone number (if applicable):

_E-mail"address (if any):

General Information:

. Name of the agency being
~charged with discrimination:

| .[dentify. the Agency's.complaint number:

Location of the duty station or local
facility in which the complaint arose:

"Has 4 final action been taken by the
“agency, an Arbiraor, FLRA, or MSPB-

on this complaint?

[Jes Date Received (Remember to amach a
copy)

[:INU

DThis appeal alleges a breach of a seutle ment agreement

Has a complaint been filed on this same

~matier with the EEOC, another agency,
-or through any acher administrative or
collective bargaining procedures?

Cne

D Yes ([ndicate the agency or procedure, complaint/docket number, and
actach & copy, if appropriace)

Has a civil action (lawsuir) been filed in
connecuon with this complaint?

DNu

D Yes tActach a copy of the civil activn (ied)

NOTICE: Please attach a capy of the final decision or order from which vou are appealing. If a hearing was requested,

please suach a copy of the agency's final order and a copy of the EEOC Administrauve Judge’'s decision. Any comments

or brief :n support of this appeal MUST be filed with the EEOC and with the agency within 30 davs of the date nis appeal

is Tiled. The sate the appeal s filed is the Jdate on which i 5 posunarked, hand detivered. or faxed io0 the EEQC at the

address sbove,

signawire 51 zomplamant or
SOmMDIAINGNU'S represeniative:

PRIV .Y

T sTATEMENT s AEVIREE IDE.




U.S. Departme... of Justice
Complaint Adjudication Office

Agency Complaint Number

DJ Number be
950 }.’ennsylvania.A%enue, N
Wasington DG 2055 FEB 2 2010
DEPARTMENT bF JUSTICE FINAL DECISION
in the matter of
. v. Federal Bureau of Investigation
on July 5, 2008, complainant | [filed an

employment discrimination complaint against the Federal Bureau of
Investigation, pursuant to Section 717 of Title VII of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C. §2000e-16. Complainant
alleged discrimination on the bases of race (African American)
and sex. On September 12, 2008, the FBI EEO office dismissed in
part and accepted in part complainant”s claims for investigation
(Ex. 6). The EEO accepted this claim: '

Whether complainant was discriminated against

based on her race (African American) and sex
(female) when on March 4, 2008, complainant
received a letter rescinding her conditional

offer of employment as | vith the FBI.

The FBI EEO office dismissed these claims:

(1) on November 9, 2007, complainant felt like
she was being interrogated during her polygraph
examination; and

(2) on November 29, 2007, complainant received
a letter advising her she did not pass her first
polygraph examination.

The Complainant Adjudication Office received the case for
issuance of a final decision on February 5, 2009.

Facts

Complainant stated that the FBI extended her a conditional
offer of employment as | on February 21, 2007 (EX. bE
3, p. 4). Complainant said the conditional offer of employment
Ietter stated that the “appointment would be rescinded if she




2-

failed the background, physical fitness test, polygraph
examination, physical examination, and/or drug testing” (Id. at
5). Complainant said the FBI rescinded the conditional offer on
March 14, 2008 (ibid.), and that she was told that she failed the
polygraph examination (Ex. 2, p. 3. Complainant did not identify
the individual who told her that she did not pass the polygraph
examination. Complainant appealed and was allowed to retake the
polygraph examination (ibid.). Complainant said she passed the
second polygraph examination and met the requirements stated in
the conditional offer, yet she again was refused employment (Id.
at 1).

Complainant said the hiring process is unfair because the
Memphis, Tennessee, Division has traditionally only “processed”

white men to | | (Ex. 3, p. 5).
Complainant said the hiring criteria was “preset for hiring white
males” (ibid.). Complainant said the FBI wanted to give the

appearance that it attempted to hire a minority, so she was
“taken through the motions during the applicant process for
statistical reasons” (ibid.). Complainant said she was
discriminated against because “it has been ten years .since a
black female has successfully been procéssed through the Memphls
Division to| | (ibid.) . b6 -

| Chief
sald a conditional appointment offer requres Jppllcants to be
administered a polygraph examination as a part of the preliminary
processing (Ex. 11, p. 1). [:::::::]said all applicants must
pass a polygraph in order to continue in the application process
(ibid.). [ ]explained that unsuccessful applicants have
appeal rights and may request to retake the polygraph examination
(ibid.). Isald the Polygraph Unit (PU) advised [:::]that
‘complainant had two polygraph failures (Id. at 1, 2), but was
granted a retest after being notified by the PU of her first
failure (Id. at 2).

said the [::::Isupervisor reviews the polygraph test:
results and identifies the appropriate code to discontinue the
background investigation (ibid.). According to[:::::;::g the

code i1s entered into the Bureau Personnel Management System b6
(BPMS) which automatically generates a generic letter (ibid.).
[:::::::1explained that all applicants who are unsuccessful in
passing the polygraph examination are sent a letter generated by

the BPMS (ibid.). [::::::;:%said complainant’s conditional offer

of appointment was rescinded because complainant failed to pass

the polygraph (ibid.).




3.

Special Agent (SA)| |wvas assigned as the
Regional Polygraph Manager for the Knoxville, Tennessee Division
(Bx. 14, p. 3). | gsaid he conducts Quality Control reviews
of polygraph examinations conducted in the regions (Id. at 2).

said he provided a quality review on complainant’s b6
polygraph examination administered by SA| | in
November 2007 (ibid.). | | said he agreed with

assessment that no deception was indicated in complainant’s
responses to questions related to National Security matters
(ibid.) . | | said deception was indicated in complainant’s
responses to questions related to use and sale of illegal drugs
and completeness of her application (ibid.).

[::::::]said he conducted a quality review on complainant’s
polygraph examination administered by SA | | on
February 22, 2008 (ibid.). | | said the polygraph dealt with
the drug and application issues (ibid.). [::?::Eisaid he
disagreed with | opinion that complainant did not
display deception in her responses (ibid.). L|j:|ksaid, “As the P°
QC reviewer, my decision resulted in an overall polygraph result ‘
of DI (deception)” (ibid.). [:::::] said it is FBI standard
practice to have another PU Supervisor review charts and
documentation when a difference in the evaluation of charts
arises (Id. at 2, 3). E;::::]said he sent complainant’s second
examination charts and documentation to PU Supervisor

(ibid.) .

[::::::]said he was not aware of complainant’s race, and his
opinion regarding the deception in her responses was not b6
influenced by race or sex (ibid.). | said the race of the
person tested is not reflected on the FBI polygraph examination
documents (ibid.) .

Regional Polygraph Program Manager| |is a
Regional Pro%ram Manager for the Charlotte, N.C., Division (Ex.

15, p. 1). said she regularly reviewed polygraph o
examination results and provided a second opinion for other b6
managers conducting Quality Control Reviews (ibid.). “

said a second review is conducted when a FBI PU Manager or a

Regional Polygraph Manager determines a discrepancy exists with a
decision made by a Field Polygraph Examiner regarding the results

of a polygraph examination (ibid.). [ |said neither race or

sex is a factor in her opinion regarding the results of a

polygraph examination (ibid.). [:::::;Jsaid she does not

specifically recall her findings regarding her review of

complainant’s polygraph examination (ibid.).
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Special Agent (SA) | |is a FBI polygraph
examiner (Ex. 12, p. 1). | |said he administered a polygraph
examination to complainant, but he does not recall the specifics

of the examination (ibid.). said neither race nor sex is
a factor in his administration of the polvygraph examinations or
evaluation of results (Id. at 1, 2). gsaid he forwarded

the polygraph charts and other documentation to the PU, FBIHQ for
Quality Control testing (Id. at 2).

Special Agent| lis a former FBI polygraph -
examiner (Ex. 13, p. 1). | |said he administered a
olvgraph examination to complainant in February 2008 (ibid.).
| |said neither race nor sex were.factors in his
administration or evaluation of the polygraph examinations
(ibid.). | |said it was his opinion that complainant
passed the polygraph examination with no deception based on
complainant’s comments and the results of the evaluation (Id. at
2). | | said he sent the results of the examination along
with accompanying documentation to the FBI PU (ibid.).
[ | said the FBI Quality Ceontrol Review staff concluded
that complainant was deemed “to have reflected deception”
(ibid.) .

Analvsis

Complainant claimed that she was discriminated against on
the bases of sex and race when the FBI rescinded her conditional
offer of employment. Section 717 of Title VII of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 2000e-16, prohibits
discrimination on the bases of race and sex.

The framework for evaluating a discrimination claim under
Title VII is found in McDonnell Douglag v. Green, 411 U.S. 792
(1973). 1In a disparate treatment case involving circumstantial
evidence, the burden-shifting test set forth in McDonnell Douglas
must be applied. St. Mary’s Honor Center v. Hicks, 509 U.S. 502,
507-508 (1993), Texas Dep’t of Community Affairs v. Burdine, 450
U.S. 248, 254-256 (1981). In order to show disparate treatment
discrimination under Title VII, the preponderance of the evidence
in the record must demonstrate that complainant was treated less
favorably than others because of race and sex. St. Mary'’s Honor
Center v. Hicks, 509 U.S. at 510 n.3. Complainant can prevail by
showing that FBI the’s reasons were a pretext for discrimination
and that sex and race were the true reasons complainant’s
conditional offer of employment was rescinded. St. Mary'’s Honor
Center v. Hicks, 509 U.S.. at 515.

bs
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I. Timeliness issues

Claims 1-2, as described in the Letter of Acceptance of
Issues dated September 12, 2008, occurred November 9 and 29,
2007. Complainant contacted the EEO Counselor on April 8, 2008,
regarding these claims (Ex. 6). The FBI EEO dismissed claim one
because “it fails to state a claim of discrimination and is
untimely,” and dismissed claim two because it was untimely (Id.
at 2).

EEOC regulations at 29 C.F.R. §1614. 107(a) (1) state that a
complaint shall be dismissed if it fails to state a claim under
§1614.103. A complainant must allege that she was injured in
fact to be an “aggrieved employee” under 1614.103. As to claim
one, complainant alleged that she felt that she was interrogated
during the polygraph examination. Complainant has not shown how
she was aggrieved or suffered a personal loss or harm regarding a
term, condition or privilege of her employment when she was
administered the polygraph examination. Complainant has not
shown that she was subjected to an employment action which has
rendered her aggrieved for purposes of stating a claim within the
purview of Title VII. The allegation does not challenge an.
unlawful employment policy or practice. See Stup v. United States
Postal Service, EEOC #05990465 (April 1, 2000). The FBI EEO
office correctly dismissed the claim.

EEOC Regulation 29 C.F.R. §1614. 105(a) (1) requires that
complaints of discrimination be brought to the attention of the
EEO Counselor within 45 days of the date of the matter alleged to
be discriminatory. Federal employees must contact an EEO
Counselor within 45 days of the discriminatory to challenge the
discriminatory act. See Clark v. Runyon, 116 F.3d 275, 276 (7¢h
Cir. 1997). The record establishes that complainant contacted
the EEO Counselor on April 8, 2008, more than 148 days after the
November 9, 2007, incident and more than 130 days after the
November 29, 2007, incident. Complainant’s failure to contact
the EEO Counselor within 45 days of the discriminatory act was
grounds for dismissing each claim as untimely.

II. Race and Sex Claims

Complainant is a member of two protected classes, African
American and female. Complainant claimed that she was
discriminated against when the FBI rescinded her conditional
offer of employment. Complainant said the FBI “has disparately
affected African Americans in their failure to hire such” (Ex. 2,
p. 3). The record does not contain any evidence that any
Sdimilarly situated employees outside of complainant’s protected
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classes were treated more favorably by the FBI, and there is no
evidence creating an inference of discrimination.

FBI officials articulated legitimate, nondiscriminatory
reasons for rescinding complainant’s conditional offer of
employment. FBI Manual of Investigative Operations & Guidelines
Part 1: 67-8.2 Polygraph Examination of FBI Applicants requires
all applicants “undergo a preemployment polygraph examination
focusing on national security issues, use or sale of illegal
drugs, and completeness of the Application for Employment -(FD-
14)Y” (Ex. 17). Part 67-8.2.1 Polygraph Results 6 (b) provides
that applicants who...fail the initial polygraph examination.
will be disqualified from further processing (ibid.).

| | Chief| said a

" conditional appointment offer requires applicants to pass a

polygraph examination as a part of the preliminary processing.
According to[::::::::] theﬁi:::]supervisor reviews the polygraph
results, identifies the code to discontinue the background b
investigation, and entérs the code into the Bureau Personnel
Management System .which automatically. generates .a generic letter.
[:::f&::]explained that all applicants who are unsuccessful in

[e)}

passing the polygraph examination ar nt a letter issued by
Bureau Personnel Management System. said the Polygraph
Unit (PU) advised that complainant had two polygraph

failures, so complainant’s conditional offer was rescinded.

The evidence does not establish discrimination. The
polygraph examination consists of two parts, Series I (questions
related to National Security) and Series II (questions related
to use and sale of illegal drugs and completeness of her
application). Special Agent | | administered the
first polygraph examination and concluded that complainant’s
responses to Series I questions were not indicative of deception
while her responses in Series II questions were indicative of Ve

deception (Ex. 22). Special Agent | | administered
the second polygraph examination which consisted of Series I
questions. |concluded that complainant’s responses

were not indicative of deception, but when the matter was
forwarded for further review, Special Agent | |
concluded that there was deception, and this was confirmed by
Regional Polygraph Manager| |(Ex. 23) .

' |said FBI practice requires that a second opinion be
provided when the Regional Polygraph Manager and Quality Control L6

reviewer disagrees with a decision reached by the polygraph
examiner. The record demonstrates that conducted the
initial Quality Control reviews on complainant’s polygraph
examinations administered by and | | said,
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“As the -QC reviewer, my decision resulted in an overall polygraph
result of DI (deception)” (Ex. 14, p. 2). [ ]explained that
he concurred withﬁ%:::::::]conclusions, but disagreed with
| |conclusion that complainant did not display
deception in her responses. [::f&::]conducted a review of
agsessment and concurred that deception was indicated in
complainant’s second polygraph examination. FBI officials
provided a reasonable explanation for rescinding the conditional
offer of employment.

Complainant claimed that the FBI’'s reasons were pretext for
discrimination. Complainant said,“it has been ten years since a
black female has succe ullv been processed through the Memphis b
Division to attend thei |(Ex. 3, p- 5). '
Complainant complained that the criteria was “preset for hiring
white males” (ibid.).

(o))

The evidence establishes that all applicants are required to
take the same polygraph examination and there is no evidence that
the criteria is discriminatory. According to[ ] “both
males and females, regardless of race, perform equally on

polygraph examinations” (Ex. 14, p. 3). [:::::]testified that hé
the race of the person being tested is not reflected on the )
polygraph examination. | |testified

that neither race nor sex were factors in the administration or
evaluation of complainant’s polygraph examination.

The record contains no evidence that complainant’s '
conditional offer of employment was rescinded due to race or sex
discrimination. The record indicates that FBI officials
collectively agreed that complainant’s responses had shown
deception, and her conditional employment offer was rescinded on
that basis. There is no evidence of discriminatory animus on
behalf of management towards complainant. The record
demonstrates that complainant has failed to prove that the FBI's
articulated legitimate, nondiscriminatory reasons for its actions

- are pretexual.
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Decision

The record does not support a finding that the  complainant
was discriminated against on the bases of race or sex.

¢ %

MarK L. Gross
Complaint Adjudication Officer

ATCOINey .
Complaint Adjudication Office
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On January 12, 2010 | took a pre-employment polygraph for a positio), with the FBI. The test was
given at the FBI office in New Haven, CT.

| met with the polygrapher, and he explained the process and what to expect during the
exam.

At the end of the exam:' approached me and unhooked the apparatus and asked how |
thought | did. | replied by saying that although | was a little nervous 1 believed | did well. He then said | ¢
passed the national security portion on the polygraph but that my response about my drug use in high
school[ ] was showing deception. He said that he moved the question around and that
no matter where he put it | had the same response when asked about it. He told me how the FBI took
deception very seriously and that if | wanted to move further along in the hiring process | would have

to change the number of times| |[to something other than what | :
indii:ated on my applicalion. He approached me several times to change my answer and each timell
told

| [Again, after several attempts to have me
change my answer, and | didn't, he said he was sorry and that he would forward his findings to
headquarters.

After reviewing the test and |debriefing on my ride home, l was convinced that:|
may have made an assumption, based on a stereotype about African Americans and drug use, and
used that stereotype to profile me| |1 also realized that what
was asking of me would reflect negatively either way - if | didn't change my answer | was being
deceptive and if | did change my answer | was lying on my application.

o
a3}

Throughout the entire process | was told by everyone | came into contact with at the FBI to be
fruthful and that the FBI was not looking for perfect people but honest people.

[ Twas not prepared for the FBI using it as a means to possibly stereotype
someone out of the hiring process.

From the beginning of the application and interview process to evaiuate me for a position with the
FBI no one mentioned that responding "yes" to experimental use of marijuana would eliminate me
from the possibility of a position with the FBI. Therefore, being told, after my polygraph, that my
answer regarding marijuana showed deception | was astonished to realize that my honesty had
apparently lead to the removal of the offer to work for the FBI. This further leads me to realize that
other reasons may have been the cause of my removal.

I |
| Il have received b6
many letters of commendation and appreciation for my work and | have never had any disciplinary

actions taken against me. | believe that none of this was taken into consideration and that | may have

been judged stereotypicaily on my ethnic and cultural background. As a final note, | have grave

concerns that the failed polygraph could sabotage any further attempts I may have of obtaining
employment in the criminal justice field.




From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Attachments:

"PUR E

-Tuesday, February 23, 2010 12:01 PM

FW: Informal Comp

Informal Complaint 4

i 'l!‘% ﬁl'

Inf::l rmal Complaint ATTO0001..txt (262
i R B

aint

bdf, ATT00001..txt

Please refer the aggrieved to an EEO Counselor.

Thank you

----- Original Message----- |
From: | .
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2010 5:39 PM

]

Subject: FW: Informal Complaint

ould you please direct:|to an EEO Counselor, Thanks

—

upervisory Equal Employment Specialist
Office of EEQ Affairs

From

Sent; Monday, Feb

To:

ruary 22, 2010 9:47 AM

Subject: Informal

heid ]

omplaint

-
[e)}

-
[e2}

Attached is an informal Complaint concerning. my treatment at a pre- employment polygraph for a support position with the

FBL

| can be reached at:
I:leam -4:30 pm, Mon-Fri

Thank You
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U.S. Dephrtment of Justice
Justice Management Division

Equal Employment Opportunity Staff

Email Address:

Washington, D.C. 20530

E-FILING CONTACT SHEET

Contact Information
Please print. Complete all fields in the contact information section.

'] Employee “ Applicant
Last Name: Middle Initial:
First Name:

Responsible Agency: ~FB|

Occupation: Grade: Series:

Home Address: l

City: ' - State: I_l Zip Code: |

Home Phone: I I

Cell Phone: | |

Work Address: |

City: . State: Zip Code:

Work Phone:

be ’
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-Basis of Pre-Complaint of Discrimination

Check Below Why You Believe You Were Discriminated Against?

< Race (specify): based on stereotvpes

Color (specify):

Religion (specify):

Sex (specify): Male Female
Sexual Harassment

Age (specify): " Date of Birth:

MM/DD/YYYY

National Origin (specify):
Sexual Orientation ‘
Physical Disability (specify):
Mental Disability (specify):
Parental Status

Reprisal

Date of the Most Recent Alleged Discriminatory_ Action and Nature of the Action

Date on Which Most Recent Discriminatory Took Place: 01/12/2010
: MM/DD/YYYY

Date you became aware of discriminatory action: 01/12/2010
' MM/DD/YYYY

Discriminatory Action: Explain How You Believe You Were Discriminated Against.

On January 12, 2010°] took 'a pre-employment polygraph for a position with the FBI.
The test was given at the FBI office in New Haven, CT.

I met with the polygrapher,:land he explained the process and what to

' expect during the exam.

At the end of the exampproached me and unhooked the apparatus and
asked how | thought I did. | replied by saying that although | was a little nervous |
believed | did well. He then said | passed the national security portion on the
polyaraph but that my response about my drug use| |

Note: Please e-mail this e-filing form to the point of contact (POC) identified on the list
below. The POC must be from the component where the complaint originated.




 B-Filing Contact Sheet Point of Contact (POC)

Office, Boards, and Divisions (OBD) POC:
Charles Cephas, Charles.Cephas@usdoj.gov, (202) 616-4816

Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) POC:
Barry Ward, Barry. Ward@ic.fbi.gov, (202) 324-2818

Bureau of Alcohol, Tabacco, and Firearms (ATF) POC:
Brenda.F.Bryant, Brenda.F.Bryant@usdoj.gov, (202) 648-7401

Federal Bureau of Pﬁsons (BOP) POC: ' -
Mina Raskin, Mina.Raskin@usdoj.gov, (202) 514-6165

Office of Justice Programs (OJP) POC:
Tonya Yardborough, Tonya. White@usdoj.gov, (202) 353-2562

Executive Office of United States Attorneys (EOUSA) POC:
Rita Sampson, Rita.Sampson@usdoj.gov, (202) 514-3982

Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA-US) POCs:
Stephanie R. Smith, Stephanie.R.Smith@usdoj.gov, (202) 307-9238
Donald G. Ballard, Donald.G.Ballard@usdoj.gov, (202) 307-8897

U.S. Marshals Service (USMS) POC: ' ,
Tanya Wright, Tanya. Wright@usdoj.gov, (202) 305-9419

Executive Office Immigration Review ‘(EOIR) POC:
Andrew Press, Andrew.Press@usdoj.gov, (703) 605-1285




From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Friday, March 05, 2010 4:13 PM

RE: Informal Complaint

| assigned this to

1.will check on the status.

Thank you

[ ]

From:

Sent: Friday, March 05, 2010 1:47 PM

Cc:

Helo ]

Sui)ject; Re: Informal Complaint

I'm just chiecking in to see if there's anything | need to do?

| haven't heard anything and was just wondering.

Thanks

OnFeb22,2010,at5:39 PM[  |wrote:
could you please directlzlto an EEO Counselor,
> Thanks, ‘

> ;upemsory ;qual Employment Specialist Office of EEO Affairs

> From]

> Sent: Monday, February 22, 2010 9:47 AM

> To;

> Subject: Informal Complaint

>

> Hell
>

> Attached is an informal Complaint concerning my treatment at a pre-
> employment polygraph for a support position with the FBI.

>

> | can be reached at:

> .

|

VVVVVYV

Thank You

8am - 4:30 pm, Mon-Fri

b6
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From: [ |
Sent: i 010 4:14 PM

To:
Subject: FW: Informal Complaint

[ ]

Did you prepare referral to counseling letter? if so, please provide me with the date..

Thank you

1

-----Original Message---—
From: |

Sent: Friday, March 05, 2010 1:47 PM
To:
Cc:
Subject: Re: Informal Complaint

Hello[ ] | b6

I'm just checking in to see if there's anything | need to do?

| haven't heard anything and was just wondering.

Thanks

On Feb 22,2010, at5:39 PM[____ Jwrote:

|could you please direct]_____Jto an EEO Counselor,

> Thanks
>

> Supervisory Equal Employment Specialist Office of EEO Affairs

>

> From;| |

> Sent: Monday, February 22, :

>To: | b
> Subject: Informal Complaint

>

Y —

>

> Attached is an informal Complaint concerning my treatment at a pre-
> employment polygraph for a support position with the FBI.
> . .

> | can be reached at:

>

>|:]‘8am - 4:30 pm, Mon-Fri
> ‘

>
> .‘._ )

> Thank You
>

>| |<Informa| Complaint -I:I

[ox
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U.S. Department of Justice
Complaint Adjudication Office

R’EC*!VLD
Zﬂiz AIDR-n! D L2

Agency Complaint Numberl |
DJ Numberl |

YvJ

"’} o
950 Penm%aﬁ&%ftnﬁmm w.
PHB — 44810 -
b6 Washington, DC 20530

Dear

This is in reference to.the complaint of employment
discrimination that you filed against the Federal Bureau of
Investigation. Under the Department of Justice's equal employment
opportunity regulations, the Complaint Adjudication Officer renders
the final Department of Justice decision on your complaint.
Enclosed is the final Department of Justice decision. Your rights
of appeal are outlined below

Rights of Appeal

First, you have the right to appeal any part of this decision
to the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC). You may do
so by filing your appeal within 30 days of the date you receive this
decision. If you are represented by an attorney of record, the
30-day appeal period shall begin to run the day your attorney receives
this decision. The appeal must be in writing. The Commission
"~ Jprefers that you use EEOC Form 573, Notice of Appeal/Petition, a copy
of which is attached, to appeal this decision.
should be sent to the Director, Office of Federal Operations, EEOC;
Pogt Office Box 77960, Washington, D.C. 20013, by mail, personal
delivery, or facsimile. You must also send a copy of your notice
of appeal to | | Acting EEO Officer, Federal Bureau of
Investigation, 935 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Room 7901, Washington,
D.C., 20535. You must state the date and method by which you sent
the copy of your notice to the agency's EEO Officer either on, or
attached to, the notice of appeal you mail to the EEOC.

Second, you have the right to file a civil action in the
appropriate United States District Court within 90 days of the date
you receive this decision. In filing your federal complaint, you
should name the Attorney General, Eric H. Holder, Jr., as the
defendant. Even if you appeal this decision the EEOC you still

APR 35 2012

The notice of appeal-

iz
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have the right to go to federal court. You may file a civil action
in the United States District Court within 90 days of the day you
receive the Commission's final decision on your appeal, or after 180
days from the date you filed your appeal with the Commission, if the
Commission has not made a final decision by that time.

If you cannot afford to file a civil action, you can ask the
court to allow you to file the action at no cost to you. The court
may also provide you with an attorney if you cannot afford to hire
one to represent you in your civil action. Questions concerning when
and how to file a waiver of costs should be directed to your attorney
or the District Court clerk.

Sincerely,

Complaint Adjudication Officer

(e}

ccC: . b
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NOTICE OF APPEAL/PETITION
TO THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION

OFFiCE OF FEDERAL OP._RA"’ION:
£.0. Bax 77960
Weashington, DC 20013

Complainant Information: (Plzass Print o

Complainant's name (Last, First,
M.L)

IHome/mailing address:
Bty, State, ZIP Code:
Daytime Telephone # (with arsa
codsel:

L

|attorney name: . I : |
Noh-At’torney Reprasentative ’

namsa:

|address: ||

|City, State, ZIP Code: i

lTelephone number (if applicable): ||
|E-mail address (if any): I

S | N | | .

General Information:

Name of the agency being
charged with discrimination:

Identify the Agnnf‘y s complaint
numoer: -

Location of the duty station or
local facility in which the
complaint arose:

Has ¢ final action been waken || ves; Date Recsivad {Remember tc

oy thz agency, an Arbitrator, | [lattacr z copv) !

FLRE, or MSPE on thie Ne )
) 'l'm.mldm:? ‘ Thic apoez' alizges 2 p-eazr o satflement ag-ceme:

P . . ( " N
'—' o A H b rC:: . 4 I' R
IFaz & comoiaint Desr _Ho

lores same miatier with N .
N ! ‘es ‘Indizate the agsnty 07 prolsdure, COMDoETL 300 2T

. m

L -

janotnas easncy, o7 INFOUgn & =

i! a ¥ rouan a numper. and atach 3 copy. if aDDropnate ;
jl2tner agmimstrative o7 tohellee _ i




U.S. Department of Justice

Complaint Adjudication Office

Agency Complaint Number b
DJ Number

(€3}

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Patrick Henry Building, Suite 5300
Washington, DC 20530

APR 05 201

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE FINAL AGENCY DECISION

in the matter of

|v. Federal Bureau of Investigation

On March 25, 2010, complainant [ | a former
applicant for a position as| [with the Federal
Bureau of Investigation (FBI), filed a complaint alleging
employment discrimination on the basis of his race (African-
American) pursuant to Section 717 of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-16 (Title VII). The issue -
accepted for investigation is:

Whether complainant was discriminated against based on
his race (African-American) when he received a letter
dated January 28, 2010, advising him that his application
was being discontinued at the preliminary processing
stage as a result of his failed polygraph examination.
(Ex. 6).

The Complaint Adjudication Office received this case on
October 6, 2010, for issuance of a final Department of Justice
decision. ' |

Facts

In September 2009 complainant | | applied
for a position as ]
| | (Ex. 6 at 2). FBI
interviewed complainant by telephone and sent him a letter
extending bhim a conditional offer of employment as[::::::] ‘
pending a background investigation. Ex. 9 at 2).
Special Agent | |administered a polygraph
examination to complainant in Jdanuary 2010 at the FBI’s New
Haven, Connecticut, Field Office. (Ex. 9 at 3).

}a

b6
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A. Complainant’s Allegations

Complainant stated that he was nervous during the polygraph
examination since it was his first. (Ex. 9 at 3). Complainant
also said that, during th i i i

[TEX. 9 at 3. (omplainant stated Chat.

because

he provided his best estimate regarding the number of times he
used the drug. (Ex. 9 at 3).

After the questioning ended [::::]told complainant that the

results showed deception regarding the number of times

complainant had smoked marijuana. (Ex. 9 at 4). [___ ]told
complainant that complainant could change his answer regarding

the number of times he smoked marijuana and be retested on the

answer. (Ex. 9 at 4). Complainant declined, stating that the be
figure he provided was his best recollection. (Ex. 9 at 4).
E;fi:]then told complainant that he was sorry and that he would

orward his finding to the FBI's Headquarters. . (Ex. 4 at 7).

Complainant stated that he became convinced that[::::::]\
finding of deception was based upon racial stereotypes concerning
African-Americans and drug use. (Ex. 9 at 5). Complainant said
that he was as honest as he could be during the exam and that his
qualifications and letters of commendation had been overlooked.
(Ex. 9 at 7). He further stated that he worried that this failed
exam could undermine his other attempts to find employment in
criminal justice. (Ex. 9 at 6).

B. Management’'s Response

Special Agent | said that he performed the
polygraph on complainant after having conducted between 500 and
600 such examinations during his career. (Ex. 10 at 2).
stated that he knew complainant was African-American from meeting bé
him in person. (Ex. 10 at 4). [::::]said that complainant was
amicdble and professional during the process, as was
himself. (Ex. 10 at 4). Prior to conducting the polygraph,

reviewed complainant’s National Security questionnaire,
drug disclosure form, and Personnel Security Interview (PSI).

According tc>[::::] complainant’s responses to the drug
question indicated deception. (Ex. 10 at 3). said that he
informed cowplainant that the question of frequency of drug use
showed deception and asked comﬁlainant if he was sure about his

b6

answers. (Ex. 10 at 3). said that he told complainant
‘that complainant could provide a number that complainant was




_3_
comfortable with so that he could pass the polygraph. (Ex. 10 at
3). Complainant did not change his answer. (Ex. 10 at 3).

said he then uploaded the documents associated with

complainant’s examination so Supervisory Special Agent (SSA) [:::]
[:::%::::]could conduct a Quality Tfffffi feview of the results.
(Ex. 10 at 3). |stated that concurred with[::::::]
conclusion that complainant’s responses concerning drug use

indicated deception. (Ex. 10 at 3).

SuperVisory Special Agent | | said that he had
worked as Regional Polygraph Program Manager since May 2008 and
had been a polygrapher since 1997. (Ex. 11 at 2).

.explained that he conducted a blind review of complainant’s
polygraph results. (Ex. 11 at 2-3). [ ]explained that the
blind review meant that [ ] reached his own conclusion
regarding polygraph results without knowing the results reached
by the pol pher who administered the examination. (Ex. 11 at
3). | ithen compared the results and his conclusion
matched | | (Bx. 11 at 3, 4). [:::::::]forwarded his
conclusion into a system that gererated a letter to complainant
informing him that no further action would be taken regarding his
application. (Ex. 11 at 5).

. E:::::::]stated that the only personal information
available to him when conducting the review was complainant’s
name, date of birth, social security number, gender, height,
weight, and address. (Ex. 11 at 3).

C. Documentary Evidence

The record includes complainant’s drug disclosure form;
the polygraph report; a letter dated January 28, 2010, from
[ | Chief of the Polygraph Unit, advising complainant
that because he failed the polygraph stage, no further action
could be taken regarding his application; and FBI policies
concerning polygraph examinations and pre-employment screening.
Also included in the file is a memorandum stating that, from
October 1, 2008 through June 1, 2010, applicants rejected due to
failure to pass a polygraph had the following racial backgrounds:
2,130 with race unknown, 74 white, 25 African-American, 15 Asian,
13 Hispanic, 2 American Indian/Alaskan national origin, and 1 .
Hawaiian/Pacific Islander.

Analysis

Title VII protects federal employees from discrimination on
.the basis of race. 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-16. In the absence of
direct evidence of discrimination, the Supreme Court has




-

_.4_
established a three-step process for establishing the parties’
burdens of proof in disparate treatment cases. McDonnell Douglas
Corp. v. Green, 411 U.S. 792, 802 (1973). First, the record must
show by a preponderance of the evidence that a prima facie case
for discrimination exists by representing such facts that, if
unexplained, reasonably give rise to an inference of _
discrimination. Id. Second, if the record establishes a prima
facie case, the employer must articulate a legitimate,
nondiscriminatory redson for its actions. Texas Dept. of Cmty.
Affairs v. Burdine, 450 U.S. 248, 253-56 (1981). Third, the
record must demonstrate by a preponderance of the evidence that
the legitimate, nondiscriminatory reasons articulated by the
employer are a pretext for discrimination. Id. at 255-56.

Here, FBI has sufficiently articulated legitimate, )
nondiscriminatory reasons for rejecting complainant’s application
for employment. The record indicates that FBI's requirement of a
polygraph examination that includes questions concerning prior
drug use is a race-neutral screening process.
statements concerning his blind review of complainant’s polygraph
results indicate -that FBI has established a second layer of :
review to guarantee the authenticity of results. In his review,

had no information concerning complainant’s race.

The record contains no evidence that either[;;::]<3r
| considered complainant’s race in reaching eir
conclusions. Aside from complainant’s conclusion that

finding of deception was based upon racial stereotypes, -
complainant did not identify any actions or statements byE;:::]
Or any other FBI employee showing racial bias. Nothing indicates
that any FBI employee harbored an animus based upon race or that
complainant was treated differently from similarly situated )
employees outside his protected status. Given the absence of any
indication that FBI’'s actions had a discriminatory motive,
complainant’s claim of discrimination is denied.

Decision

The -evidence does not support complainant’s allegation that
he was discriminated against based on his race when he received a

‘letter dated January 28, 2010, advising him that his application

was being discontinued at the preliminary processing stage




. -5~
because he failed a polygraph examination.

7 Mark L. Gross
Complaint Adjudication Officer

Attorney
Complaint Adjudication Office




rtment of Justice

Complaint of Dis mination

« (Seeinstructions on reverse)

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT: |. AUTHORITEY;, The authority to collect this information , .
‘is derived|from 42 U.S.C. Section 2000c-16; 29 CFR Sections 1614.106 and 1614.108.

The signed statement will serve as the record necessary to initiate an investigauon and will
“ become part of:the complaint file-during the.investigation: hearing, if any; adjudication:

Discriminated Against You?

B. Street Address of Office

' 20k (‘k-\zi?m pﬁrl/.wu\;

2.P E AND USE-This information will be used to document the issues and allegations and appeal, if one, to the Equal Employ'mcm Opp(?n'ur_iity Commission. 3. E‘FFEC'I‘S OF
of a complkint of discrimination based on race, color, se (inclgding Sexual harassment), .. NON-DISCLOS‘!}'RE-_Su‘b.r’nissio? o( .t!ushinfo.ﬂ_nanon is MAI*!DATOR‘-{. Failure to furnisti
religion, natjonal origin, age, disability (physical or mental), sexual orientation or reprisal. © 7 this information will result'in the’ coriiplaint being retumed without action. -, .
A .
1 inant's Full Name / \ 2. Your Telephone. Number (including area code)
—I Homg
ce BOX er et v e
Work
i te and Zip Code . “
| ‘b6
- 3. Which Department of Justice Office Do You Belicve 4. Current Work Address

ency Where You Work
- .
sceiion  OCKapn /NS

B. Street Address of Your Agency . 7

C. City, State and Zip Code

-Sm Raon, hy 39013

: . | C. City, State and Zip Code
’ |
7 . Title and Grade

|

. o

0 391440

5. Date on Which Most Recent
Alleged Discrimination Took Place

Month Day Year

s

ca (.o . [ase

i

6. Check Below Why You Bélieve You Were Discriminated Against?

&1 Race or Color (Give Race or Color) 8 i et i

o
-]

y

[-11HYH 0I0°

Y033

C!

0 Religion (Give Religion)

cxual @cntatioﬁ<
m

4

O Sex (Give Sex) [ Male O Female
O Sexual Harassment

b

[B’?prisab—.‘ @
Wi wvEls th Teckssr OFPice
‘D) Parental Status ’

O Age(Give age)

1 National Origin (Give National Origin)

0. Disability © .. ..0"Physical O Mental

O Class Complaint .

7. Explain How You Believe You:Were Discriminated Against (treated differently from
harassnignt), Religion, National Origin, Agz; Disability (physical or.mental),
o that you have not discussed with your EEO Counselor. (You may continue your answer on ano.
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U.S. Department of Justice

Complaint Adjudication Office

EEOC Number | |
Agency Complaint No. |
DJ Number | [

950 Pennsylvania Ave; NW

Patrick Henry Building, Room A4810
washington, DC 20530

0CT 1 2 201

b

[e)}

3
n
:3

Dear | |

n

1
nz.

e

Enclosed is the Department of Justice's Final Order and )
Memorandum Explaining the Final Order.

The Department of
Justice agrees with the Administrative Judge's dec151on that you

were not subjected to unlawful discrimination.

Rights of Appeal

First, you have the right to appeal the decision to the
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC). You may file

your appeal of the claim within 30 days of the date you receive
this decision. If you are represented by an attorney of record

the 30-day appeal period shall being to run the day your
attorney receives this decision

The appeal must be in writing
The Commission prefers that you use EEOC Form 573

, Notice of
Appeal/Petition, a copy of which is attached, to appeal this

decision. The notice of appeal should be-sent to Carlton
Hadden, Director,

Office Box 77960,

Office of Federal Operations, EEOC, Post
delivery,

Washington, D.C.; 20013, by mail, personal
or facsimile. You must also send a copy of your
notice of appeal to|

| Unit Chief, Federal
Bureau of Investigation, 935 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W Room
7947, Washington, D.C.,

20535. You must state the date and
method by which you sent the copy of your notice to Mr

[::::::::] either on, or attached to, the notice of appeal you
mail to the EEOC.

SR} . SCEIBR 7T3 s
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Second, you have the right to file a civil action in the
appropriate United States District Court within 90 days of the
date you receive this decision. 1In filing your federal
complaint, you should name Attorney General Eric H. Holder, Jr.,
as the defendant. Even if you appeal this decision to the EEOC,
you still have the right to go to federal court. You may file a
civil action in the United States District Court within 90 days
of the day you receive the Commission's final decision on your
appeal, or after 180 days from the date you filed your appeal -
with the Commission, i1f the Commission has not made a final
decision by that time.

If you cannot afford to file a civil action, you can ask
the court to allow you to file the action at no cost to you.
The court may also provide you with an attorney if you cannot
afford to hire one to represent you in your civil action.
Questions concerning when and how to file a waiver of costs
should be directed to your attorney or the District Court clerk.

%re ly I |
Mark L. Gross
Complaint Adjudication Officer

Cc:

Frances del Toro
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EEOC Form > /5

The U.S. équa/ Empioyment Opportunity Commission

rage 1 U2

Vet

NOTICE OF APPEAL/PETITION -

TO THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION

-OFFICE

s W

OF FEDERAL OPERATIONS
P:0.Box 77960 "
ashirigton; DC 20013

43

Complainant Information: (Please Print or Type)

Complainant's name_(Last, First,
M.I): T

|[Home/mailing address:

[City, State, ZIP Code:

Daytime Telephone # (with area
code):

ﬁE-mail address (if any): JI

b A e g
3

7y Al

;LB

i e d ﬂ:? by
Attorney/ Representative Information

(if any}:

|attorney name:

|

Non-Attorney Representative
name.: S

Address:

{lcity, State, ZIP Code:

IeTz,elepho_;né number(if applicable): .

lE-maiI address (if any):

< - - = o

General Information:™f

e

Name of the agenéy being
licharged with discrimination.

Identify the Agency's complaint
number: e ‘

Location of the duty station or
local facility in which the
complaint arose:

Has a final action been taken

Yes; Date Received

(Remember to

this same matter with the EEOC,
another aaency; or through any

other administrative or collective

by the agency, an Arbitrator, attach a copy)

FLRA, or MSPB on this | No

complaint? This appeal alleges 2 breach of settlement agreemant ,
Has a comiplaint been filed on No

Yes (Indicate the agency or procedure, complaint/docket
number, and attach 2 copy, if appropriate)
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U.S. Department of Justice
Complaint Adjudication Office

EEOC No. |
Agency Complaint No.
DJ Number

950 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Patirick Henry Building, Room A4810
Washington, DC 20530

0CT 12 201

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE FINAL ORDER

in the matter of

|v. Federal Bureau of investigation be

Based on a review of the record in this case, the
Department of Justice  accepts the Administrative Judge\s'
decision that the complainant was not discriminated against,
pursuant to Section 717 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 as
amended, 42 U.S.C. §2000-16 (Title VII). '

i

Mark L. Gross. .
Complaint Adjudication Officer
Department of Justice '




U.S. Department of Justice

Complaint Adjudication
Office

Agency Complaint No. | | ~
EEOC No. | | be
DJ Number

950 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Patrick Henry Building, Room A4810
Washington, DC - 20530

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE MEMORANDUM : OCT 12 2011
Explaining the Final Order

in the matter of

| v. Federal Bureau of Prisons b6

29 C.F.R. § 1614.110 provides that when an Administrative Judge
has issued a decision, the Department of Justice shall issue a final
order notifying the complainant whether the agency will implement the
Administrative Judge’s decision. In this case, the Administrative
Judge’s finding that complainant was not discriminated against based
upon his race .or is supported by the record. In explaining how the
decision was reached, the Administrative Judge correctly stated the
facts, identified the proper issues, and correctly applied the legal.
standards in evaluating complainant’s allegation that he was subjected
to race-based discrimination when, on January 19, 2010, and February
10, 2010, he was required to participate in two polygraph examinations
and was subjected to inappropriate conduct by two separate polygraph
examiners, and when his application for a Special Agent position was
rejected because he failed multiple polygraph examinations.

Upon our independent review of the record, we further note that

complainant has also failed to state a claim of reprisal based upon
To establish a

prima facie case of reéetaliation under Title VII, complainant must show
(1) he engaged in a protected activity; (2) the agency was aware of
the protected activity; (3) subsequently, he was subjected to adverse
treatment by the agency; and (4) a nexus exists between the protected
activity and the adverse treatment. Sharifi v. Dep’t of Veterans
Affairs, EEOC App. No. 0120065217 (June 23, 2008) (citing Whitmire,
EEOC App. No. 01A00340). Here, complainant has not alleged that he or
his wife engaged in any prior EEO activity. Thus, complainant’s
retaliation claim must fail. o

b6
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For these reasons, the Department of Justice accepts the
Administrative Judge’s decision and enters a final order acknowledging
that the Administrative Judge’s decision will be fully implemented.

2

Mark L. Gross
Complaint Adjudication Officer-

Attorney
Complaint Adjudication Office




U.S. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
, ~ Washington Field Office

131'M Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20507

) . .
| | ) - : b6
Complainant, B ) EEOC No.
| )
V. ) Agency No,

, : )
Eric Holder, Attorney General, )
U.S. Department of Justice, )
Agency. )
: )

Date: September 7,2011 '

ORDER ENTERING JUDGMENT

For the reasons set forth in the enclosed Decision dated September 7, 2011, Judgment in
the above-captioned matter is Hereby entered.. A Notice To The Parties explammg their appeal K
rights is attached.

This office is also enclosmc!r a copy of the hearing record and the Report of Investigation
for the Agency.

It is so ORDERED,

For the Commission:

Frances del [Toro
Administrative Judge

Enclosures




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

For timeliness purposes, it shall be presumed that the parties received the foregoing documents
within five (5) calendar days after the date they were sent via first class mail. I certify that on
September 7, 2011, the foregoing documents were sent via first class mail to the following:

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Bureau.of Investigation
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Room PA-400N

Washington, DC 20535

~ Mark L. Gross

* "Complaint Adjudication Office

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Civil Rights Division, CAO, PHB : v

Washington, DC 20530 W

Frances del To f
Administrative Judge




U.S. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
‘Washington Field Office

~ 131 M-Street, N.E: ~-
Washington, D.C. 20507

) b6
| )
Complainant, ) EEOC No,
D
B2 ) Agency No.|
. ) -
_ Eric Holder, Attorney General, )
U.S. Department of Justice, )
- Agency. )
) Date: September 7,2011
DECISION

This Decision is issued pursuant to 29 C.'F.R. § 1614.109(g) (2011)." This office issued an
Acknowledgment Order ‘on June 21, 2011. On Auguet-23, 2011, Corﬁplajnan't filed a request for
a decision without a hearing. Complainant states that he “will not be financially able to atteI;d
depositions and hearings in Washington, DC” and that he has “not acquired the necessary leave
time needed to attend the events related to this case.” Complamant .s request was not filed in the
form of 2 Motion for a Decision Without a Hearing or included a dlscussmn of the issues before
me. To date, the Agency has not filed a response to Complainant’s request. Tl}e remaining
procedural history is contained in the case file and the Report of Investigation ("ROI"), and will
not be reiterated. The record before me consists of the ROI and the hearihg record.

CLAIMS

Whether Complainant was discriminated against on the basis of his race (African

American), when: (1) on January 19, 2010, and on February 10, 2010, he was required to

partlc1pate in polygraph examinations and was sub_]ected to mappropnate conduct by two

:iseparate examiners; and (2) by letters dated January 25, 2010, and February 26 2010 hlS
L 3




application for a| |was rescinded because he failed multiple polygraph

b6

examinations.
| Complainant has satisfied the procedural prerequisites for a hearing, bﬁt thé evidence

does not warrant one. See Anderson v. Liberrty.'Lobby,‘ Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 248 (1986);

Matsushita Elec. Indus. Co. v. Zenith Radio, 475 U.S. 574,.587 (1986); Celotex Corp. v. Catrett,

477U.8. 317, 322-23 (1986). I find that Complainant has not shown that there are any issues

- requiring a hearing and therefore, it is éppropriate to issue summary judgment in favor of the

P

Agcn‘cy:
| ANALYSIS

To establish a prima facie case of disparate treatfnent, Complainant may demonstrate that
he was treated less favorably than a sim'iiarly s@tuated\employe_e outside of hlS i)rotec.ted groﬁp.
See Furnco Constr. Corp. v. Waters, 438 U.S. 567 (1978). Absent comparative data,
Complainant may also establish a prima facie case by setting forth sufficient evidence to create
an inference of discrimination. See Texas Dep't of Cmty. Affairs v. Burdine, 450 U.S. 248, 256
-(198'1), n. 6; McDonnell Douglas Corp. v. Green, 411 U.S. 792, 802-03 (1973).

If Complainant establishes a prima facie case of discrimination, the burden then is on'the
Agency to articulate a legiﬁmate, nondiscriminatory reason for its challenged actions. See
Bul;dine, 450 U.S. at 252-54; McDonnell Douglas Corp. 411 U.S. at 802. If the Agency does so,
the prima facie inference drops from the case. See St. Mary’s Honor Center v. Hicks, 509 U.S.
502, 507, 51 O—li (1993). Complainant then has to prove by a preponderance of the evidence that
the proffered explanation is a pretext for unlawful discrimination. See Hicks, 509 U.S. at 511;

Burdine, 450 U.S. at 252-53; McDonnell Douglas, 411 U.S. at 804. Complainant always retains

the ultimate burden of persuading the trier of fact that the Agency unlawfully-discriminated




against him. See Hicks, 509 U.S. at 511; United States Postal Service Bd. of Governors v.

Aikens; 460U:S. 711,715 (1983")""'%— s
I hereby réference the material facts found in the ROI. As previously stated, I find that
there are no genuine issues of material fact or credibility thaf require resolution at a hearing.
Accordingly, summary Judgmcnt in favor of the Agency is appropnate for the followmg reasons.
See Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U S.242 (1 986) Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317

(1986).

| [(White), Unit Chief, Polygraph Unit, Internal Security Section, Security

Division, FBI, stated that all FBI| - Icandidates, are required to take and pass -

a polygraph examination. indicated that a polygraph test consists of two sets of

questlons one set which focuses on the apphcant’s suitability and lifestyle (whmh mclude ‘ b6
questions related to use of illegal substances) and a set of questions which target national

security isste_s. According to.|:|a11 the polygraph test questions are the same for all

applicants. In addition,:Iattested that, analogous to Complainant’s case, if a test result is
determined to be inconclusive after undergoing Quality Control, the candidate is re-tested on a

subsequent date.

:Iacknowledged that Polygrapher declined to conduct

Complainant’s polygraph examination. I:l explained that declined to conduct

the test because

|:|stated that|:|decision was standard practice and appropriate under the
circumstances, as|:|had a conflict of interest |

b6




(White), the Polygrapher who substituted stated that.she

~

administered Complainant four sets of questions-and thatin-each-series the first asking was |
determined to be “Indicative of Deception.” Accordingto[ ___|the determination is most .
likely attributed to the ruling of “Inconclusive” by FBI Headquarters® Quality Control. I:l o

. bé
further added that Complainant’s second set of questions appeared to be “Inconclusive” and the

two subsequent sets appeared to be “Not Indicative of Deception.” fndicated that

. Complainant’s “No Deception Indicated” results were overturned by FBI Headquarters® Quality
Control and that the results were determined to be “Inconclusive.” I:Iindicated that an
- applicant’s racial information is not included on the reports sent to FBI Headciuarters’- Quality ,

Control. ‘

- Polygraphers| |(White) and (Black) concluded that

Complainant’s subsequent polygraph test results were indicative of deception with respect to e
. ° ! . . ‘0o

- questions related to illegal substances. Moreover, | | attested that their results

were verified by FBI Headquarters’ Quality Control. Lastly,lZlauthoﬁzed the
* discontinuation of Complainant’s job application due to' his failure to successfully complete the
preliminary processing stage regarding his backgfourid investigation.

As the Agency has articulated legitimate, ﬁon—discﬁminatory reasons for its actions, the
burden now shifts to Complainant to demonstrate that there is a genuine dispute as to whether the
Agency’s proffered reésons are a mere pretext for discrimination. Complainant, however, has
failed to present substantive evidence to refute the Agericy’s micplation._ Further, I find that
‘other than Complainant’s u-ncmroborgted assertions, ‘the record is devoid of any evidence‘ that the
Agency’s actions were based on discriminatory animus. In fact, none of the witnesses who

- provided affidavits or had first-hand knowledge of the incidents before me attested that-the . .. ...——._
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~examinations. T note that Complainant did not fail one; ‘but two polygraph tests where the

results of the polygraph tests were incorrect or that the Polygraphers impropeﬂy influenced the

examiners reached the same conclusions. Moreover, the results were verified at all times by FBI
Headquarters’ Quality Control.
Conclusory assertions that the Agency’s intentions and motivations are questionable are

not enough to withstand a summary judgment motion. Goldberg v. Green & Co., 836 F.2d 845, |

- 848 (4th Cir. 1987); Ross v: Communications Satellite Corp., 759 F.2d 355, 365(4th Cir. 1985);

Schwapp v. Town of Avon, 118 F.éd 106, 1'11 (2d Cir. 1997). 1 note that “[e]mployers generally
have broad discretion to set policies and carry out personnel decisions and should not be second
guessed ’be a reviewing authorlty absent ev1dence of unlawful motlvatlon ? Holley v. Dep’t of
Veterans Affairs, EEOC Request No. 05950842 (November 13, 1997). Here, there isno
evidence that the Agency s actions were based upon an unlawful discriminatory mouve
Accordingly, because Complainant has not created a genuine issue of material fact with regard to
the Agency’s articulated reasons; I find that Cornplainaﬁt’s alleéation of disparate treatment
cannot survive summary judgment.
DECISION

For the foregoing reasons, and in the absence of any evidence indicating that the
Agency’s actions were discriminatorily motivated, I find that Complainant’s claims of
discrimination cannot. survive Summary Judgment.

SO ORDERED.

~

Frances Zfel Toro
Administrative Judge




NOTICE

This is a decision'by an Equal Employment Opportunity Commission Administrative
Judge issued pursuant to 29 C.F.R. § 1614.109(b), 109(g) or 109(i). With the exception
detailed below, the complainant may not appeal to the Commission directly from this
decision. EEOC regulations require the Agencyto take final action on the complaint by issuing
a final order notifying the complainant whether or not the Agency will fully implement this
decision within forty (40) calendar days of receipt of the hearing file and this decision. The
complainant may appeal to the Commission within thirty (30) calendar days of receipt of the
Agency’s final order. The complainant may file an appeal whether the Agency decides to fully
implement this decision or not.

The Agency’s final order shall also contain notice of the complainant’s right to appeal to

the Commission, the right to file a civil action in federal district court, the name of the proper
defendant in any such lawsuit and the applicable time limits for such appeal or lawsuit. If the

- final order does not fully implement this decision, the Agency must also simultaneously file an

appeal to the Commission in accordance with 29 C.F.R. § 1614.403, and append a copy of the
appeal to the final order. A copy of EEOC Form 573 must be attached A copy of the final order
shall also be prowded by the Agency to the Administrative Judge.

If the Agency has not issued its final order within forty (40) calendar days of its recelpt of
the hearing file and this decision, the complainant may file an appeal to the Commission directly
from this decision. In this event, a copy of the Administrative Judge’s decision should be
aftached to the appeal. The complainant should furnish a copy of the appeal to the Agency at the
same time it is filed with the Commission, and should certify to the Commission the date and
method by which such service was made on the Agency. :

All appeals to the Commission must be filed by mail, personal delivery or facsimile to the

.following address:

Director

Office of Federal Operations

Equal Employment Opportunity Commission
P.O. Box 19848

Washington, D.C. 20036

Facsimile (202) 663-7022

Facsimile transmissions over 10 pages will not be accepted.




COMPLIAN CE WITH AN AGENCY FINAL ACTION

An Agency’s final action that has not been the subject of an appeal to the Commission or
civil action is binding on the Agercy. See 29 C.F.R. § 1614.504. If the complainant believes

.that the Agency has failed to comply with the terms of its final action, the complainant shall

notify the Agency’s EEO Director, in writing, of the alleged noncompliance within thirty (30)
calendar days of when the complainant knew or should have known of the alleged
noncompliance. The Agency shall resolve the matter and respond to the complainant in writing.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the Agency’s attempt to resolve the matter, the
complainant may appeal to the Commiission for a determination of whether the Agency has
complied with the terms of its final action. The complainant may file such an appeal within
thirty (30) calendar days of receipt of the Agency’s determination or, in the event that the
Agency fails to respond, at least thirty-five (35) calendar days after complainant has served the
Agency with the allegations of noncompliance. A copy of the appeal must be served on the
Agency, and the Agency may submit a response to the Commission within thirty (30)- calendar

days of receiving the notice of appeal.




' U.S. Department of Justice ° ' ~ Complaint of wiscrimination

(see instructions on reverse)

PRIWACY ACT STATEMENT: 1. AUTHORITY-The authority to collect this mformath E OIE #nng t will serve as the record necessary to indicate an investigation will
is derived from 42 U.S.C. Section 2000e-16; 29 CFR Sections 1614.106 and 1614.108. become part of the complaint file during the investigation; hearing, if any; adjudication; and
2. PURPOSE AND USE-This information will be used to document the issues and appeal, if one, to the Equal Employment Commission.

allegations of a complaint of discrimination based on race, color, sex (including sexualZﬂuq JUN:! l E-IIFE(E‘Q O]Zﬁ(ﬂ BISCLOSURE Submission of this information is MANDATORY.

harassment), religion, national origin, age, disability (physical or mental), sexual orientation Failure to funish this information will result in the complaint being returned without action.

or reprisal, OFFICE OF EEO AFFAIRS

I. Complamant’s Full Name d ‘ . Your Telephone Number (including area code)
Street Address, RD Number, o mmmm_l . Homfl:l ’

City, State and Zip Code Work
3 Which Department ot Justice UHice 1J6 You Believe 4. Cuirent Work Address
Discriminated Against You? ) b6
Professional Support Clearance-Unit/ Polygraph Examiner
A. Name of Office Which You Believe Discriminated Against You. A. Name of' Agency Where You Work
Professional Support Clearance Unit/ Polygraph Examiner
B. Street Address of Your Agency
B. Street Address of Office I&mg_ﬂaﬁ_audMgl -
1970 E. Parham Rd. ' .
C. City, State and Z1ip Code title and Grade of Your Job
Richmond, VA 23228
5. Date on Which Most Recent 0. Check Below Why You Believe You Were Discriminated Against?
Alleged Discrimination Took Place
Race or Color (Give Race or Color) African American 0 Sexual
Orientation
Month Day Year -0 Religion (Give Religion)
O Sex (Give Sex) 0O Male O Female O Reprisal
O Sexual Harassment
04 27 09 O Age (Give Age) O Parental Status

- Kiational Origin (Give National Origin) _West Oakland CA__

o Disability O Physical 0O Mental O Class Complaint
7. Explain how you were discriminated against (Ireated differently jrom other employees or applicants) Because of Your Race, ]
Color, Religion, Sex, Age, Handicap, Reprisal, or National Origin ( Y4 re  be
space).
On April 27, 2009 I reported to the Richmond, VA fiSId oITice as requited 10T a polygraph exam as a condition

of employment with FBL It was during this time that the policies of fair EEO practices was not followed. My
dignity and integrity was violated due to the fact that the polygraph examiner overstepped boundaries in an
attempt to criminalize me and paint a false picture that was not of my true character. This was done
methodically and deliberately excludmg me of an equal employment opportunity with the Federal Bureau of
Investigation. Therefore, this grievance is based on race and national origin.

8. What Corrective Action Do You Want Taken on Y our Complaint?

Deemed L6} ¢/r 07 (. Ashmale)

%"’WJ
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I'would like my application reinstatéa to the next step in the hiring process and for wsciplinary action to take place
against the polygraph examiner.

9 AJTHave Discussed My Complaint With an Equal Employment Upportunity Counselor and/or other B, Name 0 Counselor:
EEO Official{ | bé

DATE OF FIRST CONTACT WITH DATE OF RECEIPT OF NOTICE OF FINAL

EEO OFFICE: 05/11/2009 INTEVIEW WITH EEO COUNSELOR O I Have Not
Contacted an
BL- O~ 2sd s ' EEO Counselor
10. Date of This Complaint: 1. Sign Your(Cgmplainant's) Name Here:
Month  Day  Year
06/08/2009

FORM DOJ201A
MAR. 2001

'READ CAREFULLY

® This form should be used only if you, as an applicant for Federal Employment or as a Federal Employee, think you have been
discrimi-nated against because of race, color, sex (including sexual harassment), religion, national origin, age, disability (physical or
mental), sexual orientation, parental status or reprisal by a FEDERAL agency, and have presented the matter for informal resolution to
.an Equal Employment Opportunity (EEO) Counselor within 45 calendar days of the date the incident occurred or, if a personnel
action, within 45 calendar days of its effective date.

® Your complaint must be filed within 15 calendar days of the date of your receipt of the Notice of Final Interview with the EEO
Counselor. If the matter has not been resolved to your satisfaction within 30 calendar days of you contacted the EEO Office and the
final counseling interview has not been completed within that time, you have the right to file a complaint at any time thereafter up to
15 calendar days after your receipt of the Notice of Final Interview. These time limits will only be extended under limited
circumstances.

® The EEO Counselor or the EEO Officer will assist you in preparing your complaint, upon request.
® Your written complaint should be filed by you with the EEO Officer for the Bureau where the alleged discrimination occurred.
® You may have a representative at all stages of the processing of your complaint.

® You will have an opportunity to talk with an impartial investigator and present all the facts which you believe support your
complaint of discrimination.

® After the investigation of your complaint has been completed, you will be furnished a copy of the investigative file. You will then
be given an opportunity to request a final agency decision by the Department of Justice’s Complaint Adjudication Officer (CAO).or a
hearing before the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC), which will be conducted by an Administrative Judge of the
EEOC. At the hearing, which will be held at a convenient time and place, you may present witnesses and other evidence in your
behalf.

® If your complaint is based upon sexual orientation or parental status, your investigative file will be reviewed by the Department of
Justice's CAO and a final decision will be rendered with no entitlement for further administrative review.

® If a hearing is held on your complaint, the CAO will take final action on your complaint by issuing a final order. The final order
will notify you whether or not the agency will fully implement the Administrative Judge's decision and it will explain your appeal
rights. If you elect to have an immediate final agency decision without having a hearing, the CAO will take final action on your




«

complaint by issuing a final agency decision which consists of findings on the merits of cuui issue in the complaint. The final agency
decision will also inclide an explanation of your appeal rights.

® If you are not satisfied with the final order or agency decision, you have the right to file a written appeal with the EEQC,
Washington, DC, within 30 calendar-days after your receipt of the final order or final agency decision. A copy-of your appeal must be
provided to the agency at the same time it is filed with the EEOC.

® If your complaint is based on race, color, sex (including sexual harassment), religion, national origin, age, disability (physical or
mental) or reprisal, you also have the right to file a civil action in the appropriate Federal District Court:

(a) Within 90 days of receipt of the final action on an individual or class complaint if no appeal has been filed;

(b) Within 180 days of filing an individual or class complaint if an appeal has not been filed and final action has been taken;

(c) Within 90 days of receipt of the Commission's final decision on appeal; or

(d) After 180 days from the date of filing an appeal with the Comthission if there has been no final decision by the Commission.’

NOTE: Special statutory provisions (PL 93-259) relating to the right to file a civil action apply to age discrimination complaints.
Please consult with your EEO Officer for assistance.
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June 8, 2009

Equal Employment Opportunity Officer
Federal Bureau of Investigation

Room 7901
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest

Washington, D.C. 20535-0001

M2 L) e
03A1303y

SYIVA 4y 033 40 331440

To whom it may concern:
This is to advise you that I am filing a grievance against the demsmn to rescind the

conditional job offer of the FBI based on unfair EEO practlces

On April 27, 2009 I reported to the Richmond, VA field office as required for a
polygraph exam as a condition of employment with FBL It was during this time that the policies
of fair EEO practices was not followed. My dignity and integrity was violated due to the fact that
the polygraph examiner overstepped boundaries in an attempt to criminalize me and paint a false

picture that was not of my true character. This was done methodically and deliberately excluding
me of an equal employment opportunity with the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Therefore,

this grievance is based on race and national origin
Before the examination began, I was asked to read and sign a disclosure of what was to

take place during the polygraph exam. After reading the exam disclosure statement that read, the

exam would be video taped and recorded I was told by the examiner there would not be a camera
or recorder present. In the back of my imind, I felt that this could become a potential problem.
My eagerness to proceed in the hiring process alone with the fact that I had nothing to hide, I

continued.
The examiner began by asking me questions that were personal questions about my

upbringing and personal values which seemed to be within the scope of his job. However, the

he kept making comments and referring to how the FBI could nlot just
II_know

more I answered question:
| |the more
hire people that were not of high moral standards and integrity.|
all about being of high standards and 1ntegrity. The comments were totally unscripted and I felt
as if his comments about the type of people that should be allowed in the FBI was being directed
towards me but I still wanted to give the benefit of the doubt and just proceeded with the exam.

I answered all of the initial questions honestly but could not help but notice the negative




undercurrent that was swelling against me. The examiner covered the polygraph equipment and
the questions that I would be asked while hooked up to the equipment. I did not have a problem
with the questions because I was positive that I would be able to answer truthfully and pass with
flying colors. The time finally came to start the exam and I was uncomfortable with this
gentlemen but I was hopeful that he would be professional.

He began to ask me the test questions which was consistent with the ones we practiced. I
was prompted to reply with a yes or no answer. I answered each and every question truthfully to
reflect my past as it related to the questions asked. The examiner asked the same questions over
and over and I answered the questions honestly each and every time while following all
instructions. After some time, I could sense my fears were coming to reality and would be at the
mercy of this man who was operating without any checks and balances. He told me that I was
having a little problem with one question. He then proceeded to tell me that he was going to
change up a few of the test questions and test me again. He asked me the test questions several
times. Once again, I answered each question truthfully.

At the conclusion of a long series of asking me the test questions, I was instructed to
stop. The Examiner seemed to be visibly upset and displeased with me. He walked around the
table he was sitting at and pulled a chair up right in front of me while I was still hooked up to the
equipment invading my personal space. He said “ Look, I’'m going to tell you the question your
not passing is the drug question. Have you ever used drugs or sold drugs?” I was dumbfounded
because that was the question I had the most confidence in by answering no! I said “I have never
used or sold drugs.” Before I could finish my statement, he stopped me. Then proceeded to try
and put word in my mouth by saying, “What happened is that you may have used drugs one time
or had some early drug usage in your life.”

Ireplied, “No I have never used drugs or sold drugs in my life.” He was very upset by
this time and told me to stop saying that because I was painting myself in a corner that I could
not get out of. He would not except that answer as the truth and at this time I felt as if it was not
about what the reading showed on the polygraph equipment but more about the personal feelings
of examiner. My demographic background, ethnicity and upbringing, seemed to be a problem for
him. So I looked him directly in the eyes and stated, “Where I grew up yes, I saw others abuse
and sale drugs but I never used or sold them.” He stated, “That is the problem with you guys.”
He then unhooked the polygraph equipment and threatened me with the job by saying I didn’t
pass the test twice.

Presented with the possibility of having my dreams and hopes of continuing my service
to this country in the Federal Bureau Investigation my mind began to race and a great deal of
stress was placed on me. He said to me, “Look you have to just get things off the table so we can
move pass this.” I knew he wanted me to say I used drugs before, but I could not give him what
he wanted because I never used drugs. I quoted the drug policy to him that if you used marijuana
over three year ago or used other substance like cocaine over 10 years ago, all you have to do is
disclose it at the beginning. I wanted to inform him that I was aware of the FBI policies and
would have disclosed any past usage if that was the truth.

Subsequently, he just continued to hammer away with statements that had no merit or




true basis behind them| I

[ He told me that I failed the test twice and he was not going to be able
to test me again that day. Also in order to keep the process going I needed to get some things off
the table and do a 86¢ statement. I really did not have anything of significance to add but I was
told to think of anything back through my whole life in which I could not think of one time I
have ever used or sold drugs.

The examiner told me to give a written account of the event on a 86¢ which he had
readily available| |

ISo I told him that this is an insult to my integrity and drug

usage or drug sales was and is something I am strongly opposed to.| |

The FBI claims to have a zero tolerance for discrimination, however my experience was
totally the opposite on this particular day. My decision to file a EEO complaint pains me deeply.
I was selected for the position because of my professional experiences. I was able to again show
.. myself among many applicants to be worthy of a job offer given a fair opportunity. I can not let

be

b6




one man’s backwards thinking deny me the opportunity to reach my full potential. I am
confident that once the facts are reviewed by and independent entity the truth will come to the
light.

Sincerely,




KEY POINTS

* There were no checks and balances because the examination was not videotaped or audio
recorded. Therefore, the polygraph examiner could operate in an inappropriate manner.

* The comments the polygraph examiner was making during the interview bortion of the exam
were deliberate, settled and unscripted in order to send a message to me. The message was he
decided who is eligible to be hired in the FBIL

* I was not given the same opportunity that other applicants were given because policies were
not followed.

* The polygraph examiner used the threat of the FBI job offer to coerce me into a false
admission. Moreover, the admission was not something to be disqualified for by FBI policies
and was just a childhood memory.

* Invaded my personal space and made comments about my past behavior that was totally untrue
or without merit, thus painting a false picture of me in order to lower my score on the exam so I
Would not be selected.

* The polygraph examiner said that I failed the exam, but I would be called back fora retest
However, I did not fail the exam and was telling te truth.




NOTICE OF RIGHT TO FILE A DISCRIMINATION COMPLAINT

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF RIGHT TO FILE A DISCRIMINATION COMPLAINT

FROM: EEO Counselor DATE: 5/29/2009
bé

TO: |
' (Name of Person Counseled)

This is to inform you that because the matter you brought to my attention has not been
resolved to your satisfaction, you are now entitled to file a discrimination complaint
based on race, color, religion, sex, national origin, physical or mental handicap, age,
sexual orientation and/or reprisal. If you file a complaint, it must be in writing, signed,
and filed, in person or by mail within 15 calendar days after receipt of this notice.

You will be provided a form (DOJ 201-A) for filing your complaint. If filed by mail, it
must be done through the U.S. Post Office Department since the postmark is used to
determine the date filed. The internal FBI mailing system is not acceptable. It is
preferred that the complaint be filed with the Bureau's Equal Employment Opportunity
Officer; however, any of the following officials are authorized to receive discrimination
complaints: '

Equal Employment Opportunity Officer
Federal Bureau of Investigation . .
Room 7901

935 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest
-Washington, D.C. 20535-0001

Black Affairs Program Manager
or
Federal Women's Program Manager
or
Hispanic Employment Program Manager
or
Selective Placement Program Manager
(These individuals are located at the same address as listed above for the FBI's.
- EEO Officer.)

Director :

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Room 7176 ‘
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20535-0001

Special Agent in Charge




Field Office
Field Office Address

Director, Equal Employment Opportunity
(Assistant Attorney General for Administration)
U.S. Department of Justice

10th & Constitution Avenue, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20530

If you file your complaint with any of the above FBI officials (other than the EEO
Officer), it will be sent to the EEO Office for processing. Also, if you choose to file
your complaint with any of the other officials listed above, be sure to provide a copy of
your complaint to the EEO Office to ensure prompt processing.

In addition, if you file your complaint or a copy of same with the Department of Justice
(DOJ), ensure that you carefully review and comply with the instructions regarding the
dissemination of complaint material as contained in the Prohibited Communications
form furnished you. This is necessary since not all employees of the DOJ have top
secret clearances. It should be emphasized that a complainant may not wittingly or
unwittingly disclose sensitive/classified information to individuals/agencies not having
the appropriate security clearance to receive such information. To avoid inadvertent
disclosure of sensitive or classified information that may be contained with the filing of
- a complaint form, it is suggested that all FBI employees file their complaints with the
FBI's Equal Employment Opportunity Officer.

The complaint must be specific and encompass only those matters discussed with
me. If you retain an attorney or any other person to represent you, you and your
representative must immediately notify the EEO Officer, in writing. You and/or your
representative will receive a written notice of receipt of your discrimination complaint.
Regarding your contacts with your representative, ensure you comply with instructions
in the Prohibited Communications form.




U.S. Department of Justice

Complaint Adjudication Office

Agency Complaint Number| I

DJ Number | | '
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. SEP 1 If 20 12
Patrick Henry Building, Room A4810
Washington, DC 20530

b6

Dear| |

SYNEREL

3o

U

This is in reference to the discrimination complaintt%baﬁ9yod
filed against the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Under%%hefs
Department of Justice's equal employment opportunity regulatidns, the
Complaint Adjudication Officer renders the final Department of
Justice decision on your complaint.

Enclosed is the final
Department of Justice decision.

Please note that the portion of this

decision addressing your claim of discrimination on the basis of
parental status cannot be appealed. '

Rights of Appeal

First, you have the right to appeal any part of the decision

(except the parental status analysis, as noted above) to the Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC).

You may do so by filing
your appeal within 30 days of the date you receive this decision.
If yvou are represented by an attorney of record, the 30-day appeal
period shall begin to run the day your attorney receives this

decision. The appeal must be in writing. The Commission prefers
that you use EEOC Form 573, Notice of Appeal/Petition, a copy of which
is attached, to appeal this decision.’ The notice of appeal should
be sent to Carlton Haddon, Director, Office of Federal Operations,
EEOC, Post Office Box 77960, Washington, D.C.,
personal delivery, or facsimile.

20013, by mail,
notice of appeal to|

You must also send a copy of your

|acting EEO Officer, Federal Bureau
of Investigation, Room 7901, JEH Building, 935 Pennsylvania Avenue
NW, Washington, D.C., 20535.

b6
You must state the date and method by
which you sent the copy of your notice to either on, or
attached to, the notice of appeal you mail to the EEOC.

Second, you have the right to file a civil action in the

appropriate United States District Court within 90 days of the date
you receive this decision.

In filing your federal complaint, you
should name Attorney General Eric H. Holder, Jr. as the defendant.
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Even if you appeal this decision to the EEOC, you still have the right
to go to federal court. You may file a civil action in the United
States District Court within 90 days of the day you receive the
Commission’s final decision on your appeal, or after 180 days from
the-date you filed your appeal with the Commission, if the Commission
has not made a final decision by that time.

If you cannot afford to file a civil action, you can ask the
court to allow you to file the action at no cost to you. The court
may also provide yvou with an attorney if you cannot afford to hire
one to represent you in your civil action. Questions concerning when
and how to file a waiver of costs should be directed to your attorney
or the District Court clerk.

Slncerely

Mark L. Gross
Complalnt Adjudlcatlon Officer
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NOTICE OF APPEAL/PETITION
TO THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION

.

OFFICE OF FEDERAL OPERATIONS
P.O. Box 77960
C - Washington, DC 20013

Complainant Information: (Please Rrint or gyp@ IR "

H b ? AR i R = 7 — % . o e b ae  ua e ms ‘e P S e s T m e s e se svarvraveassas
EEIW-M'}I‘:@&M , et

'1:; . :
;mfst;a‘kjc‘i;f/ fhes : ges; Date Rgceived (Remember to attach a copy)
: o . _ .
| L0s appeal alleges a‘breach of setflement agreement
| No - :
I | Yes {Indicate the agency or procedure, complaint/docket number, and attach
a copy, if appropnate)
No
Yes (Attach a copy of the civil action filed)

NOTICE: Please attach a copy of the final decision or order from which you are appealing. If 2 hearing was requested, please
attach a copy of the agency's final order and a copy of the EEOC Administrative Judge's decision. Any comments or brief in support
of this appeal MUST be filed with the EEOC and with the agency within 30 davs of the date this appeal is filed. The date the appeal
is filed is the date on which it is postmarked, hand delivered, or faxed to the EEOC at the address above.




U.S. Department of Justice

Complaint Adjudication Office

Agency Complaint Number | | - e
DJ Number | |

SEP 14 2012

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Patrick Henry Building, Room 44810
Washington, DC 20530

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE FINAL AGENCY DECISION

in the matter of

vs. Federal Bureau of Investigation

bé

On February 3, 2011, complainant | |[filed an
employment discrimination complaint against the Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI) pursuant to Section 717 of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-16 (Title VII). The
issues accepted for investigation are wheéther complainant
suffered discrimination based on- hig race (black) and prior
protected EEO activity when, on September 28, 2010, -he learned
that the FBI released negative information about him to another
agency. : :

The Complaint Adjudication Office received this case for
issuance of a final Department of Justice decision on July 18,
2012. ’

Facts

I. Complainant’s Allegations

Complainant | (black) stated that in December
2008 he applied for an| | position with the
FBI. Record of Investigation (“R”), ex. 9, p. 2. Complainant
stated that he passed his panel interview, drug test, and
physical examination for that position. Ibid.

b6
Complainant stated that on April 27, 2009, a white man
administered the required FBI polygraph examination to
complainant. Ibid. Complainant stated that the examiner “asked
a number of inappropriate questions and made a number of false
assumptions about me based on my race, | |

Ibid. Complainant stated that the examiner “assumed that I nad
used illegal drugs at some point while growing up, and told me he
did not believe me when I said I had not used such drugs.” Ibid.
Complainant stated that the examiner accused him of lying, and
claimed that the examination indicated that complainant was being

““deceptive. Ibid.
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Complainant stated that later in 2009 he learned that he had
not been selected for the FBI position. Id. at 3. Complainant
stated that he then filed an EEO claim against the FBI claiming
that the FBI polygraph examiner had subjected him to
discrimination on the basis of race and national origin. Ibid.

Complainant stated that his initial EEO claim was still pending.
Ibid.

Complainant stated that the results of his FBI polygraph test
should not have been released to anyone until his EEO complaint
had been resolved. Ibid. :

II. Management'’s Response

| | stated that he was the Unit Chief of the -
Polygraph Unit of the FBI at the relevant times. Ex. 10, p. 1.
| | stated that he had reviewed the results of complainant’s
April 27, 2009, polygraph examination and determined that
complainant had given deceptive answers to %uestions related to

complainant’s “suitability.” Id. at 2-3. stated that
race plays no role in the interpretation of polygraph results.
Id. at 3. '

| stated that she was the Acting Section Chief
of the National Name Check Section for the FBI at the relevant
times. Ex. 11, p. 1. [___ ]stated that her section is
responsible for disseminating information from FBI files in
response to requests from other federal agencies. Id. at 2.
noted that her section is authorized to disseminate such
information under Executive Order 10450 and Homeland Security
Presidential Directive (HSPD) 12. Id. at 2-3.° [:::::]stated
that on July 24, 2009, her section received a request from the
| for information about complainant. [ | stated that, as
complainant ‘had applied for a position with the FBI, he had
signed an SF-86 form authorizing the FBI to release information
about him “for determination of suitability or eligibility for a
national security position.” Id. at 3. [f&:::]stated that her
section notified the[ __ |that on April 27, 2009, during a
polygraph examination, complainant gave answers “indicative of
deception” concerning his use or sale of illegal drugs and the
completeness of his application. Ibid.

bé
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III. Relevant Documents

The record contained a redacted April 27, 2009, memorandum
from an FBI polygraph examiner that reflected the results of
complainant’s pre-employment polygraph test. Ex. 12. The report
noted that after the examiner confronted complainant about the
polygraph results from complainant’s answers to questions
I1nvolv1ng drugs, complainant amended his application to 1nd1cate|

| Ibid.

= =

The record contained an August 3, 2009, letter from the
FBI’'s National Name Check Program indicating that on April 27,
2009, during a polygraph test, complainant had given deceptive
responses to guestions concerning drugs and the completeness of
his FBI application. Ex. 13. Attached to the letter was a

- redacted copy of complainant’s polygraph examination report.
Ibid. Also attached was a March 18, 2009, SF-86 form, signed by
complainant. Ibid. The form stated: “I authorize custodians of
records and other sources of information pertaining to me to
release such information upon request of the investigator,
special agent, or other duly acctredited representative of any
Federal agency authorized above regardless of any previous

agreement to the contrary.” Ibid. .
Analvysis
I. Legal Overview

Section 717 of Title VII makes it unlawful for a federal
employer to discriminate against an individual because of that
person's race or prior protected activity. 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-16.

To establish an inference of racial discrimination under
Title VII, the record must show that: 1) complainant belongs to a
protected group; 2) complainant was qualified for the position in
question; 3) complainant was subjected to an adverse employment
action; and 4) similarly situated individuals.not in
complainant's protected group were treated differently. See
Texas Dep't of Cmty. Affairs v. Burdine, 450 U.S. 248, 256
(1981); Stevens v. EEQOC, EEQC No. 01970848 (August 14, 1997)
(c1t1ng Smith v. Dep’t of the Air Force, EEOC No. 01932276 (May
19, 1994))

To establish an inference of retaliation under Title VII,
the record must show that: 1) complainant engaged in protected
conduct; 2) complainant experienced an adverse employment action;
and 3) there was a causal connection between the protected
conduct and the adverse:employment action. Jackson v. United
Parcel Service, Inc., 548 F.3d 1137, 1142 (8th Cir. 2008); Enica

.v. Principi, 544 F.3d 328, 343 (lst Cir. 2008).

5at
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For purposes of Title VII claims, an adverse employment
action is an action that materially affected the complainant’s
employment or materially altered the conditions of her workplace.
Burlington Northern & Santa Fe Ry. v. White, 548 U.S. 53, 68-71
(2006) . For purposes of Title VII retaliation claims, adverse
employment actions need not qualify as “ultimate employment
actions” or materially affect the terms and conditions of
employment. Ibid; Lindsey v. U.S. Postal Serv., EEOC Request No.
05980410 (Nov. 4, 1999) (citing EEOC Compliance Manual No.
915.003 (May 20, 1998)). Instead, the statutory retaliation
clauses prohibit sufficiently adverse treatment that is based
upon a retaliatory motive and is reasonably likely to deter the
charging party or others from engaging in protected activity.
Ibid.

Once an inference of prohibited discriminatory conduct has
been established, management may explain its actions. When
management offers non-discriminatory reasons for its actions, the
complainant’s claim will fail unless the evidence demonstrates,
that management's proffered reasons are not credible, and that
management discriminated against the complainant as a result of
the complainant's protected trait. See St. Mary's Honor Center
v. Hicks, 509 U.S8. 502, 519-525 (1993); Burdine, 450 U.S. at 256;
Allen v. Michigan Dep’t of Corr., 165 F.3d 405, 409, 412 (6th
Cir. 1999). .

Agencies charged with protecting classified information have
broad discretion in determining who may have access to such
information. Dep’t of the Navy v. Egan, 484 U.S. 518, 527-29
(1988) .

II. PFactual Analysis

FBI managers presented a legitimate, non-discriminatory
reason for submitting the results of complainant’s April 2009
polygraph results to thel | | |stated that the
requested such information from the FB1 as part of its background
check on complainant, and the FBI responded to that request
pursuant to its legal authority and obligations. It was
reasonable for a federal agency to submit relevant background b
information about an applicant to another federal agency upon
request, particularly when such disclosure is authorized by law.
No evidence impeached statement. No evidence indicated
that prohibited discriminatory intent played any role in the
FBI's decision to disclose complainant’s information to the
No evidence indicated that[::fi:]was ever aware of complainant’s
race or protected activity. See Holmes v. Potter, 384 F.3d 356,
362 (7th Cir. 2004) (discrimination cases usually fail when
management was unaware of a complainant’s membership in a
protected class). No evidence indicated that any similarly
situated applicant received better treatment from FBI management.

. The documentary evidence further indicated that complainant .
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signed an SF-86 form authorizing the FBI to disclose information
about him for purposes of background investigations. No evidence
indicated that the FBI acted outside the scope of the disclosure
that the SF-86 form permitted.

Complainant claimed that his FBI polygraph examiner
subjected him to racial and national origin discrimination during
the April 27, 2009, polygraph examination. No evidence in the
record corroborated that claim. It was unclear as to why
complainant believed that the examiner’s questions were
discriminatory, particularly as complainant provided additional
relevant information to the examiner after the examiner
confronted complainant about his answers t in questions.
More important,.no evidence indicated thati or any other
FBI manager acted with prohibited discriminatory intent in
disclosing the results of the polygraph test to the[ | No
evidence indicated that the FBI polygraph examiner played, any
role in the decision to convey the results of the April 27, 2009,
polygraph examination to,thetE::::] Accordingly, complainant’s
claim fails.

Decision
The record did not support complainant’s claim that FBI

managers discriminated against him on the bases of race and
reprisal. Accordingly, complainant’s claim is denied.

~ Mdrk ¥, Gross

Complaint Adjudication Officer

Attorney )
Complaint Adjudication Office
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