conscientiously applied.

The communications intelligence
reports clearly relate to the most sen--
sitive activities of the defendant and
thus fall squarely within the protection
of Public Law 86-36, 73 Stat. 63 (1959).
The in camera affidavit provides the kin¢

of detail approved in Havden & Fonda v.

National Security Agency, 608 F.2d 1381,

1389-91 (D.C. Cir. 1979), cert. denieg,
48 U.S.L.W. 3730 (U.S. May 12, 1980). T¢
Court finds that release of this material
could seriously jeopardize the work of t!
agency and the security of the United
tates. Under the standards set forth in

Hayden & Fonda, the claim of Section

(b) (3) exemption must be granted in its
entirety. No consideraticn needs to be
given the additional claim for protectio:
under Exemption 1. The standards of

Public Law 86-36 have been met.

camera af;idﬁ?&
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documents and also h@fﬁp_

the deletions. _Thg y§r§
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Exemptions 1,&3, 5 anﬁa

documents are ptbperfx L
portions ei:he; are npg
plaintiff's reguest or
exempted. 7
Throughout‘thg_cﬁgig.:
material, the Court has
public interest in the

the need to balance
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