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WHETHER THE DISTRICT COURT ACTED
IMPROPERLY BY GRANTING NSA A
TOTAL EXEMPTION FROM THE DISCLOS-
URE REQUIREMENTS OF THE FREEDOM
OF INFORMATION ACT

The District Court accepted without

guestion NSA's overbroad claim of

¢xemption from the provisiocns of the FOIA.

Sach immunity viclates the legislative
intent of the Congress and virtually
emasculates the discretionary power
vested in the Dist}ict Court.

In this case NSA inflates its already
wide umbrella against disclosure® to the

point where it has become exempt from the

provisions of the FOIA

3. See Kruh v. General Services Adminis-
tration, 421 F. Supp. 965 (E.D.N.Y.,
1967), Hayden aﬁd Fonda.v. Natiznzs!
Securltx Agency, 197 U si=AppR DG ;
608 F.2d 1381 (1979), cert. denied,

48 U.S.L.W. 3730 (May 13, 1980), and
Serbxan Eastern Orthodox Diocese, etc.
National Security Agenc Civil

Action No. 78-03 (D.D.C., July i3,
1978) Mem. Order.
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