oisirict of Columbia seeking production

of the requested documents.® On October

1980 NSA filed a motion for summary

sjudgemant and submitted cne public affi-
?davit and one In Camera affidavit in
ésupport of its motion. In its opposing
motion filed November 18, CAUS argued

t NSA's affidavits had not justified

withholding of all information con-
cerning or contained in the documenfé.
CAUS argued that "non-sensitive" UFO
content could be reasonably segregated
and released without damage to national

Surity or NSA. CAUS urged the court

-ance the possible risk to national

and, most importantly, the potential

{. The parties to the suit were and are
the petitioner CAUS and the Naticnal
Security Agency. Jurisdiction was
conferred on the basis of the provi-
sions of the Freedom of Information
Act 5 U.S.C. Section Sode

Secuzity against the great public interest

Memorandum and Or

On November 18, 1980 t

Court granted NSA's motion

Judgement finding:

"...that release of this r
could seriously jeopordize
of the agency and th

the United States..
affidavit presents fac
tions which aided the
determining that the pub!
in disclosure is far ou
the sensitive nature o
and the obvious ef
security their re
entaii." [See &

The case was appealed

1981. On November :

"generally for




