were in plaintiff’s interrogatories. No other references to the

interrogatories or to the complaint as amended werc in the Stipulation.

Defendant was given 90 days to produce & detailed index of the documents
or portions thercof withheld and plaintiff 30 days thereafter "within
which to file a statement reflecting what, if any, withheld documents j
are still being sought by plaintiff.* :

After the completition of the de novo search and admittedly also
as the result of the processing of numerous other POIA requests, the
CIA had uncovered 402 documents of CIA origin and 199 documents that
originated in other government aqcncicﬁ.é On December 14, 1978,
defendant released hundreds of documents Lo plaintiff and on February
26, 1979, after several enlargements of time, defendant filed its
several a(fi‘davi L:;ﬁ/ and indices, The defendant has provided us with
copies of all documents released in part or in whole. The documents
. that were releasced in part arc marked at cvery delction with the
letter designating the category of information withheld as cxplained in
the respective document disposition indices accompanying the affidavits.

On April 3, 1979, plaintiff filed a motion for a 45-day enlargemeni
of time to prepare an Order to Show Cause why the CIA should not be held
in contempt of court for breach of the Stipulation to conduct a reasonable
5¢ntch.' We grunicd the cxtension and subsequently granted another, but
both times ordered the plaintiff to comply with the Stipuiation and to A
file a statement rcflectiﬁg what, if any, documents were still being i

suithheld.> In spite of our 6rdcfs,'on June 5, 1979, plnin:if! filed




