of an agency in a national security case, we must accord “substantial

weight” to the agency's affidavits if they are relatively detailed,
nonconclusory, and made in good faith. Scientology, supra, at 830;
Goland v. Central Intelligence Agency. 607 F.2d 339, 352 (D.C.Cir. 1979),

cert. denied, 48 U.S.L.W, 3602 (Mar. 17, 1980).
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Plaintiff, as indicated above, asserts at length and in detail
that the CIA's affidavits must be rejected because they lack the element
of good faith. We find, however, that plaintiff raises the same uasucces:
ful arguments as did the plaintiffs in Goland, supra; that more documents
*must® exist and that the “pattern of obfuscation and dclay" shows bad
faith. Goland, supra, at 353-55. Furthermore, the CIn's affidavits
in this casc, in conjunction with the detailed Stipulation, mcet the
rigorous stahdards for summary judgment in a FOIA case. Sce Weisberg,

supra, at 11-14; S«

ntology, supra, at 833-38.
When v;cwea in the most favorable light, GSW has raiscd several
questions about the CIA's failure to produce “"all once-ezisting recards,”

see Weisberq, supra, at 11, or documents that may have existed as

responses or follow-ups to documents in the record. Recognizing that
plaintiff has raiscd the issuc of the existence of further documents,
we move on to evaluatc the sufficicncy of the dcfcﬁdant‘s affidavits.

" The Fé:'s affidavits in Weisberg were held to be inadequate to

suppﬁrt'summhfy judgment, because they failed to provide adeguate detail

)

about the saarch Lhnt was conducted. Id. at.' 12, 14. In a case 5nvolving




