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DESCRIPTION OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
EFFORTS TO ENCOURAGE AGENCY
COMPLIANCE WITH THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT

During 2011, the Department of Justice, through its Office of Information Policy (OIP),
engaged in a wide range of activities to meet the Department's responsibility to encourage
agency compliance throughout the Executive Branch with the Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA), 5 U.S.C. 8 552 (2006 & Supp. 1V 2010). Significantly, OIP provided comprehensive
guidance and training to all agencies concerning the
continued implementation of President Obama's "In our democracy, the
FOIA Memorandum and Attorney General Holder's Freedom of Information Act
FOIA Guidelines issued, respectively, on January 21, (FOIA), which encourages
2009 and March 19, 2009. See 74 Fed. Reg. 4683 i
(Jan. 21, 2009); 74 Fed. Reg. 51879 (Oct. 8, 2009). técncsoirianb;“tzlst?hr: lrjr?(:l st
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departments and agencies to administer the FOIA prominent expression of a
with a presumption of openness in order to achieve profound national

an unprecedented level of transparency in the work commitment to ensuring an
of the Executive Branch. Also during 2011, OIP open Government."
managed the second submission of the Chief FOIA _

Officer Reports required by the Attorney General's - President Barack Obama

FOIA Guidelines and launched FOIA.Gov, the Department's new governmentwide,
comprehensive FOIA website. After the submission of the Chief FOIA Officer Reports, OIP
prepared an assessment of the progress made by the Executive Departments in implementing the
Attorney General's FOIA Guidelines. A summary of OIP's efforts to encourage agency
compliance with the FOIA, which is required by subsection (e)(6) of the FOIA, 5 U.S.C.

§ 552(e)(6), is set forth below.

Policy Guidance

The primary means by which the Department of Justice encourages compliance with the
FOIA is through the issuance of policy guidance designed to ensure that the Act is being
properly implemented across the government. During 2011, OIP continued to provide
comprehensive guidance to federal agencies, addressing a wide range of issues related to the call
for increased transparency set forth in the President's FOIA Memorandum and the Attorney
General's FOIA Guidelines. This policy guidance was provided in writing and made available to
agencies and the public alike on OIP's website in the electronic newsletter entitled FOIA Post. In
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addition to issuing guidance, during 2011, OIP worked directly with agencies and held multiple
agencywide conferences to discuss the continued implementation of the Administration's FOIA
Memoranda and related policy guidance.

Chief FOIA Officer Reports

As noted above, on January 21, 2009, President Obama signed the "Presidential
Memorandum for the Heads of Executive Departments and Agencies on the Freedom of
Information Act," which established a new policy for Executive Branch departments and
agencies concerning disclosure and transparency. The President directed all agencies to
administer the FOIA with a clear presumption in favor of disclosure, to resolve doubts in favor
of openness, and to not withhold information based on "speculative or abstract fears.” In
addition, the President called on agencies to ensure that requests are responded to with "a spirit
of cooperation,” that disclosures are timely, and that modern technology is used to make
information available to the public even before a request is made.

On March 19, 2009, during Sunshine Week, the Attorney General issued comprehensive
new FOIA Guidelines. These Guidelines stressed that the FOIA should be administered with the
presumption of openness called for by the President. They also emphasized the necessity for
agencies to create and maintain an effective system for responding to requests. Additionally, the
Attorney General directed agencies to not withhold records simply because a FOIA exemption
may technically apply. He encouraged agencies to make discretionary disclosures of information
whenever possible. Furthermore, the Attorney General stated that, where full disclosure of a
record is not possible, agencies should consider whether a partial disclosure can be made.

Significantly, the Attorney General established a new standard for defending agency
decisions to withhold information, stating that when a FOIA request is denied, agencies will be
defended "only if (1) the agency reasonably foresees that disclosure would harm an interest
protected by one of the statutory exemptions, or (2) disclosure is prohibited by law." Finally, the
FOIA Guidelines called on agency Chief FOIA Officers to review their agencies' FOIA
administration annually and to report to the Department of Justice on the steps taken to achieve
improved transparency.

In his FOIA Guidelines, the Attorney General gave OIP the responsibility of providing
guidance to agencies on the content of their Chief FOIA Officer Reports. That guidance, which
OIP first issued in September 2009 and later expanded upon in November 2010 and October
2011, required agencies to address five distinct areas. First, each agency was required to
describe the steps it had taken to apply the presumption of openness. Second, each agency was
required to describe the steps taken to ensure that the agency has an effective and efficient
system in place to respond to requests. Third, agencies were required to describe their efforts to
increase proactive disclosures. Fourth, agencies were required to describe the steps taken to
greater utilize technology in administering the FOIA. Fifth, agencies were required to provide
information about any backlog of requests or appeals and the steps being taken to reduce
backlogs and improve timeliness in responding to requests. In November 2010, OIP further
refined those requirements for the 2011 Chief FOIA Officer Reports and added a new section for
agencies to highlight a success story emblematic of their increased transparency efforts. In
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October 2011, OIP again updated its guidance to address developing FOIA issues. Specifically,
in order to improve transparency and shed light on agencies' use of the FOIA's statutory
exclusions contained in 5 U.S.C. § 552(c), OIP asked agencies to publicly report for the first time
the number of times each agency used a statutory exclusion in the past year. Additionally,
agencies were directed to address new questions that built on the successes of the prior years.
For example, in addition to describing their efforts to make information available on their
websites, agencies were asked to address any steps they had taken to make that posted
information more useful to the public. OIP also updated the format of the Chief FOIA Officer
Report and added a section dedicated to the Chief FOIA Officer Reports on its new website.
Significantly, this new section included OIP's updated guidance on preparing the Chief FOIA
Officer Reports, as well as a template which agencies could use to prepare their 2012 Reports.

March 2011 marked the second year that agencies submitted to OIP their Chief FOIA
Officer Reports describing the steps taken to improve their FOIA operations and facilitate
information disclosure. All ninety-seven agency Chief
"While there is always work | FOIA Officer Reports were submitted to OIP for
that remains to be done, for review in early 2011. OIP conducted a comprehensive

the second year in a row review of all the Reports to ensure compliance with

agencies have shown that they OIP's reporting guidelines and worked with agencies to
resolve any deficiencies in their Reports prior to

are_ 'mprOV'”Q FOIA_ clearing them for posting. As the Chief FOIA Officer
compliance and increasing Reports were being posted during Sunshine Week of
transparency.” 2011, OIP compiled and posted on FOIA.Gov a list of

FOIA Success Stories illustrating significant steps all
twenty-six key agencies had taken to increase
transparency. OIP then conducted an extensive review and analysis of the Chief FOIA Officer
Reports and prepared an assessment of the progress made by the Executive Departments, which
account for nearly 80% of all FOIA requests processed by the government. Notably, in 2011,
OIP scored the Departments on elements from all five of the key areas addressed in their Chief
FOIA Officer Reports. This assessment was designed to not only promote greater accountability
in implementing the Attorney General's Guidelines, but also to showcase the impressive progress
made by the Departments.

- OIP Director Melanie Ann Pustay

Building on the results of its review of agency Chief FOIA Officer Reports, OIP
reconvened the FOIA Technology Working Group formed in 2010 to provide a forum for
interested agencies to exchange ideas and experiences in utilizing technology to improve the
administration of the FOIA. The Group had very productive meetings on October 27, 2011 and
January 26, 2012, during which agencies engaged in discussions about the tools and applications
available to assist with FOIA processing, including technology to aid in the search and review of
documents, shared platforms that allow for simultaneous review and comment on documents,
and electronic capabilities that automatically identify duplicative material.

Annual FOIA Reports

In 2011, OIP also continued to provide guidance on the reporting requirements for
agencies to use in preparing their Annual FOIA Reports. These reporting requirements included
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both data elements required to be reported as a result of the OPEN Government Act of 2007, as
well as data that OIP determined would be useful to report, such as the numbers of backlogged
requests and appeals. Additionally, on October 13, 2011, OIP hosted a refresher training session
to discuss the reporting requirements for the Fiscal Year 2011 Annual FOIA Reports. OIP
posted the slides used in the presentation on its website, so that all agency personnel, as well as
the public would have access to them.

As was done with the Chief FOIA Officer Reports, OIP managed the submission of
agency Annual FOIA Reports by first reviewing all ninety-seven agency Annual FOIA Reports
in draft form, then working with the agencies to resolve any issues, and finally clearing the
Reports for posting. OIP then created and made available on its website a summary of the key
statistics reported by agencies in their Annual FOIA Reports. The Summary of Agency Annual
FOIA Reports discussed the numbers of requests received and processed by agencies, the
disposition of the requests, and details concerning the time taken to respond. The Summary also
provided details about the numbers of consultations and administrative appeals received and
processed, as well as data on backlogs of requests and appeals. Finally, the Summary provided
overall figures for the numbers of personnel working on FOIA and the costs to the government.
Notably, for the first time, OIP prepared the Summary by utilizing FOIA.Gov, which allowed for
a more detailed analysis of statistics that were not readily available in the past years. This yearly
Summary of Annual FOIA Reports is not only useful for agency personnel, but open government
groups have come to look forward to its issuance as well. The Summary provides both agencies
and the public with an overall picture of FOIA processing governmentwide.

In 2011, OIP worked closely with the Department's IT staff to update the tool the
Department created to assist agencies in converting their Annual FOIA Reports into an XML
format. Working together, OIP and the Department's IT staff created the tool in 2010 in light of
the Open Government Directive, which required that the Annual FOIA Reports be made
available in an "open" format. The tool once again ensured that all agency Annual FOIA Reports
were made available in a uniform "open" format, and therefore, were electronically compatible
so that the public is able to easily compare data across agencies. The updated tool continued to
include built-in math checks to assist agencies in compiling their data, thereby resulting in
greater accuracy in the Annual FOIA Reports. The Department has received very positive
feedback from agencies regarding the tool and the accompanying guidance for preparing their
Annual FOIA Reports.

Referrals, Consultations, and Coordination

During 2011, in response to concerns raised by the FOIA requester community, OIP
issued guidance to agencies on the handling of document referrals and consultations. Referrals
and consultations have long been widely accepted practices. However, concerns were raised by
the FOIA requester community that these necessary procedures can sometimes cause frustrating
delays and confusion about the status of a request. OIP's new guidance addressed these concerns
by providing agencies new procedures to follow when making or receiving referrals and
consultations. The guidance also addressed those exceptional cases where coordination rather
than the standard referral is necessary to protect personal privacy or national security interests.
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First, OIP's new guidance directed agencies that routinely make or receive referrals or
consultations concerning the same or similar types of information to collaborate with each other
to see if a standard processing procedure can be adopted that would alleviate the need for
repeated referrals or consultations. Such processing agreements would improve the overall
processing times for both agencies by reducing the number of referrals or consultations they
would have to handle.

In the absence of a processing agreement, OIP's new guidance requires agencies to
identify records that require a referral as soon as practicable and to promptly send these records
to the agency or component where they originated. Additionally, to facilitate the processing of
the referral, the agency making the referral must review the records for any equity it may have
and provide disclosure recommendations for the receiving agency to consider. These disclosure
determinations are to be provided in a referral package which contains the original FOIA request,
the records being referred, the date the request was received, and the original FOIA request
number assigned by the agency that received the request. Finally, agencies are required to keep
requesters fully informed of the process by notifying them that the referral is being made and
providing them with the name and contact information of the agency where the referral is being
sent.

Agencies that receive referrals are similarly required to apprise requesters of the status of
the referral by promptly sending an acknowledgment that the referral was received. This
acknowledgement must include both the original FOIA request number and the new number
assigned by the agency receiving the referral, so that the requester can readily link the referred
records to his or her original request. The acknowledgement should also include a telephone
number or internet service that can be used by the requester to obtain status updates on the
referred records. Finally, in order to ensure that requesters are not disadvantaged by the referral
process, agencies are required to place the records that make up the referral in the appropriate
processing track according to the date the FOIA request was first received by the agency that
made the referral.

As noted above, there are certain situations where the standard procedures for referrals
cannot be followed, because identifying the referral source itself could risk personal privacy or
national security interests. OIP provided new procedures that ensure accountability for these
situations, where coordination rather than referral is necessary, as well. For example, when
coordination is necessary, the agency whose views are being sought is required to assign the
records a tracking number that will be accounted for in the agency's Annual FOIA Report.
Further, the agency that received the request will continue to respond to any status inquiries
made by the requester. The agency whose views are being sought will assist in this regard by,
upon request, promptly providing updated status information to the agency that received the
request.

Finally, when making consultations, agencies were directed to utilize the most time-
efficient mechanism for conducting this process, such as through a phone call or e-mail. When
this is not possible, agencies were advised to promptly provide the agency being consulted a
copy of the FOIA request, the documents at issue, and any other information that may be useful
for the consultation. In order to make the process even more efficient, agencies were directed to
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engage in the consultations simultaneously, rather than sequentially, whenever possible. In order
to keep the requester fully informed, agencies were also directed to provide information
concerning the consultation when giving status updates, including, when possible, the name of
the agency being consulted. Finally, agencies were directed to assign tracking numbers to the
consultations they receive in order to facilitate both the handling of these consultations and their
inclusion in the Annual FOIA Report.

OIP has received very positive feedback regarding these new procedures, which not only
maximize efficiency in the referral, consultation, and coordination process, but also ensure that
agencies are held accountable for their handling of these records and that FOIA requesters are
not disadvantaged by the process.

Exemption 2 after Milner v. Department of the Navy

On March 7, 2011, the Supreme Court issued an opinion that overturned thirty years of
established FOIA precedent and significantly narrowed the scope of Exemption 2 of the FOIA.
See Milner v. Dep't of the Navy, 131 S. Ct. 1259 (2011). Prior to Milner, agencies had long
followed the expansive interpretation of Exemption 2 provided by the Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia Circuit in Crooker v. ATF, 670 F.2d 1051, 1073-74 (1981). A substantial
body of case law was developed over the years based on the Crooker opinion. The Supreme
Court in Milner, however, rejected the Crooker Court's recognition of "High 2" as inconsistent
with the plain language of Exemption 2. This altered the three-decade-old approach to
information which agencies had protected under "High 2," including homeland-security and
critical infrastructure information, law enforcement procedures, audit criteria, and other
information that, if disclosed, could risk circumvention of the law.

In the wake of Milner, OIP issued guidance to agencies that summarized the Supreme
Court's ruling, outlined the new parameters of Exemption 2, and discussed possible alternatives
to Exemption 2 for protecting sensitive information. Additionally, as discussed below, OIP
provided training on the impact of the Milner opinion to agency personnel and worked
extensively to coordinate with agencies on their efforts to safeguard potentially sensitive
information left exposed by the Milner decision.

Exemption 3 Statutes

In 2011, OIP updated its website to make it easier for agency personnel and the public to
locate information. As part of this update, an independent section was added to OIP's website
dedicated to Exemption 3 of the FOIA. In June 2011, OIP posted in this section a chart of all the
statutes agencies reported using in conjunction with Exemption 3 in the Fiscal Year 2010 Annual
FOIA Reports. Additionally, in order to assist agencies both in properly processing FOIA
requests and in preparing their Annual FOIA Reports, in August 2011, OIP updated its chart of
statutes that courts have found to qualify as Exemption 3 statutes under the FOIA. OIP posted
this chart, which included a description of the material covered by the statutes and the
corresponding case citations, in the Exemption 3 section of its website.




Counseling and Consultations

In addition to providing written policy guidance and conducting seminars on such guidance,
OIP also provided direct, one-on-one counseling for agency personnel and other interested parties
during 2011, as a further means of encouraging agency compliance with the FOIA. OIP's counseling
activities were conducted largely over the telephone by experienced OIP attorneys known to FOIA
personnel throughout the Executive Branch as "FOIA Counselors.” Through this FOIA Counselor
service, OIP provided information, advice, and policy guidance to FOIA personnel governmentwide,
as well as to other persons with questions regarding the proper interpretation or implementation of
the Act. OIP has established and publicized a special telephone line to facilitate its FOIA Counselor
service -- (202) 514-3642 (514-FOIA) -- which it publicizes widely. While most of this counseling
was conducted by telephone, other options were made available as well. The counseling services
provided by OIP during the year are summarized below.

OIP provided FOIA Counselor guidance to agencies on a broad range of FOlIA-related
subjects, including guidance pertaining to the continued implementation of the President's FOIA
Memorandum and the Attorney General's FOIA Guidelines. Most of the FOIA Counselor calls
received by OIP involve issues regarding proposed agency responses to initial FOIA requests or
administrative appeals, but many are more general anticipatory inquiries regarding agency
responsibilities and administrative practices under the Act. The Department of Justice specifies
that all agencies intending to deny FOIA requests raising novel issues should consult with OIP to
the extent practicable. See 28 C.F.R. § 0.23a(b) (2011). OIP has found that such consultations
are very valuable in ensuring agency compliance with the Act. More than 3,189 requests for
guidance were received by OIP through its FOIA Counselor service during 2011.

Calls to the FOIA Counselor by Month in 2011
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Approximately forty percent of the calls received by OIP were from members of the
public. Often these individuals contact OIP with questions about how to make a FOIA request or
locate a particular document.

Estimated Breakdown of Callers to the FOIA
Counselor in 2011

B Agency Personnel

Members of the Public

Sometimes a determination is made that a FOIA Counselor inquiry requires more
extensive discussion and analysis by OIP attorneys, including supervisory attorneys. On such
occasions, OIP often convenes a meeting or teleconference between agency representatives and
senior OIP staff to thoroughly discuss and resolve all factual, legal, and policy issues related to
the matter. OIP conducted similar discussions within the Department of Justice as well.

An additional counseling service provided by OIP pertains to FOIA matters in litigation,
where advice and guidance are provided at the request of the Department's litigating divisions.
This service involves OIP review of issues and proposed litigation positions in a case from both
legal and policy standpoints. In many such instances, OIP is asked to consult on litigation
strategy and in the drafting of briefs to be filed at the district or appellate court levels. Further,
OIP is consulted in all instances in which the Department of Justice must decide whether to
pursue a FOIA or FOIA-related issue on appeal. OIP is also regularly consulted on all FOIA
cases, as well as all FOIA-related issues, that are handled by the Office of the Solicitor General.
In 2011, OIP was involved in the preparation of two cases involving FOIA that went before the
Supreme Court. Also during 2011, OIP was asked to make recommendations concerning the
advisability of seeking initial appellate review, rehearing en banc, or petition for certiorari in
several FOIA cases.



FOIA Post

In 2011, the Department of Justice completed its tenth year of publishing FOIA Post, an
online and cost-efficient replacement for OIP's longtime FOIA Update newsletter. FOIA Post
continues to be one of the primary means by which OIP disseminates information concerning the
FOIA to government personnel. In 2011, FOIA Post made use of electronic links to reference
documents and other sources of information and served as an example of the Act's emphasis on
the disclosure of agency information to the public in a user-friendly format through use of the
internet. Notably, in 2011, OIP revamped its website and added a full-text search tool for FOIA
Post and FOIA Update.
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During 2011, OIP disseminated a variety of different items to federal agencies through
FOIA Post. As described above, all the various OIP guidance articles issued in 2011 were
disseminated to agencies — and made available to the public — on FOIA Post. OIP also used
FOIA Post to announce its first-ever FOIA Requester — Agency Town Hall meeting, several
FOIA Requester Roundtables, the reconvening of the FOIA Technology Working Group, and the
launches of FOIA.Gov and OIP's new revamped website. All training programs and FOIA
conferences were likewise publicized on FOIA Post.

Summaries of Court Decisions

In addition to substantive and procedural policy guidance concerning the continued
implementation of the President's FOIA Memorandum and the Attorney General's FOIA
Guidelines, each month through FOIA Post, OIP provided detailed summaries of every FOIA
case decided in the United States, at both the district court and appellate levels. For every court
decision, OIP highlighted each FOIA exemption and procedural or litigation-related issue that
was discussed in the opinion. Because court decisions play such an important part in the
interpretation of the FOIA and its proper administration, OIP provides these summaries to help
ensure that all FOIA professionals have ready and current access to the most recently decided
court opinions. OIP ensures that these summaries are easy to review and cross-reference. In
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2011, OIP compiled these summaries in one central location on OIP's new website and made
them sortable by topic so that agencies and the public can review FOIA case law quickly and
comprehensively.

Sunshine Week Activities

Finally, FOIA Post was used to announce activities held to commemorate Sunshine Week
2011. To Mark the Second Anniversary of the Attorney General's FOIA Guidelines, the
Department held a celebration on March

14, 2011, the first day of Sunshine "Where there has been a culture of
Week. At the celebration, the Associate 'protecting’ information that one could
Attorney General highlighted a number credibly withhold, we want to replace it
of the FOIA success stories from the with a culture of pushing out — and
prior year and addressed additional affirmatively pushing out — the information
transparency initiatives moving forward. )

Also during Sunshine Week, OIP used that_W'” empower_us to_a be_tter’ more
FOIA Post to announce several major informed relationship with our
developments, including the launch of government."

the Department's new governmentwide,
comprehensive FOIA website,
FOIA.Gov, and the first-ever FOIA Requester — Agency Town Hall Meeting.

- Former Associate Attorney General Tom Perrelli

Additional FOIA Reference Materials
In addition to utilizing FOIA Post to timely disseminate policy guidance and other useful
information concerning the FOIA, OIP also creates or makes additional FOIA reference
materials available for agencies to use.

Department of Justice Guide to the Freedom of Information Act

The preeminent reference document created by OIP is the United States Department of
Justice Guide to the Freedom of Information Act. This publication is a legal treatise on the
FOIA and is widely relied on by government personnel as

"OIP will continue to work well as members of the public. The Guide to the FOIA
diligently to help agencies g:ontains_an eﬁtegg\(zdiscussié)n olf the case law _
- interpreting the 's procedural requirements, its
achieve eve.n greater exemptions and exclusions, as well as litigation-related
transparency in the years issues. The Guide also reflects the President's and
ahead." Attorney General's Memoranda on the FOIA as well as
all the changes made to the FOIA by the OPEN

- OIP Director Melanie Ann Pustay

Government Act of 2007. OIP is currently working on a
2012 edition of the Guide to the FOIA which will reflect recent changes in FOIA interpretation.

Additionally, building on OIP's commitment of promoting the use of technology with the FOIA,
OIP will be transitioning to a web-based Guide, which will provide enhanced search capabilities.
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Throughout 2011, OIP distributed copies of the 2009 edition of the Guide to the FOIA to
federal agency personnel and other interested parties. OIP also facilitated the wide distribution
of the Guide within the Executive Branch and made it available without cost through the
Department of Justice's FOIA training programs. The Guide to the FOIA was also made
available to agencies and to the public through the Government Printing Office. Additionally, to
afford electronic access and keyword-search capabilities, OIP placed a digital copy of the Guide
to the FOIA on the Department's website and in the "OIP Guidance" section of OIP's new
website.

Centralized Access to all Agency Annual FOIA Reports

Agencies are required to compile and submit to the Attorney General an Annual FOIA
Report each year in accordance with 5 U.S.C. § 552(e)(1). In 2011, for the fifth year in a row,
OIP completed and posted the Department's Annual FOIA Report well in advance of the
statutory deadline. By completing and publicly posting the Department's Annual FOIA Report
early, OIP continues to serve as an example to other agencies.

As mentioned above, as part of its governmentwide guidance responsibilities, each year
OIP reviews each agency's Annual FOIA Report prior to it being posted. Once they are
finalized, OIP makes all such reports promptly

"[The] responsibility for available on its central electronic site. In 2011, OIP
effective FOIA administration | continued this practice of reviewing all agencies'
belongs to all of us." Annual FOIA Reports prior to their being posted. This
review was conducted in accordance with a 2002 GAO
- Attorney General Eric Holder report which encouraged such discretionary OIP review

activities and found that they "have resulted in
improvements to both the quality of agencies' annual reports and on-line availability of
information.” A follow-up GAO study published in 2004 likewise found improvements in
agencies' annual reporting due to OIP's governmentwide review efforts.

In accordance with another provision of the FOIA, 5 U.S.C. § 552(¢e)(4), the Department
of Justice in 2011 maintained "a single electronic access point” for the consolidated availability
of the Annual FOIA Reports of all federal agencies. In both 2011 and 2012, OIP posted all
agency Annual FOIA Reports in human-readable and "open™ formats on its centralized Annual
FOIA Report website.

Proactive Disclosures

In keeping with the Attorney General's focus on increasing proactive disclosures, OIP
proactively posted a variety of information useful to agencies and the public alike on its website.
Notably, in addition to proactively posting information on its website, in 2011, OIP made this
information more useful to the public by updating and reformatting its website to make it easier
to locate specific material. OIP's new website includes a separate "FOIA Resources" section,
which provides information about OIP's FOIA Counselor Service, the FOIA statute, and FOIA
fee guidelines. The above-referenced updated chart of Exemption 3 statutes approved by the
courts, as well as the chart of statutes agencies reported using in conjunction with Exemption 3
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in Fiscal Year 2010, were also posted under the new "FOIA Resources” section. OIP's new
website provides separate sections for "Court Decisions,"
"Training," and "Key Dates and Reporting

"The President's memorandum

Requirements," which were all continuously updated instructs agencies to ‘'use modern
throughout 2011. Under the "Key Dates and Reporting technology to inform citizens
Requirements” section, a calendar of FOIA events, what is known and done by their
including training sessions, workshops, and conferences, Government." Accordingly,

as well as key deadlines for federal agencies were . .
provided. The calendar is presented both agenCI(?S should re_adlly an_d
chronologically, by month, and topically. Under the new SySt_em"_’lt'Ca”y post 'nformat'o_n
"Training" section, OIP continued to provide updated online in advance of any public
information concerning the various FOIA training request.”

programs it offers in conjunction with the Department's
Office of Legal Education. Under this section, OIP also
continued its practice of posting many of the slides that were used at various 2011 training
conferences, including those used at OIP's Fee Summit and for training on Exemption 2 after the
Supreme Court's ruling in Milner v. Department of the Navy.

- Attornev General Eric Holder

OIP's new website also includes a separate "FOIA Library™ section designed to centralize
proactive disclosures posted online by not just OIP, but all Department of Justice components.
The FOIA Library replaces the old "Reading Room" and is reorganized to facilitate use by the
public. The FOIA Library contains both FOIA Processed Documents, which are documents that
have been disclosed in full or with redactions pursuant to previous FOIA requests, and
Operational Documents, which include policy statements, staff manuals and instructions, and
final opinions and orders. In order to make these records even more accessible, the new FOIA
Library section provides separate hyperlinks for OIP documents and documents proactively
disclosed by all DOJ components.

In 2011, OIP continued to add material to its FOIA Library. These disclosures included
multiple months of the Attorney General's daily Calendar for the years 2009 to 2011.
Additionally, OIP proactively disclosed many Operational Documents, including, the Attorney
General Memorandum to All Federal Prosecutors on Changes to Death Penalty Protocol,
Departmental Memoranda on the Department of Justice Budget, and Department Policies and
Procedures on Crack Cocaine Sentencing.

For additional reference purposes, OIP continued during 2011 to make available on its
website all issues of its former newsletter, FOIA Update, in a digital and keyword searchable
format.

FOIA Reference Guide

OIP also continued to maintain on the Department's FOIA website an electronic copy of
its Department of Justice Freedom of Information Act Reference Guide, which provides the
public with information about how to make a request to the Department, describes how the FOIA
process works, and contains descriptions of each of the Department's components and the type of
records they maintain.
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FOIA.Gov

On March 14, 2011, the first day of Sunshine Week, OIP launched FOIA.Gov, the
Flagship Initiative under the Department's Open Government Plan. With well over a million
visitors since its launching, FOIA.Gov has revolutionized the way in which FOIA data is made
available to the public and has become a valuable resource for both agency personnel and the
public. While initially envisioned as a
"dashboard" to illustrate statistics collected
from agency Annual FOIA Reports, the
Department almost immediately began
expanding its capabilities and still =
continues to explore new features that can be added. FOIA.Gov shines a light on the operation
of the FOIA by taking the detailed statistics contained in agency Annual FOIA Reports and
displaying them graphically. FOIA.Gov allows users to search and sort this data in any way they
want, so that comparisons can be made between agencies and over time. Additionally, the
website contains various featured reports that highlight key measurements, such as the number of
FOIA requests received by agencies with law enforcement and intelligence missions and the
FOIA request backlog at the three largest agencies.

FOIA.Gov also serves as an educational resource for the public by providing useful
information about how the FOIA works, where to make requests, and what to expect through the
FOIA process. Explanatory videos are embedded into the website and the site contains a section
addressing frequently asked questions as well as a glossary of FOIA terms. The website also
provides updated contact information for each agency, including their Chief FOIA Officer and
all their FOIA Requester Service Centers and FOIA Public Liaisons. Additionally, significant
FOIA releases are spotlighted on the website to give the public examples of record sets made
available by agencies to the public.

Recently, FOIA.Gov was expanded even further to serve two new functions. A new

"Find" feature was added that allows the public to enter search terms to locate information on
- ] ] any topic across all federal government websites. This

[TIhe FOIA.Gov website Will | new search feature captures not just those records posted
shine a light on the operation | in agency FOIA Libraries, but also records posted

of the FOIA itself." anywhere on an agency's website. This more expansive

search capability is particularly significant given the
steady stream of information that agencies are
proactively making available on their websites. FOIA.Gov's "Find" feature provides an easy
way for potential FOIA requesters to first see what information is already available on a topic.
This might preclude the need to even make a request in the first instance, or might allow for a
more targeted request to be made.

- OIP Director Melanie Ann Pustay

Another new feature to FOIA.Gov is the addition of hyperlinks to agency online request
forms. Currently, there are 111 offices throughout the government that have developed the
capability to accept FOIA requests online. Recently, OIP launched a similar online capability
which allows the public to make and track the status of their requests and administrative appeals
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online. The hyperlinks for these online forms have been added to FOIA.Gov to make it easier
than ever for individuals to make requests electronically.

Training, Public Presentations, and Briefings

As yet another method for encouraging compliance with the FOIA, OIP held a variety of
training programs throughout the year. These programs included continued training on the
President's and Attorney General's FOIA Memoranda. During 2011, OIP furnished speakers and
workshop instructors for seminars, conferences, individual agency training sessions, and similar
programs conducted to promote the proper administration of the FOIA within the Executive
Branch. Additionally, OIP conducted presentations aimed at fostering a greater understanding of
the Act's administration outside the Executive Branch. This included developing a greater
international understanding of the FOIA.

In conjunction with the Department of Justice's National Advocacy Center, OIP
conducted numerous FOIA-training programs in 2011, which ranged from half-day introductory
sessions for non-FOIA personnel to advanced programs for highly experienced FOIA personnel.
OIP's basic two-day training course entitled "The Freedom of Information Act for Attorneys and
Access Professionals” was conducted four times and the course entitled "Introduction to the
FOIA" was conducted once.

For those agency personnel who already have experience working with the FOIA, in
2011, OIP held an "Advanced Freedom of Information Act Seminar.” This seminar provides
advanced instruction on selected substantive and procedural topics under the FOIA, including
up-to-date policy guidance. For 2011, the seminar included sessions on the FOIA Guidelines,
requirements for Annual FOIA Reports, recent FOIA decisions, and administrative and litigation
considerations.

OIP also conducted a "FOIA Litigation Seminar.” The seminar, designed for agency
attorneys and FOIA personnel, focused on the issues that arise when FOIA requests become the
subject of litigation. Notably, the course provided guidance on successful litigation strategy and
addressed "Open America" stays and the preparation of Vaughn indices and declarations.

Also in 2011, OIP held four training sessions on dispute resolution and customer service
skills for FOIA professionals, which it co-sponsored with the Office of Government Information
Services (OGIS). These training sessions emphasized the value of effective communication with
requesters and gave an overview of the communication techniques utilized by dispute resolution
specialists.

Twenty-five professional staff members from OIP gave a total of 315 training
presentations during the year, including several training sessions designed to meet the specific
FOIA-training needs of individual agencies. Such individualized training sessions were
conducted for the Department of Defense, Department of Agriculture, Department of State,
Department of the Navy, Department of Labor, Department of Homeland Security, Department
of Housing and Urban Development, Department of Transportation, Department of Education,
Department of Veterans Affairs, Department of the Treasury, Department of Energy, the
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National Archives and Records Administration, Department of Commerce, Department of Health
and Human Services, the United States Agency for International Development, and the Central
Intelligence Agency. In addition, OIP provided training for components of the Department of
Justice. In 2011, approximately 2,000 individuals were trained by OIP sponsored training alone.

Furthermore, OIP continued to reach out to the requester community and members of the
public. In 2011, OIP professionals gave training presentations at seminars hosted by the
American Society for Access Professionals, an association which includes members of the FOIA
requester community. Additionally, OIP hosted four Requester Roundtable events which were
open to any interested members of the FOIA community. These events continue to serve as a
unique opportunity for the requester community and OIP's FOIA professionals to engage in a
dialogue and share ideas for improving FOIA administration. In response to interest expressed
by agency FOIA professionals in being able to attend the Requester Roundtables, and the
enthusiastic response by the requester community to the idea of meeting with those FOIA
professionals, shortly after Sunshine Week 2011, OIP held the first-ever FOIA Requester-
Agency Town Hall meeting. The Town Hall event was a great success, bringing agency FOIA
personnel and frequent FOIA requesters together to exchange ideas, share concerns, and engage
in a discussion of common issues.

During 2011, the Director of OIP gave a total of 118 presentations at a variety of FOIA-
training programs and other forums. In addition to the training programs described above, the
Director met with a number of representatives from foreign countries interested in learning about
the American experience with open government, particularly in light of the Administration's new
FOIA Memoranda.

The number of trainings and briefings provided by OIP has steadily increased over the
past few years, with the Director again providing a high number of trainings, presentations, and
briefings.

350 315
294
300 1%
252 260
250 1
207
200 - B Total OIP Training
00 169 Sessions
150 - 118 118 Presentations by
OIP's Director
100 - 64
40 39
50 -
O 1 I 1 I 1 1
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
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Inter- and Intra-agency Coordination Activities

During 2011, OIP reviewed numerous draft or preliminary legislative proposals relating
to the FOIA or to information policy more generally. As a result of this review, OIP made
recommendations in many instances, most frequently in connection with the technical
sufficiency of proposed statutory nondisclosure provisions intended to serve as Exemption 3
statutes under the Act. OIP likewise identified issues and suggested revisions to language
contained in proposed legislative testimony and other legislative submissions made by agencies
on FOIA-related issues as well.

Congressional and Public Inquiries

In 2011, OIP responded to twenty-four congressional inquires pertaining to FOlA-related
matters. OIP also handled twenty matters from members of the public who had concerns about
how the FOIA was being administered at an agency. In response to these compliance inquiries,
OIP discussed the issues with the agency involved and, whenever appropriate, made
recommendations on the steps needed to address the concern.

Report on any Notification to the Special Counsel

During 2011, the United States courts made no written findings pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
8 552(a)(4)(F)(i). Accordingly, no notification to the Special Counsel was necessary.
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LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
RECEIVED IN 2011

A F ROTHSCHILD FUND V. U.S. HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Civil Action No 11-02760 (N.D. Cal.)

ACLU OF MICHIGAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No 11-12997 (E.D. Mich.)

ADRIAN PEELER V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01261 (D. Conn.)

ADVOCATES FOR BASIC LEGAL EQUALITY INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY OFFICE OF
FINANCIAL STABILITY
Civil Action No 11-00637 (N.D. Ohio.)

ADVOCATES FOR BASIC LEGAL EQUALITY INC. V. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Civil Action No 11-01116 (N.D. Ohio.)

AIDS HELATHCARE FOUNDATION V. U.S. FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-7925 (C.D. Cal.)

ALAA A SALEM V. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-1500 (M.D. Fla.)

ALICE DREGGER PHD V. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-1059 (W.D. Mich.)

ALPHONSE PERSICO ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01512 (D. D.C.)

ALVIN DORSEY JR. V. DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-01350 (D. D.C.)

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES FOUNDATION V. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-00933 (D. D.C.)

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION FOUNDATION V. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Civil Action No 11-01072 (D. D.C.)



AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION FOUNDATION V. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Civil Action No 11-13005 (E.D. Mich.)

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION FOUNDATION V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION;
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-6398 (S.D. N.Y.)

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION FOUNDATION V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION;
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE; NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-5963 (S.D. N.Y.)

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION FOUNDATION V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY ET AL.

Civil Action No 11-3786 (S.D. N.Y.)

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION OF NEW JERSEY V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION;
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-02553 (D. NJ.)

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA; BAY HUARDIAN V. FOOD AND
DRUG ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-3949 (N.D. Cal.)

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-7562 (S.D. N.Y.)

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION; DEPARTMENT OF
JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-13154 (E.D. Mich.)

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES V. LEW ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00642 (D. D.C.)

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES, AFL-CIO V. TRANSPORTATION SECURITY
ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-00790 (D. D.C.)

AMERICAN IMMIGRATION COUNCIL V. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01971 (D. D.C.)

AMERICAN MANAGMENT SERVICES LLC V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Civil Action No 11-442 (E.D. Va.)



AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS LEAGUE V. DEFENSE CONTRACT AUDIT AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-1077 (N.D. Cal.)

AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS LEAGUE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Civil Action No 11-01672 (N.D. Cal.)

AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS LEAGUE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT
Civil Action No 11-1795 (N.D. Cal.)

AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS LEAGUE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR
Civil Action No 11-1880 (N.D. Cal.)

AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS LEAGUE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Civil Action No 11-0955 (N.D. Cal.)

AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS LEAGUE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Civil Action No 11-01880 (N.D. Cal.)

AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS LEAGUE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
Civil Action No 11-1401 (N.D. Cal.)

AMERICAN TRADITION INSTITUTE V. NASA
Civil Action No 11-01144 (D. D.C.)

ANTHONY ANGELO DEGENES V. ROBERT MUELLER ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-916 (W.D. Pa.)

ANTON GEGA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No 11-00214 (S.D. N.Y.)

APPLETON PAPERS INC. V. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00318 (E.D. Wis.)

ARC FINANCE GROUP LLC V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-05180 (C.D. Cal.)



ASARCO INC. ET AL. V. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-01030 (D. D.C.)

AVINASH KULKARNI V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Civil Action No 11-01389 (C.D. Cal.)

BAILEY V. FULWOOD ET AL.
Civil Action No 10-00463 (D. D.C.)

BARBARA HILDENBRAND V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01829 (N.D. Tex.)

BEN D SHIRIAK V. FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-03653 (D. N.J.)

BENJAPON SAKKAROPOPE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01565 (D. Ariz.)

BOARD OF COUNTY SUPERVISORS OF PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY VA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No 11-224 (E.D. Va.)

BOARD OF COUNTY SUPERVISORS OF PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY VA. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No 11-819 (E.D. Va.)

BODE & GRENIER LLP V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No 11-00060 (D. D.C.)

BRADY EAMES V. NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD
Civil Action No 11-00113 (D. Utah)

BRIAN BRANTLEY V. U.S. DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-00133 (M.D. Fla.)

BRIAN BRANTLY V. U.S. DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-133 (M.D. Fla.)



BRIAN HOOKER V. KATHLEEN SEBELIUS ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01276 (D. D.C.)

BROWN RUDNICK LLP V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01703 (D. D.C.)

BUEN PASTOR CHURCH, ET AL. V. U.S. CUSTOMS AND BORDER PATROL ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-83 (E.D. N.C.)

BURSOR & FISHER PA V. FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Civil Action No 11-5457 (S.D. N.Y.)

CALYPSO CARGO LTD; CARIBEAN PETROLEUM INCORPORATED V. U.S. COAST GUARD
Civil Action No 10-02125 (D. D.C.)

CARETOLIVE V. CENTERS FOR MEDICARE AND MEDICAID SERVICES
Civil Action No 10-01114 (S.D. Ohio.)

CAROLL AHANMISI ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Civil Action No 11-01118 (D. D.C.)

CARROLL V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Civil Action No 11-22 (W.D. Va.)

CDWAYNE WENDELL O"NEAL V. CARMEN MALLON ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00330 (D. D.C.)

CENTER FOR AUTO SAFETY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
Civil Action No 11-01048 (D. D.C.)

CENTER FOR CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE; CENTRAL
COMMAND ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-3533 (S.D. N.Y.)

CENTER FOR SCIENCE IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Civil Action No 11-00288 (D. D.C.)



CHARLES JONES V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-0565 (N.D. Cal.)

CHARLES LUDLAM ET AL. V. U.S. PEACE CORPS
Civil Action No 11-01570 (D. D.C.)

CHARLES SEIFE V. NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF HEALTH ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-6646 (S.D. N.Y.)

CHARLES SEIFE V. NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF HEALTH ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-6646 (S.D. N.Y.)

CHRISTOPHER SOGHOIAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01080 (D. D.C.)

CIRCLE INC. V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
Civil Action No 11-02362 (E.D. La.)

CITIZEN ACTION; DAVID MCCOY V. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY REGION 6;
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
Civil Action No 11-00695 (D. N.M.)

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00592 (D. D.C.)

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. FEDERAL ELECTION
COMMISSION
Civil Action No 11-00951 (D. D.C.)

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION
Civil Action No 11-01814 (D. D.C.)

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00374 (D. D.C.)

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01021 (D. D.C.)



CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00754 (D. D.C.)

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01106 (D. D.C.)

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT
OF EDUCATION
Civil Action No 11-00651 (D. D.C.)

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT
OF EDUCATION
Civil Action No 11-00878 (D. D.C.)

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY AND ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. FEDERAL ELECTION
COMMISSION
Civil Action No 11-951 (D. D.C.)

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM ALABAMA V. U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00733 (N.D. Ala.)

CIVIL SOCIETY INSTITUTE INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Civil Action No 11-11042 (D. Mass.)

COALITION FOR EDUCATIONAL SUCCESS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Civil Action No 11-00213 (D. D.C.)

COMMUNITY LEGAL SERVICES INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT
Civil Action No 11-2448 (E.D. Pa.)

CONART PRECAST LLC V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS
Civil Action No 11-00138 (M.D. Ga.)

CONART PRECAST LLC V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS
Civil Action No 11-2593 (N.D. Ga.)

CONCERNED CITIZENS OF ASSUMPTINO PARISH ET AL. V. MERDITH TEMPLE, U.S. ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-02545 (E.D. La.)



COOPER V. EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS
Civil Action No 11-5061 (D.C. Cir.)

CURTIS MONROE-BEY V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No 11-01915 (D. D.C.)

DALE ADAMS B & CHERIE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE; ERIC HOLDER ET AL.
Civil Action No 10-03117 (W.D. Ariz.)

DALE ADAMS V. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-03020 (W.D. Ariz.)

DALE ADAMS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-3043 (W.D. Ariz.)

DANICE NOELLE GARLAND V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-713 (E.D. Va.)

DAVID BAKER V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00588 (M.D. Pa.)

DAVID BLENDER V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Civil Action No 11-00648 (D. D.C.)

DAVID E. HILL V. U.S. DEPARMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00273 (D. D.C.)

DAVID P CALLET V. KAREN MILLS, U.S. SMALL BUSINESSES ADMINISTRATION ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00775 (D. D.C.)

DAVID WILLIAMS 111 V. U.S. DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-01311 (D. D.C.)

DEJUAN B. THORNTON-BEY V. EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS
Civil Action No 11-00773 (D. D.C.)



DINO TACULLO V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00207 (M.D. Ala.)

DOUGLAS CARLSON V. U.S. POSTAL SERVICE
Civil Action No 11-3145 (N.D. Cal.)

DR. ORLY TAITZ ESQ. V. KATHY RUEMMLER WHITE HOUSE COUNSEL
Civil Action No 11-01421 (D. D.C.)

DRIGGERS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-229 (N.D. Tex.)

EDWARD MAZKE V. U.S. CENTER FOR DISEASE CONTROL & PREVENTION
Civil Action No 11-04680 (N.D. 111.)

ELECTRONIC FRONTIER FOUNDATION V. OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL
INTELLIGENCE
Civil Action No 11-4790 (N.D. Cal.)

ELECTRONIC FRONTIER FOUNDATION V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00939 (D. D.C.)

ELECTRONIC FRONTIER FOUNDATION V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-5221 (N.D. Cal.)

ELECTRONIC PRIVACY INFORMATION CENTER V. FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
Civil Action No 11-00881 (D. D.C.)

ELECTRONIC PRIVACY INFORMATION CENTER V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No 11-00945 (D. D.C.)

ELECTRONIC PRIVACY INFORMATION CENTER V. U.S. TRANSPORTATION SECURITY
ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-00290 (D. D.C.)

ELLIOTT OZMENT V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-0429 (M.D. Tenn.)



ERNST A. JACOBSEN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-967 (M.D. N.C.)

ESPINO V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-0909 (D. D.C.)

FAMILY RESEARCH COUNCIL INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01550 (D. D.C.)

FERDIANDO CONTRERAS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 08-01801 (D. D.C.)

FRIEND OF THE EARTH ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE STATE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-02419 (N.D. Cal.)

FRIENDS OF OCEANO DUNES INC. V. KEN SALAZAR ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-1476 (N.D. Cal.)

FRIENDS OF OCEANO DUNES INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-5100 (N.D. Cal.)

FRIENDS OF OCEANO DUNES, INC. V. U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-1476 (N.D. Cal)

GAGAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-3062 (D. Colo.)

GARY CHARLES BRESTLE V. HARLEY LAPPIN, FEDERAL BUREAU OF PRISONS ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01771 (D. D.C.)

GARY L KRETCHMAR ET AL. V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No 11-01181 (D. D.C.)

GEORGE CANNING V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01295 (D. D.C.)



GERALD STONE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Civil Action No 11-01282 (D. D.C.)

GERALD STONE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-81084 (S.D. Fla.)

GONZALES & GONZALES BONDS & INSURANCE AGENCY INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY
Civil Action No 11-2267 (N.D. Cal.)

GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY PROJECT V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00342 (D. D.C.)

GREGORY FERRIS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01002 (D. Kan.)

HARRY T CASON V. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-0001 (S.D. N.Y.)

HENRY PLATSKY V. NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-04816 (E.D. N.Y.)

HERSHEL R. STANLEY V. ROBERTA OSHKOSH ROALKBAN ET AL.; SOCIAL SECURITY
ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-0432 (E.D. Wis.)

IAP WORLDWIDE SERVICES ET AL. V. SOLIS ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01422 (D. D.C.)

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF BRIDGE STRUCTURAL ORNAMENTAL V. DEPARTMENT OF
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

Civil Action No 11-10233 (D. Mass.)

IRAQUI REFUGEE ASSISTANCE PROJECT V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-5024 (S.D. N.Y.)

JAMES D. SUTTON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-500 (D. D.C.)



JEREMY BIGWOOD V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE; CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-00602 (D. D.C.)

JERMEY PINSON V. U.S. PROBATION OFFICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00936 (D. D.C.)

JOHN COOK V. NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORD ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-8624 (S.D. N.Y.)

JOHN ERWIN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Civil Action No 11-6513 (N.D. 111.)

JOSEPH CARSON PE V. U.S. MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD
Civil Action No 11-00399 (E.D. Tenn.)

JOSEPH STEVEN BARONE V. ATTORNEY GENERAL ERIC HOLDER ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-0654 (E.D. N.Y.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC V. U.S. HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Civil Action No 11-00002 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. BUREAU OF ALCOHOL FIREARMS AND EXPLOSIVES
Civil Action No 11-01797 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD
Civil Action No 11-01470 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. AIR FORCE
Civil Action No 11-01496 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. AIR FORCE
Civil Action No 11-00932 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. AIR FORCE
Civil Action No 11-00349 (D. D.C.)



JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-00890 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-00863 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-00608 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-00725 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-00606 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-00604 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-00804 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-01498 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-01497 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-00971 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-01796 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT
Civil Action No 11-01121 (D. D.C.)
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HOMELAND SECURITY
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HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

JUSTICE

JUSTICE

JUSTICE

JUSTICE



JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00803 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00500 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00426 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01153 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Civil Action No 11-01152 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
Civil Action No 11-02182 (D. D.C.)

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-500 (D. D.C.)

JULIAN C. WHITE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00279 (D. D.C.)

KADLEC REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT
Civil Action No 11-05066 (E.D. Wash.)

KAY PATTESON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00540 (D. Ariz.)

KAY SIEVERDING V. U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE
Civil Action No 11-732 (E.D. Va.)

KEITH SALVATORE LABELLA V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIONS ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-0023 (E.D. N.Y.)



KELVIN WELLS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-0009 (M.D. La.)

KEVIN EVANS V. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-2544 (D. Colo.)

KIEL J. STURM V. NASA
Civil Action No 11-03256 (N.D. Cal.)

LAW OFFICE OF THEODORE COX V. CLINTON ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-5883 (S.D. N.Y.)

LAW OFFICES OF SNIDER & ASSOCIATES LLC V. SHAH, U.S. AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT
Civil Action No 10-02206 (D. D.C.)

LAWRENCE NOVAK P. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00466 (D. D.C.)

LEAH M. NICHOLLS V. U.S. OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT
Civil Action No 11-01654 (D. D.C.)

LIEFF CABRASER HEIMANN & BERNSTEIN LLP V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-5105 (N.D. Cal.)

LONG V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 06-1086 (N.D. N.Y.)

LOWELL LAKIN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00594 (D. D.C.)

MALIK RAHIM V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION; DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-02850 (E.D. LA.)

MARC EDWARDS V. U.S. CENTER FOR DISEASE CENTER CONTROL & PREVENTION
Civil Action No 11-01651 (D. D.C.)



MARIO SIMBAQUEBA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-20450 (S.D. Fla.)

MARK G. WONDERS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Civil Action No 11-01130 (D. D.C.)

MARK KOWACK V. U.S. FOREST SERVICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00095 (D. Mont.)

MATTHEW HERRINGTON J. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01330 (D. D.C.)

MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01981 (D. D.C.)

MCLEOD V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-958 (D. D.C.)

MEDICAL HOMES OF RHODE ISLAND ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
SERVICES
Civil Action No 11-00135 (D. R.1.)

MENASHA CORPORATION V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-682 (E.D. Wis.)

MICHAEL HOLMES ET AL. V. U.S. ARMY CENTRAL COMMAND ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01283 (D. D.C.)

MICHAEL WILLIAM FLAHERTY V. BARACK HUSSEIN OBAMA
Civil Action No 11-00124 (D. D.C.)

MICHELLE B. BUSH V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
Civil Action No 11-00550 (D. D.C.)

MIREILLE TORJMAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-560 (E.D. Va.)

HUMAN



MOTORS INSURANCE CORP V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-10762 (E.D. Mich.)

MOYA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Civil Action No 11-80750 (S.D. Fla.)

NANCY GALE CRISMAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00658 (D. D.C.)

NASSER GROUP INTERNATIONAL AFGHANISTAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00748 (D. D.C.)

NATIONAL IMMIGRANT JUSTICE CENTER V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-03469 (N.D. 111.)

NATIONAL IMMIGRANT JUSTICE CENTER V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-1050 (N.D. I111.)

NATIONAL IMMIGRATION PROJECT ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY ET
AL.
Civil Action No 11-3235 (S.D. N.Y.)

NATIONAL SECURITY ARCHIVE V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-00724 (D. D.C.)

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNSELORS V. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00442 (D. D.C.)

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNSELORS V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-00444 (D. D.C.)

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNSELORS V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-00443 (D. D.C.)

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNSELORS V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00445 (D. D.C.)



NATIONAL WILDLIFE FEDERATION V. U.S. FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-00512 (W.D. Wash.)

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL; PUBLIC JUSTICE V. U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-2832 (S.D. N.Y.)

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNUCIL INC. V. U.S. CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION
Civil Action No 11-0746 (S.D. N.Y.)

NAVISTAR INC. V. U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-00449 (D. D.C.)

NAVISTAR, INC. V. U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-449 (D. D.C.)

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSISTANCE CORPORATION OF AMERICA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Civil Action No 11-01175 (D. D.C.)

NEW YORK TIMES CO. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-6990 (S.D. N.Y.)

NYRON NICHOLS V. OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01357 (D. D.C.)

OLEG PETROVICH CHERPANOV. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Civil Action No 11-01394 (D. D.C.)

ORLY TAITZ DR. V. MICHAEL ASTRUE COMMISSIONER OF SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-00402 (D. D.C.)

OSM MEDIA ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Civil Action No 11-01151 (D. D.C.)

OSM MEDIA, LLC V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-00103 (D. D.C.)



PARENTS FOR NONTOXIC ALTERNATIVE V. U.S. CENTERS FOR DISEASE CONTROL &
PREVENTION
Civil Action No 11-01991 (D. D.C.)

PARTNERS IN NEIGHBORHOOD GROWTH V. U.S. HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01735 (N.D. Ala.)

PAUL WILLIAM DRIGGERS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-0229 (N.D. Tex.)

PEOPLE FOR THE ETHICAL TREATMENT OF ANIMALS INC. V. BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
Civil Action No 11-00555 (D. D.C.)

PEOPLE FOR THE ETHICAL TREATMENT OF ANIMALS INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE
Civil Action No 11-00796 (D. D.C.)

PETER GEORGACARAKOS V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No 11-01655 (D. D.C.)

PETER VARLEY V. U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS
Civil Action No 11-00507 (D. D.C.)

PHILIP WATSON ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-05792 (W.D. Wash.)

PRISCILLA MOYA ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-80750 (S.D. Fla.)

PUBLIC CITIZEN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Civil Action No 11-01681 (D. D.C.)

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY V. NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Civil Action No 11-01985 (D. D.C.)

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Civil Action No 11-00824 (D. D.C.)



PUBLIC EMPLOYEES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY V. U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-01864 (D. D.C.)

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY V. U.S. INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY
& WATER COMMISSION ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00261 (D. D.C.)

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY V. U.S. OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT
AND BUDGET ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01326 (D. D.C.)

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY V. U.S. OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY POLICY
Civil Action No 11-01583 (D. D.C.)

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY V. U.S. TRADE REPRESENTATIVE
Civil Action No 11-01325 (D. D.C.)

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES FOR ENVIRONMETAL RESPONSIBILITY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR
ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01418 (D. D.C.)

RAFIK BOUGHADOU V. U.S. CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION SERVICES
Civil Action No 11-04384 (N.D. 111.)

RANDY CHAPEL V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Civil Action No 11-04344 (N.D. Cal.)

RAYMOND PETER GODAIRE V. JANET NAPOLITANO, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
ET AL.
Civil Action No 10-01266 (D. Conn.)

REVEREND WESLEY CARROLL V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Civil Action No 11-00022 (W.D. Va.)

RICHARD EDWARD BRILLHART V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No 11-00893 (D. D.C.)

RICHARD GREENFIELD D. V. U.S. SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
Civil Action No 10-01732 (D. D.C.)



ROBERT BLOOMER JR. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No 11-35 (D. Vt.)

ROBERT DARNBROUGH V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Civil Action No 11-01862 (D. D.C.)

ROBERT ROBERTS V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No 11-00575 (D. D.C.)

ROBERT SCHWARTZ V. NASA ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-0149 (N.D. Cal.)

ROSEMARY HAINEY MCBRIDE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR
Civil Action No 11-01725 (D. D.C.)

RUSSELL PEELER V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01370 (D. Conn.)

SAUER, INC. V. NASA
Civil Action No 11-00410 (M.D. Fla.)

SAUER, INC. V. NASA
Civil Action No 11-926 (M.D. Fla.)

SAVE THE SCENIC SANTA RITAS ET AL. V. U.S. FOREST SERVICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00094 (D. AZ.)

SCOTT BRANCHEAU ET AL. V. SECRETARY OF LABOR, ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01416 (M.D. Fla.)

SERVICE WOMEN®"S ACTION NETWORK ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01534 (D. Conn.)

SETH ROSENFELD V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-2131 (N.D. Cal.)



SHARIF MOBLEY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01437 (D. D.C.)

SHELDON HERSH MD V. U.S. CENTERS FOR MEDICARE & MEDICAID SERVICES ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00208 (E.D. La.)

SIERRA CLUB V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Civil Action No 11-00718 (D. D.C.)

SIERRA CLUB; ENVIRONMENTAL INTEGRITY PROJECT V. U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-00846 (N.D. Cal.)

SIMON TORRES V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Civil Action No 11-00601 (D. D.C.)

SIOBHAN ESPOSITO V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ARMY
Civil Action No 11-00121 (D. D.C.)

SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRIBUTION V. U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-00593 (D. D.C.)

SOUTHEASTERN NEWSPAPER CO. LLC ET AL. V. ERIC HOLDER JR. ATTORNEY GENERAL
Civil Action No 11-00004 (S.D. GA.)

STANLEY JOSEPH THOMPSON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00272 (D. D.C.)

STEVEN MARTINEZ V. U.S. POSTAL SERVICE
Civil Action No 11-01105 (D. D.C.)

STRUNK V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Civil Action No 08-2234 (D. D.C.)

SYED ABID 1QBAL V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No 11-369 (M.D. Fla.)



THOMAS STALCUP V. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-11250 (D. Mass.)

THOME V. U.S. FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-676 (N.D. Cal.)

TIFFANY HARTLEY V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No 11-01701 (D. D.C.)

TIFFANY HARTLEY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01698 (D. D.C.)

TIFFANY HARTLEY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Civil Action No 11-01700 (D. D.C.)

TONKIN & MONDL LC V. FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY
Civil Action No 11-00063 (E.D. Mont.)

TROY JENNINGS V. BUREAU OF PRISONS ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00411 (D. D.C.)

UTC FIRE & SECURITY AMERICAS CORPORATION INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Civil Action No 11-00067 (D. D.C.)

VAZQUEZ V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 10-0039 (D. D.C.)

VICTOR THOME V. U.S. FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00676 (N.D. Cal.)

VICTORIA TOENSING; JOSEPH DIGENOVA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-01215 (D. D.C.)

WADE V. U.S. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
Civil Action No 10-65 (D. D.C.)



WARREN STORM V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-00926 (N.D. 111.)

WASHINGTON LEGAL CLINIC V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No 11-02023 (D. D.C.)

WECOUNT! INC ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No 11-00143 (D. D.C.)

WEIGEL BROADCASTING CO. V. FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Civil Action No 11-00236 (N.D. 111.)

WESLEY CARROLL V. U.S. SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No 11-3005 (D. Md.)

WHITEWAVE FOODS CO. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Civil Action No 11-01231 (D. D.C.)

WILDEARTH GUARDIANS V. UNITED STATES FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
Civil Action No 11-01745 (D. Colo.)

WILL ANDERSON V. U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS ET AL.
Civil Action No 11-01522 (D. D.C.)



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

ACLU; ACLU FOUNDATION V. OFC O/T DIR OF NATL INTELLIGENCE; DOJ ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-04419 (S.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: 1, 3, 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

ALSTON, PRESSLEY B. V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 09-1397 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Case dismissed without prejudice (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION OF WASH. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 09-0642 (W.D. Wash.)

Exemptions: 1, 2, 5, 6, 7(c), 7(d), 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS LEAGUE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No. 10-4138 (N.D. Cal.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS LEAGUE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Civil Action No. 11-01880 (N.D. Cal.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

ANCIENT COIN COLLECTORS GUILD, ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Civil Action No. 07-2074 (b. D.C.)

No. 09-5439 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgement for Defendant (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

ANDERSON, MELVIN V. U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS
Civil Action No. 10-00413 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 7(threshold), 7(c), 7(F)
DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

BANKS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 06-1950 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 2, 3, 5, 6, 7(c), 7(d), & 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff in part and defendant in part (2010);Judgment for
defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

BELTRANENA, FERNANDO LINARES V. HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON

Civil Action No. 09-1457 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

BENAVIDES V. U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS

Civil Action No. 09-2026 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 7(threshold)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2009).
FEES AND COSTS: None

BENSMAN, JIM V. U.S. NATL PARK SERVICE
Civil Action No. 10-01910 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

BIGWOOD V. U.S. DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

Civil Action No. 08-1431 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

BILDERBEEK, ALBERT VAN, ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 08-1931 (M.D.Fla.)

No. 10-12416 11th Cir.

Exemptions: 7 (threshold), 7(A), 7(C)/Glomar

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010). Affirmed (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

BLACKWELL, ROGER V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-661 (D. D.C.)

No. 10-5072 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 2, 3, 7(A), 7(C), 7(D), 7(E).

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Affirmed (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

BONILLA, MARIO SIMBAQUEBA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 10-22168 (S.D. Fla.)

Exemptions: 6, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

BRENNAN CENTER FOR JUSTICE AT NYU SCHOOL OF LAW V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 09-8756 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

BROWN V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 10-1292 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

BUC, NANCY L; DISSANAYAKE, MADHUSHA; BUC & BEARDSLEY LLP V. U.S. FOOD AND DRUG
ADMINISTRATION ET AL.

Civil Action No. 10-00293 (Db. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

BUNDU V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ET AL.

Civil Action No. 10-2004 (Db. S.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Dismissed for failure to state a claim (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

CALLAWAY, HENRY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY, ET AL.

Civil Action No. 04-1506 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 7(d)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for Defendant in part and for plaintiff in part (2006); Judgment
for the defendant (2007); Judgment for defendant (2008); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

CAMPBELL, DENNIS JOHN V. U.S. SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No. 09-453 (E.D. Pa.)

No. 10-2255 (3rd Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

CARETOLIVE V. U.S. FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION

Civil Action No. 08-00005 (S.D. Ohio)

No. 09-4084 (6th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2009); Affirmed (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

CARLSON, DANIEL RAYMOND V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 10-5149 (S.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CARROLL V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

Civil Action No. 11-22 (W.D. Va.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Dismissed for lack of jurisdiction (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

CARSON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 10-56 (E.D. Tenn.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Dismissed as moot (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

CARSON V. U.S. OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL
Civil Action No. 10-57 (E.D. Tenn.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

CARSON V. U.S. SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
Civil Action No. 09-615 (E.D. Tenn.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Dismissed as moot (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CARUSO, LOUISE V. U.S. BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND FIREARMS
Civil Action No. 10-6026 (D. OR.)

Exemptions: 3, 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

CASA DE MARYLAND, INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY AND U.S. INTERNAL REVENUE
SERVICE

Civil Action No. 08-3249 (D. Md.)

No. 10-1264 (4th Cir.)

Exemptions: 6, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CHAPLIN, KENNETH V. EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00518 (Db. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CHEESE, ALFRED V. ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION
Civil Action No. 10-02223 (D. Md.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 10-00750 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: ATTORNEYS®" FEES: $12,417.50

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY & ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 10-01810 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY AND ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Civil Action No. 11-951 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBILITY AND ETHICS IN WASHINGTON V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFAIRS
Civil Action No. 08-1481 (b. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None
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INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
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CONCEPCION, ALBERTO V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, ET AL.

Civil Action No. 07-1766 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 2, 3, 5, 6, 7(c), 7(d), 7(d), (7)(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for Defendant (2009) Judgment for defendant in part and plaintiff
in part (2010). Judgment for defendant in part and plaintiff in part (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

COOPER V. EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS
Civil Action No. 11-5061 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

COOPER, MAURICE DONNELL V. STEWART, WILLIAM G 11 EOUSA; STEAINE, DIONE J EOUSA ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00326 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CRUMMEY, BRENT EDWARD V. U.S. SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No. 10-01560 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CTR. FOR INTERNATIONAL LAW V. OFFICE OF THE U.S. TRADE REP.
Civil Action No. 01-498 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 1

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CUBAN, MARK V. U.S. SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION

Civil Action No. 09-996 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 2, 5, 6, 7(A), 7(C).

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant in part and plaintiff in part (2010); Judgment for
defendant in part and plaintiff in part (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

DARUI V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Civil Action No. 09-2093 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 1, 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

DAVIS, ADAM V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00098 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

DOURLAIN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.

Civil Action No. 10-768 (Fed. CI.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Case dismissed for lack of jurisdiction (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

DRIGGERS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 11-229 (N.D. Tex.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

EARLE, VERNON NORMAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00422 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

EBLING, BERNICE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 10-00914 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

EDWARDS, NOLAN NATHANIEL V. EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS
Civil Action No. 08-1956 (M.D. Fla.)

No. 10-11831 (11th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Affirmed (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

ELECTRIC FRONTIER FOUNDATION V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 10-651 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

ELECTRONIC PRIVACY INFORMATION CENTER V. NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-01533 (b. D.C.)

Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

ELECTRONIC PRIVACY INFORMATION CENTER V. NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00196 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

ESLAMINIA, REZA V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, ET AL.
Civil Action No. 99-3249 (N.D. Cal.)

Exemptions: 1, 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant in part (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

ESPINO V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 11-0909 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

EVANS V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 10-1232 (W.D. Mo.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

EXXON MOBIL CORP. V. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00250 (b. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

EXXON MOBIL CORP. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Civil Action No. 09-6732 (E.D. La.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Plaintiff"s claim dismissed (2010); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

FAMILIES FOR FREEDOM V. U.S. CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-2705 (S.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: 5, 6, 7(c), 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

FRIENDS OF OCEANO DUNES, INC. V. U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 11-1476 (N.D. Cal)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

FURROW, BUFORD O®"NEAL JR V. U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS
Civil Action No. 09-00326 (S.D. Ind.)

No. 10-1628 (7th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

GAGAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 11-3062 (D. Colo.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

GERSTEIN, JOSHUA V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, ET. AL.
Civil Action No. 06-4643 (N.D. Cal.)
Exemptions: 1, 2(Chigh and low), 3, 5, 6, 7(c), 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2008); Judgment for defendant in part and

in part (2010); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

GODAIRE V. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No. 10-1266 (D. Conn.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

plaintiff

GOLD ANTI-TRUST ACTION COMMITTEE INC V. BOARD OF GOVERNORS O/T FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Civil Action No. 09-02436 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 4, 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

GOODYKE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE; OFFICE OF INFORMATION POLICY
Civil Action No. 11-455 (W.D. Tex.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

GRAFF V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Civil Action No. 09-2047 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Plaintiff"s claim dismissed in part (2010);
Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

GRIECO V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Civil Action No. 09-1860 (D. P.R.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

GRIFFIN, LONNIE LAMONT V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE; EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR U.S. ATTORNEYS,
ET AL.

Civil Action No. 09-1517 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 7, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

HAJRO, MIRSAD, MAYOCK, JAMES R. V. U.S. CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION SERVICES, ET AL.
Civil Action No. 08-1350 (N.D. Cal.)

Exemptions: 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

HODGE, BENNY LEE V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, ET AL.
Civil Action No. 08-403 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 3, 7(c), 7(d)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

HONEYWELL TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS, INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
Civil Action No. 05-1772 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 4

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant in part and plaintiff in part (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

HULSTEIN, TONY V. U.S. DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
Civil Action No. 10-4112 (N.D. Ind.)
Exemptions: 3, 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

INTERNATIONAL COUNSEL BUREAU V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No. 09-2269 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 1, 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

ISLAMIC SHURA COUNCIL OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ET AL. V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION ET AL.

Civil Action No. 07-01088 (C.D. Cal)

No. 635 F. 3d 1160 (9th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

ISLAND FILM, S.A. V. DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Civil Action No. 08-0286 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

JACOBS, BEN V. U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS

Civil Action No. 09-02134 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

JIMENEZ, LUIS A V. EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS
Civil Action No. 09-02254 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

JONES V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-33 (W.D. La.)

No. 10-30093 (5th Cir.)

Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

JORDAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 07-02303 (D. Colo.)

No. 10-1469 (10th Cir.)

Exemptions: 2, 5, 7

DISPOSITION: Judgement for defendant (2009); Affirmed (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

JUDICIAL WATCH INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 10-00851 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
Civil Action No. 10-00302 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 4, 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC. V. BD. OF GOVERNORS OF FED. RESERVE SYS.
Civil Action No. 09-2138 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC. V. FED. HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Civil Action No. 09-1537 (D. D.C.)

No. 10-5349 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Affirmed (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 11-500 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
Civil Action No. 09-1508 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
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INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
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JUDICIAL WATCH, INC. V. U.S. SECRET SERVICE
Civil Action No. 09-2312 (b. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC. V. U.S. SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No. 06-2034 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

JUSTICE V. U.S. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
Civil Action No. 10-568 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

KARANTSALIS, THEODORE D. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Civil Action No. 05-22088 (S.D. Fla.)

No. 10-10229 (11th Cir.)

Exemptions: 6, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for Defendant (2005); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

KELLERHALS V. U.S. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
Civil Action No. 09-00090 (D. V.1.)
Exemptions: 3, 5, 6, 7(a), 7(e)
DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

KEMMERLY, MCNEIL J. V. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Civil Action No. 07-9794 (E.D. La.)

No. 10-31117 (6th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

KENSINGTON RES. & RECOVERY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
Civil Action No. 10-3538 (N.D. 111.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None
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THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

KOTTORI V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Civil Action No. 10-11913 (D. Mass.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Dismissed for lack of jurisdiction (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

KUBIK V. U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS

Civil Action No. 10-6078 (D. Or.)
Exemptions: 2, 5, 6, 7(c), 7(e), 7(F)
DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

LAKE TRAVIS TRANSITIONA MEDICAL CENTER V. HUD
Civil Action No. 10-950 (W.D. Tex.)
Exemptions: 4, 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

LARKE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE CHILD SUPPORT
Civil Action No. 10-12148 (D. Mass.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

LAZARIDIS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 09-1177 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 3, 5, 7(c), 7(d)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

LEWIS, ANTHONY V. EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-746 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 2, 3, 6, 7/ threshold, 7(c)/ glomar, 7(d)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

LONG V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 06-1086 (N.D. N.Y.)
Exemptions: 3, 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None
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MARCIANO V. U.S. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
Civil Action No. 09-1499 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MARGOLIN, JED V. CHARLES F. BOLDEN, ADMINISTRATOR, NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
ADMINISTRATION

Civil Action No. 09-421 (D. Nev.)

Exemptions: 4, 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

MARSHALL, ERIC JOSEPH V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 10-00871 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

MATTSON, JAMES ARTHUR V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 08-4331 (N.D. Cal.)

No. 10-16112 (9th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010).

FEES AND COSTS: None

MCCANN V. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Civil Action No. 10-1758 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 5, 6, 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

MCCOY, REGINALD L. V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-01973 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

MCGEHEE, FIELDING 111 V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 01-1872 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 2, 3, 7(c), and 7(d), 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011); Remanded in part for further processing
(2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None
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MCKINLEY, VERN V. FDIC; BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Civil Action No. 09-01263 (D. D.C.)

No. 10-5353 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 5, 8

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MCKINLEY, VERN V. FEDERAL HOUSING FINANCE AUTHORITY
Civil Action No. 10-01165 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

MCLAUGHLIN, DEMETRIUS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No. 06-2048 (D. D.C.)

No. 10-5050 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Partial judgment for plaintiff (2008); Affirmed in part, vacated in part and
remanded (2009); Judgment for defendant (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

MCLEOD V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 11-958 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MEDIA RESEARCH CENTER V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE; SOLICITOR GENERAL
Civil Action No. 10-02013 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

MILTON, GREGORY A. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 08-242 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 6, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant(2009); Judgment for defendant in part (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MINGO, KEMUEL V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-01673 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None
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MISSOURI COALITION FOR THE ENVIRONMENT FOUNDATON V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
Civil Action No. 05-2039 (E.D. Mo.)

Exemptions: 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2007); Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

MOFFAT V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 09-12067 (D. Mass.)
Exemptions: 7, 7(a), 7(d)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MOORE V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

Civil Action No. 09-1363 (D. D.C.)

No. 10-5248 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 1, 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Affirmed (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MORLEY, JEFFERSON V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

Civil Action No. 03-2545 (D. D.C.)

No. 06-5382 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7(C), and 7(E)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2006); Appeal pending (2007); Affirmed in part and
remanded in part (2007); Judgment for defendant (2010). Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MOYA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Civil Action No. 11-80750 (S.D. Fla.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MULLEN V. U.S. ARMY CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION COMMAND
Civil Action No. 10-262 (E.D. Vva.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant in part (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MURRAY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-992 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None
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MUSET V. U.S. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
Civil Action No. 07-4083 (E.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

MUSLIM ADVOCATES V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 09-1754 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MUTTITT, GREG V. U.S. CENTRAL COMMAND ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00202 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

N.Y. CIV. LIBERTIES UNION V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No. 09-5325 (S.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: 7(e), 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

NATIONAL RIGHT TO WORK LEGAL DEFINITION V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Civil Action No. 09-2205 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 1, 5, 6, 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

NATIONAL SECURITY ARCHIVE V. U.S. SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
Civil Action No. 10-116 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010).

FEES AND COSTS: None

NATL DAY LABORER ORGANIZING NETWORK; CENTER FOR CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS ET AL. V. U.S.
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT AGENCY ET AL.

Civil Action No. 10-3488 (S.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL INC V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-3400 (S.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

NAVISTAR, INC. V. U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Civil Action No. 11-449 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

NEGLEY V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 03-2126 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

NEGLEY, JAMES LUTCHER V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Civil Action No. 03-2126 (D. D.C.)

No. 04-5348 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2004); Reversed and remanded (2006); Judgement for
plaintiff (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

NELSON, NEAL V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Civil Action No. 10-01735 (N.D. 111.)
Exemptions: 4

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

NEW YORK TIMES CO; SAVAGE, CHARLES V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 10-7920 (S.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

NIBLOCK, JAMES R. V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 09-1346 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

NORTH, JEFFREY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 08-1439 (Db. D.C.)

Exemptions: 3, 7(c), 7(d)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

OZMENT V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No. 11-429 (M.D. Tenn.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

PENN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 10-2494 (E.D. Cal.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

PEOPLE FOR THE ETHICAL TREATMENT OF ANIMALS INC. V. BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
Civil Action No. 11-00555 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

PETIT-FRERE V. U.S. ATTORNEYS OFFICE, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-1732 (b. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

PHYSICIANS FOR HUMAN RIGHTS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Civil Action No. 08-273 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 1, 3, 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff in part and defendant in part (2009); Judgment for
defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

PICKARD V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 10-5253 (N.D. Cal.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

PICKARD, WILLIAM LEONARD V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 06-185 (N.D. Cal.)

No. (9th Cir.)

Exemptions: 7(c), 7(d)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2007); Reversed and remanded (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

PINSON, JEREMY V. EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-01844 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 6, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: ATTORNEYS®" FEES: $36.00

PLUMBERS & GASFITTERS LOCAL UNION NO. 1 V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Civil Action No. 10-4882 (E.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: 4

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

PORTER, MARK V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No. 10-00050 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

PRISON LEGAL NEWS V. EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

Civil Action No. 08-1055 (D. Colo.)

No. 09-1511 (10th Cir.)

Exemptions: 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff in part and defendant in part (2009); Affirmed
(2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

PRISON LEGAL NEWS V. HARLEY G. LAPPIN, DIRECTOR, FEDERAL BUREAU OF PRISONS

Civil Action No. 05-1812 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 2, 6, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for Plaintiff (2006); Stipulated Dismissal of Attorney"s Fees and
Costs (2006); Partial Judgement for Plaintiff (2009); Judgment for defendant in part and
plaintiff in part (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: ATTORNEYS®" FEES: $48,709.72

PRUDENTIAL LOCATIONS LLC V. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Civil Action No. 09-128 (D. Hawaii)

No. 09-16995 (9th Cir.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None


http:48,709.72

LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

PRUITT V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

Civil Action No. 09-2534 (S.D. Tex.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

PUGH V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 10-1016 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

QUEEN ANNE®"S CONSERVATION ASSOC V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Civil Action No. 10-00670 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff in part (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

QUICK V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Civil Action No. 09-2064 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

RAHER, STEPHEN V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF PRISONS

Civil Action No. 09-526 (D. Or.)

Exemptions: 2 (high), 3, 4, 7(e), 7(F)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff in part and defendant in part (2010); Judgment for
defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

REICH, EUGENIE SAMUEL V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-10883 (D. Mass.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

RENO NEWSPAPERS, INV. V. U.S. PAROLE COMMISSION ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-683 (D. Nev.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

RIMMER V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-1106 (M.D. Tenn.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

ROSARIO V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-1565 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

ROTH, ANTHONY C. 0/B/0 BOWER, LESTER JR. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 08-822 (D. D.C.)

No. 642 F. 3d 1161 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 2, 6, 7(c), 7(d)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant in part and plaintiff in part (2009); Judgment for
defendant in part and plaintiff in part (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

RUSSELL V. U.S. DEP"T OF STATE

Civil Action No. 09-6050 (C.D. Cal.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

SALANITRO V. U.S. OFFICE OF PERSONEL MANAGEMENT
Civil Action No. 10-363 (M.D. Fla.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

SANDERS, CORNELL V. BARACK OBAMA, CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER, ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-912 (D. D.C.)

No. 10-5273 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

SANTANA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 09-300 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

SAUER, INC. V. NASA

Civil Action No. 11-926 (M.D. Fla.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

SCAFF-MARTINEZ V. U.S. DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
Civil Action No. 10-0249 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

SCHOENMAN, RALPH V. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, ET AL.

Civil Action No. 04-2202 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 1,2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 7(c), 7(d)

DISPOSITION: Partial judgment for defendants (2006); Judgment for defendant (2008);
Partial judgment for defendant (2008); Partial judgment for defendant (2009); Partial
judgment for plaintiff (2009); Judgment for defendant (2009); Judgment for defendant
(2011); Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

SCHWARZ, EUGENIA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00562 (E.D. N.Y.)

No. 10-3065 (2d Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

SHEHADEH V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 10-3306 (C.D. 111.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

SKINNER, JESSE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS AND
EXPLOSIVES, ET AL.

Civil Action No. 09-725 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 2, 3, 5, 7 (threshold), 7(C), 7(D), 7(E)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

SMITH ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-01253 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 5, 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

STEVENS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-487 (M.D. Fla.)

No. 10-14387 (11th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

STRUNK V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Civil Action No. 08-2234 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

STULER V. U.S. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
Civil Action No. 10-1342 (W.D. Pa.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

SUBH, MAJED V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00725 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for Defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

SULLIVAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Civil Action No. 09-3432 (S.D. Tex.)
Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

SURGICK V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-3807 (D. N.J.)
Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

TAITZ V. U.S. SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION ET AL.
Civil Action No. 11-402 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: ATTORNEYS®" FEES: $36.00



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

TCHEFUNCTA CLUB ESTATES INC. V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
Civil Action No. 10-016371 (E.D. L.A.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

TECHSERVE ALLIANCE ET AL. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00353 (Db. D.C.)

Exemptions: 5, 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

TERRIS, PRAVLIK & MILLIAN LLP V. CENTERS FOR MEDICARE AND MEDICAID SERVICES
Civil Action No. 10-00951 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

THE CTR. FOR MEDICARE ADVOCACY, INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Civil Action No. 10-645 (D. Conn.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

THOME V. U.S. FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION
Civil Action No. 11-676 (N.D. Cal.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

TRUESDALE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 08-1862 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgement for defendant (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

TUNCHEZ, MARIO TREVINO V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 09-473 (D. D.C.)

No. 10-5228 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 7(E)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010). Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

UNITED AMERICA FINANCIAL, INCORPORATED V. POSTMASTER GENERAL JOHN E. POTTER, U.S. POSTAL
SERVICE

Civil Action No. 06-1023 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 2, 5, 6, 7 and 7(C), 7(D)

DISPOSITION: Partial judgment for Plaintiff (2008); Judgment for defendant in part and
for plaintiff in part (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

VAZQUEZ V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 10-0039 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 2 (High 2/ Glomar)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

VENKATARAM, NATARAJAN V. OFFICE OF INFORMATION POLICY ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-06520 (D. NJ.)

Exemptions: 6, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

VEST, HERB D. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-1083 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

VON GRABE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

Civil Action No. 09-2162 (M.D. Fla.)

No. 10-15002 (11th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010). Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

WADE V. U.S. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE

Civil Action No. 10-65 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

WADHWA, DOM V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS
Civil Action No. 06-4362 (D. N.J.)

No. 11-1718 (3rd Cir.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES
IN WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN 2011
INCLUDING THE DISPOSITION OF EACH SUCH CASE,
THE EXEMPTION INVOLVED AND THE FEES

WATKINS, SAMUEL R. V. THE U.S. BUREAU OF CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION
Civil Action No. 08-1679 (W.D. Wash.)

No. 09-35996 (9th Cir.)

Exemptions: 4, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

WELLS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION OFFICE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS
Civil Action No. 11-16 (M.D. La.)

No. 11-30686 (5th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011); Affirmed (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

WILLIAMS & CONNOLLY, LLP V. U.S. SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
Civil Action No. 09-185 (E.D. Va.)

No. 662 F.3d 1240 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Affirmed (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

WILLIAMS V. COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE

Civil Action No. 08-522 (M.D. La.)

No. 11-30008 (5th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010). Affirmed (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

WORLD PUB. CO. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 09-574 (N.D. Okla.)
Exemptions: 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

YONEMOTO, RONALD M. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS

Civil Action No. 06-378 (D. Haw.)

No. 10-15180 (9th Cir.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for the defendant (2007); Judgment for defendant (2009); Judgment
reversed and remanded (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



2011 ADDENDUM TO THE LITIGATION AND COMPLIANCE
REPORT LIST OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT CASES IN
WHICH A DECISION WAS RENDERED IN PRIOR YEARS

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION OF WASH. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 09-0642 (W.D. Wash.)

Exemptions: 1, 2, 5, 6, 7(c), 7(d), 7(e)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS LEAGUE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No. 10-4138 (N.D. Cal.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

BENAVIDES V. U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS

Civil Action No. 09-2026 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 7(threshold)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2009).
FEES AND COSTS: None

BONILLA, MARIO SIMBAQUEBA V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 10-22168 (S.D. Fla.)

Exemptions: 6, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CARUSO, LOUISE V. U.S. BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND FIREARMS
Civil Action No. 10-6026 (D. OR.)

Exemptions: 3, 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

CASA DE MARYLAND, INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY AND U.S.

SERVICE

Civil Action No. 08-3249 (D. Md.)

No. 10-1264 (4th Cir.)

Exemptions: 6, 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

CHEESE, ALFRED V. ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION
Civil Action No. 10-02223 (D. Md.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

INTERNAL REVENUE



CTR. FOR INTERNATIONAL LAW V. OFFICE OF THE U.S. TRADE REP.
Civil Action No. 01-498 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 1

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

DOURLAIN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.

Civil Action No. 10-768 (Fed. ClI.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Case dismissed for lack of jurisdiction (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

ELECTRONIC PRIVACY INFORMATION CENTER V. NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00196 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

FURROW, BUFORD O®NEAL JR V. U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS
Civil Action No. 09-00326 (S.D. Ind.)

No. 10-1628 (7th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

GOLD ANTI-TRUST ACTION COMMITTEE INC V. BOARD OF GOVERNORS O/T FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
Civil Action No. 09-02436 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 4, 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

GRIECO V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Civil Action No. 09-1860 (D. P.R.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

HONEYWELL TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS, INC. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
Civil Action No. 05-1772 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 4

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant in part and plaintiff in part (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



HULSTEIN, TONY V. U.S. DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
Civil Action No. 10-4112 (N.D. Ind.)
Exemptions: 3, 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

INTERNATIONAL COUNSEL BUREAU V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
Civil Action No. 09-2269 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 1, 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

I0ANE, MICHAEL SCOTT V. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Civil Action No. 05-0543 (D. Nev.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2006); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

JIMENEZ, LUIS A V. EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS
Civil Action No. 09-02254 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

JONES V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-33 (W.D. La.)

No. 10-30093 (5th Cir.)

Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

JUDICIAL WATCH, INC. V. BD. OF GOVERNORS OF FED. RESERVE SYS.
Civil Action No. 09-2138 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

KELLERHALS V. U.S. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
Civil Action No. 09-00090 (D. V.I1.)
Exemptions: 3, 5, 6, 7(a), 7(e)
DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



KENSINGTON RES. & RECOVERY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
Civil Action No. 10-3538 (N.D. 111.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

KOTTORI V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Civil Action No. 10-11913 (D. Mass.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Dismissed for lack of jurisdiction (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

KUBIK V. U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS

Civil Action No. 10-6078 (D. Or.)
Exemptions: 2, 5, 6, 7(c), 7(e), 7(FH)
DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

LARKE V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE CHILD SUPPORT
Civil Action No. 10-12148 (D. Mass.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

LONG V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 06-1086 (N.D. N.Y.)
Exemptions: 3, 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

MOORE V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

Civil Action No. 09-1363 (D. D.C.)

No. 10-5248 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 1, 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010); Affirmed (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

N.Y. CIV. LIBERTIES UNION V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Civil Action No. 09-5325 (S.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: 7(e), 5

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



NATIONAL SECURITY ARCHIVE V. U.S. SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
Civil Action No. 10-116 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010).

FEES AND COSTS: None

NELSON, NEAL V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Civil Action No. 10-01735 (N.D. 111.)
Exemptions: 4

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

NORTH, JEFFREY V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 08-1439 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 3, 7(c), 7(d)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2009); Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

PENN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 10-2494 (E.D. Cal.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

PICKARD V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Civil Action No. 10-5253 (N.D. Cal.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

PLUMBERS & GASFITTERS LOCAL UNION NO. 1 V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Civil Action No. 10-4882 (E.D. N.Y.)

Exemptions: 4

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

PRUITT V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

Civil Action No. 09-2534 (S.D. Tex.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



PUGH V. U.S. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Civil Action No. 10-1016 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

QUICK V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Civil Action No. 09-2064 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

RENO NEWSPAPERS, INV. V. U.S. PAROLE COMMISSION ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-683 (D. Nev.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for plaintiff (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

ROSARIO V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-1565 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

RUSSELL V. U.S. DEP*"T OF STATE

Civil Action No. 09-6050 (C.D. Cal.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

SANDERS, CORNELL V. BARACK OBAMA, CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER, ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-912 (D. D.C.)

No. 10-5273 (D.C. Cir.)

Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

SCAFF-MARTINEZ V. U.S. DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
Civil Action No. 10-0249 (b. D.C.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None



STEVENS V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ET AL.
Civil Action No. 09-487 (M.D. Fla.)

No. 10-14387 (11th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

STRUNK V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Civil Action No. 08-2234 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

STULER V. U.S. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
Civil Action No. 10-1342 (W.D. Pa.)
Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

SUBH, MAJED V. U.S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY ET AL.
Civil Action No. 10-00725 (D. D.C.)

Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for Defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None

SULLIVAN V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Civil Action No. 09-3432 (S.D. Tex.)
Exemptions: 3

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

WADE V. U.S. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE

Civil Action No. 10-65 (D. D.C.)
Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

WADHWA, DOM V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS
Civil Action No. 06-4362 (D. N.J.)

No. 11-1718 (3rd Cir.)

Exemptions: 6

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).

FEES AND COSTS: None



WILLIAMS V. COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE

Civil Action No. 08-522 (M.D. La.)

No. 11-30008 (5th Cir.)

Exemptions: None

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2010). Affirmed (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None

WORLD PUB. CO. V. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Civil Action No. 09-574 (N.D. Okla.)
Exemptions: 7(c)

DISPOSITION: Judgment for defendant (2011).
FEES AND COSTS: None
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