IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 99-10327
Summary Cal endar

ARABI AN SHI ELD DEVELOPMENT COMPANY

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
CENTRAL | NTELLI GENCE AGENCY

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:98-CV-624-BD

~ January 28, 2000
Before JOLLY, JONES, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Arabi an Shi el d Devel opnment Conpany appeals the district
court’s order granting the CIA's notion for sunmary | udgnent.
Arabi an Shield sought judicial review of the ClA s decision
denyi ng Arabian Shield s requests for information under the
Freedom of Information Act, 5 U S.C. § 552 (FOA). The CA
deni ed the requests because it determned that the fact of the
exi stence or nonexi stence of the requested information was

classified pursuant to Executive Order 12958, and would rel ate

directly to information concerning intelligence sources and

Pursuant to 5THCR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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met hods which the Director of Central Intelligence has the
responsibility to protect fromdisclosure pursuant to the

Nati onal Security Act of 1947, 50 U S.C. 8§ 403(d)(3). Thus, the
informati on was exenpt from di sclosure under FO A 88 552(b) (1)
and (b)(3).

We have reviewed the record and find no reversible error.
Arabi an Shield has not shown that the district court erred in
concluding that the ClA had net its burden of establishing an
exenption under FO A 8 552(b)(1). See 5 U S.C. 8§ 552(a)(4)(B)
Nor has Arabian Shield shown that the district court erred in
concluding that the informati on was exenpt from di scl osure under

FOA § 552(b)(3). See Knight v. CIA 872 F.2d 660 (5th Gir.

1989) .
AFFI RVED



