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The telephone communications information Defendants collect and
acquire 1n bulk as part of the Associational Tracking Program is retained
and stored by Defendants in one or more databases. These databases
contain call information for all, or the vast majority, of calls wholly
within the United States, including local telephone calls, and calls
between the United States and abroad, for a period of at least five years.
Defendants have indiscriminately obtained and stored the telephone
communications information of millions of ordinary Americans,
including Plaintiffs, their members, and staffs, as part of the
Associational Tracking Program.

Through the Associational Tracking Program, Defendants have collected,
acquired, and retained, and continue to collect, acquire, and retain, bulk
communications information of telephone calls made and received by
Plaintiffs, their members, and their staffs. This information is otherwise
private.

Defendants’ bulk collection, acquisition, and retention of the telephone
communications information of Plaintiffs, their members, and their staffs -
is done (a) without probable cause or reasonable suspicion to believe that
Plaintiffs, their members, and their staffs bave committed or are about to
commit any crime or engage in any international terrorist activity; (b
without probable cause or reasonable suspicion to believe that Plaintiffs, -
their members, or their staffs are foreign powers or agents of foreign
powers; and (c) without probable cause or reasonable suspicion to believe
that the communications of Plaintiffs, their members, and their staffs
contain or pertain to foreign intelligence information, or relate to an
investigation to obtain foreign intelligence information. :

.Defendants’ searching of the telephone communications information of

Plaintiffs is done without lawful authorization, probable cause, and/or
individualized suspicion. It is done in violation of statutory and
constitutional limitations and in excess of statutory and constitutional
authority. Any judicial, administrative, or executive authorization
(including any business records order issued pursuant to 50 U.S.C. §
1861) of the Associational Tracking Program or of the searching of the
communications information of Plaintiffs is unlawful and invalid.

Defendants, and each of them, have authorized, approved, supervised,
performed, caused, participated in, aided, abetted, counseled,
commanded, induced, procured, enabled, contributed to, facilitated,
directed, controlled, assisted in, or conspired in the Associational
Tracking Program and in the search or use of the telephone
communications information of Plaintiffs, their members, and their staff.
Defendants have committed these acts willfully, knowingly, and -
intentionally. Defendants continue to commit these acts and will
continue to do so absent an order of this Court enjoining and restraining
them from doing so.
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E. Counsel are directed to inquire of their respective clients if the business or
government practices of any party involve the routine destruction, recycling, relocation, or _
mutation of such materials and, if so, direct the party, to the extent practicable for pendency of
this ordér, either to - |

1) halt such business or government practices;

(2)  sequester.or remove such material from the business or government practiées; or

(3)  arrange for the preservation of complete and accurate duplicates or copies of

such material, suitable for later discovery if requested.

Counsel representing each party shall, not later than April 21, 2014, submit to the Court
under seal and pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 11, a statement that the directive in

Paragraph E has been carried out.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
Dated: March 21, 2014

JEF  WHITE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




