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The accompanying ap; :a ns and orders contemplate the government receiving data
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" and concluding that this Court “should not lightly dismiss or disregard the wi ngness of the
Executive Branch to submit to this Court’s role and authority under FISA™).

In addition, the Court has little difficulty finding prob cause to believe that the
intended targets of the proposed physical searches are agents of the specified foreign powers on
the theories proffered. See 50 S.C. § 1824(a)(2)(A).

Howevet, the Court was unable to find, on the basis of the government’s original
submissions, probable cause to believe that “the premises or property proposed to be searched”
either applica | “is or is about to be owned, used, possessed by, or is in transit to or from an
agent of a foreign power or a foreign power,” 50 U.S.C. § 1824(a)(2}B), wi out imposing

further limits on the proposed preduction. On the suggestion of Amici, the Court limited the
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those limitations, the Court was able to find probable cause to :lieve that the property to be

searche —is kely to be owned, used, or possessed by :

agent of a targeted foreign power.

The gove ~ "nt acknowledges, however, tha -

might not be owned or used by
's to destroy non-target-related
data as soon as practicable. The Court finds that undertaking too narrow, and requires further

reporting on the implementation of the authority granted in these matters. It is, according -,
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