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JUSTICE DEPASTMENT STATEMENT ON EDF v. MASSEY 

In declining to seek a rehearing i n t h i s case today, the 

administration has decided not to challenge the Court's precise 

holding — namely, that the National Environmental Policy Act 

applies t o the National Science Foundation's a c t i v i t i e s i n 

Antarctica described i n the opinion. However, the administration 

does not embrace language i n the opinion which may be interpreted 

to extend beyond t h i s holding. 
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'UBAFTI JUSTICE DKPASTMENT.' STATEMENT ON EDF v. MASSEY 

In declining tc seek a rehearing i n t h i s case today, the 

administration has decided not to challenge the Court's precise 

holding ~ namely, that the National Environmental Policy Act 

applies t o the National Science Foundation's a c t i v i t i e s i n 

Antarctica described i n the opinion. However, the administration 

does not embrace language i n the opinion which may be interpreted 

to extend beyond t h i s holding. 
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DRAFT) JUSTICE DEPARTMENT' STATEMENT ON EDF v. MASSEY 

In declining tc seek a rehearing in this case today, the 

administration has decided not to challenge the Court's precise 

holding ~ namely, that the National Environmental Policy A.ct 

applies to the National Science Foundation's activities in 

Antarctica described in the opinion. However, the administration 

does not embrace language i n the opinion which may be interpreted 

to extend beyond this holding. 


