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● only 0.3% released
● unknown selection bias

● restricted by non-disclosure order
● voluntary publishing

government statistics transparency reportspublished NSLs

→ despite available raw data, public auditing is unlikely to occur

● not machine readable (PDF scans)
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● internal inconsistencies



CSLAW’24

contributions

22

government statistics transparency reportspublished NSLs

1. collecting
2. consolidating
3. cleaning



CSLAW’24

contributions

23

publish first unified data set on NSLs across all sources 

government statistics transparency reportspublished NSLs

1. collecting
2. consolidating
3. cleaning



CSLAW’24

contributions

24

government statistics transparency reportspublished NSLs

1. collecting
2. consolidating
3. cleaning

and discuss the following questions:

1. how accessible is this data collection?

publish first unified data set on NSLs across all sources 



CSLAW’24

contributions

25

government statistics transparency reportspublished NSLs

1. collecting
2. consolidating
3. cleaning

and discuss the following questions:

1. how accessible is this data collection?
2. can the public effectively assess the NSL usage from reported data?

publish first unified data set on NSLs across all sources 



CSLAW’24

contributions

26

government statistics transparency reportspublished NSLs

1. collecting
2. consolidating
3. cleaning

and discuss the following questions:

1. how accessible is this data collection?
2. can the public effectively assess the NSL usage from reported data?

publish first unified data set on NSLs across all sources 

more in paper
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observation:
ROIs for non-US 
personas 
become more 
common
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observation:
after 2013, the 
transparency report 
mean correlates with 
the ASTR numbers 
(Pearson coeff: 0.77)
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gag order time ≈ 
publication data – issuance data observation:

NSLs published after the 
USA FREEDOM Act

observation:
decreasing gag order times

caveat:
unknown distribution of 
99.7% of NSLs; bias towards 
short gag order times
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● our unified NSL data set enables analysis
● moving forward: publish structured data

○ cf. Government datasets that facilitate innovation by 
Joe Calandrino and Harlan Yu.

● audience: talk to us!
○ impact and position in the legal space
○ questions about NSLs interesting to legal scholars

● two authors are at CSLAW:
Enze “Alex” 
Liu

Miro
Haller

paper:

https://freedom-to-tinker.com/2010/03/01/government-datasets-facilitate-innovation/
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